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Ayes  290,  Noes  260 ;  Majority  30. 

Diyision  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .     274 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
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»riofJkdhmm4){lSo.nO)  ..  ..  ..     323r 

Digitized  |E)6.^.5)OQiC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAT  12.  P^$ 

PRIVATE     BUSINESS. 


Channel  Tunnel  {Expmmmial  Worh)  Bill  {by  Orier)'— 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Becond  time,'*— {Sir  Edward  Watkin)    323 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  sit  months," — {Mr. 

Chamberlain,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House   divided;  Ayes  89,  Noes 
,  281 ;  Majority  182.— (Diy.  Inst,  No.  179.) 
Words  added : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

Beading  ^tf^  offtov  six  months. 

MOTION. 


H.B.H.  Pbinoess  Bbatbicb— 
Message  from  Her  Majesty  hrwtght  up,  and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  .         . .     348 
Moeed,  **  That  the  said  Gracious  Message  be  refeired  to  a  Committee  of 

the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next,"— (iff.  OladtUme.) 
Motion  agreed  to, 

QUESTIONS. 


PuBLicf  Health— Small  Pox-^uestion,  Mr.    Hopwood;   Answer,    Mr. 

George  EusseU  ..  ••  ..  ..     349 

Bbpbesentation  of  the  Feofle  Act,  1884 — Dttties  of  Boards  of  Guaedians 

— Questions,    Mr.    O'Brien,    Mr.   Healy;    Answers,   Mr.    Campbell- 

Bannerman  . .  . .  ,  . .  . .     360 

Beyenxte  and  ExPENDiruBE— Inoidekoe  of  Taxation — Question,  Mr.  Pell ; 

Answer;  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     361 

Asia — South  Coast   of  Ababia — H.M.SS.  "Dbaoon"  and   "Akab" — 

Caftxjre  of'  Nattte  Fohts — Questions,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  Mr. 

J.  K.  Cross     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     362 

Commissioners  of  National  Education  (Ibeland) — Annual  Examination 

OF  Teaohebs— Names  of  Examinees — Question,  Mr.  Healy;  Answer,  ' 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman   . .  • .  . .     362  I 

Post  Office  (Ibeland) — ^Delay  in  Dbuyeby   of  Lbttebs  at  Kbadne,  I 

Cabbiok-on-8hannon— Question,    Mr.  O'Brien;   Answer,  Mr.   Shaw  I 

Lefevre  . .  . .  . .  353  j 

Sufflt — ^The  Vote  of  Cbedit — Exfenditube— Questions,  Mr.  Labouohere, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Lord  George  Hamilton;    Answers,    The  I 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  364  i 

Housma  of  the  Wobkino  Classes  in  Ibeland — ^The  Botal  Commission — 

Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .     366 

South  Afbica — ^Beohuanaland— Pafebs — Questions,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  I 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  Answers,  Mr.  Eyelyn  Ashley  . .     367 

Pabuament — House  of  Lobds— The  Appellate  Coubt— Oebtifioate  *'  In 

FoBMA   Paxtpebis  " — Qucstion,    Mr.  Healy ;   Answer,  The  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  . .  . .     367 

The  Suez  Canal  Commission— Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland;   Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  •  •  . .     367 

Evictions  (Ibeland)— Gweedobb — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  368 

Intebmediate  Education  (Wales) — ^Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Biohazd : 

Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa        . .  . .  9^^^^^^^ by  V^uO^^ 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
[May  12.1  Pa^s 

PuBUc  Hbalth — Small-Pox  at  Manchbsteb  Barracks— The  .5th  Dragoon 

Guards — Question,  Mr.  Leahy ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     359 

Bepbbsentation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — Duties  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
— Clones  Union,  Co.  Monaohan — Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Harring- 
ton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman . .  359 

Convict  Prisons  (England) — ^Regulations  as  to  Convicts*  Memorials — 

Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .     861 

Gojootteb  of  Privileoes — ^Thb  Lovat  Peerage — Removal  of  Coffin 
Plates  from  Vault  at  KiRinnLL—Question,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ,*  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate     ..  ..  ..  ..    .361 

The  Papal   See — Diplomatic  Communication  with  the  Vatican — ^Mr. 

Errington — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .     361 

Central  Asia — ^Russia  and  Afghanistan — ^The  Russo- Afghan  Boundary 
— ^Thb  Russians  at  Ak  Tepe — Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartiett, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Mr. 
Gladstone       ..  ..  ..862 

Egypt  (Events   in    the    Soudan) — Relief   of  Kassala — Question,   Sir 

Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .     364 

Pabt.tament — ^Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  365 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — The  Royal  Irish  Rifles — Disturbance  at 

DowNPATRiOK — Correction,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .     866 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Begistratioii  (Occcupation  Voters)  Bill  [Bill  163]— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read  . .  . .  .  •     867 

Mo9$d,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  a  Claase  proyiding 
for  the  repeal  of  so  much  of  any  Act  or  Acts  relating,  to  Parliamentary  Registration 
in  Conntiee  and  Boroughs  as  makes  the  expenses  of  Overseers  of  the  Poor  and  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  or  Town  Olerks  a  legal  charge  upon  the  Local  Rates,*'— (^tr  Maney 
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After  debate.  Question  put:— The  House  divided:  Ayes  258,  Noes  280; 

Majority  22.— (Diy.  List,  No.  180.) 
'BtDI  c<m9ider$d     ..  ..  ...  ..887 

After  long  debate,  Mw$d,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — 

{Mr,  Attorney  0en§ral:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — ^Bill  read  the 

third  time,  ajii  pasted. 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  BUI  [Bill  151]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (5^tr  Charles  W. 

Diike)  ..484 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  now  read  the  third  time," 
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leaye,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  ^ain  proposed  : — After  short  debate,  Question  put, 

and  a^eed  to :— Verbal  Amendment  made :— Bill  read  the  third  time, 

said  passed. 

Nauoval  Pboyidxnt  Iksubanoe — 

SelMt  Committee  appoinUd,  **  to  inquire  into  the  best  system  of  National  Prorident 
Inaonnoe  against  panperism,"— (^tr  Herbert  Maxwell)  . .  . .     437 
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Mbvtdf  *'  That  the  annual  sum  of  Six  Thousand  Pounds  be  sranted  to  Her  Majesty, 
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settled  on  Her  Royal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice  for  Her  life,  in  such  manner  as  Her 
Majesty  shall  think  proper,  and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the  Marriage  of  Her 
Boyal  Highness  with  His  Serene  Highness  I^ince  Henry  of  Battenberg," — {Mr, 
Qladttotu,) 

After  debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  337,  Noes 

38;  Majority  299.— (Div.  List,  No.  188.) 
Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
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Bannerman)     . .  . .  564 
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Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  • .     5  65 
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of  land  by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto/'— (r^XoriJ(f9o«a/tf)  ..  ..  ..     566 

Debate  arising : — ^Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

LowEB  Thambs  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Bill — 
Sir  Wtlliau  Dtke,  Colonel  Walrokd,  Mr.  Ruston,  and  Dr.  Fabquhabsok,  nominated 
Members  of  the  Seleet  Committee,— (ifr.  George  Russtll)  . .  ...      566 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  BiU— Ordered  {Mr.  Solicitor 

Otnertdfor  Ireland,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  ..  « •  . .       566 

Loeal  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  cKo.  2)  Bill— ^^^^^^  (Mr. 

SoUcitcr  Oemrnlfor  Ireland,  Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman)  ..  . .      566 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Imprisonment)  Wl—Ordered  {Mr.  Henry  H. 

FoufUr,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  180]        666 

Tithe  Sent  Charge  Bedemption  BMH— Ordered  {Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  CubittfMr. 

Monk,  Mr.  Vivian) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  181]         . .  . .     566 

[2.30.] 
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Secretary  for  Scotland  BUI— 

Bm  for  appointing  a  Secretary  for  Scotland— /VM^n^tfi  {The  Lord  Privy 
iSdni);  readl*(No.  117)      ..  ..  ..  ..567 

Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill— Read  !•  {The  Lord  Chancellor)  (No.  Ill)  567 
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Frbveitiox  of  Crdce  (Ieeland)  Act,  1 882— Legislation— Qgg^tiojpgy^^h^Qa[^ 
Esrl  of  Donoughiuore ;  Answer,  Lord  Carlingford  . .  ^^ 
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Mov§d^  "  That  a  humble  Addreu  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  thanking  Her  Majesty  for 
the  most  gracious  communication  which  it  has  pleased  Her  Majesty  to  make  to  this 
House  of  the  intended  marriage  between  Her  Royal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice  and 
His  Serene  Highness  Prince  Henrj  of  Battenberg,  ana  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
this  House,  always  feeling  the  UveUest  interest  in  any  event  which  can  contribute  to 
the  happiness  of  the  Rubral  Family,  will  concur  in  the  measures  which  may  be  pro- 
posed for  the  consideration  of  the  House  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  make  suitable 
proTision  for  Her  Royal  Highness," — (Earl  Oranvilk.) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agr$$d  to,  nem%n$  dmenttente. 

The  said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

Army  (Auxiliaky  Forces) — Oroakization  and  Eqxtipmbnt — ^Besolution — 
Moved  to  resolye,  <*  That  the  present  state  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  deficient  as  they  are 
in  the  organization  and  equipment  necessary  to  enable  them,  if  required,  to  take  and 
keep  the  field,  demands  the  immediate  and  earnest  attention  of  those  who  are 
responsible  for  their  efficiency  and  for  the  security  of  the  country," — {Th$  Swlof 
Wemy»8).^  ,,  ..  ..  ..  ..      571 

After  debate,  on  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided ;  Contents  20,  Not- 
Contents  23 ;  Majority  3. — Resolved  in  the  negative. 
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Hull,  Barnelet/,  and  Weet  Riding  Junction  Railway  and  Dock  Bill  {by  Order) — 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (Sir  Charlee  Foreter)    599 
After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  (Queen's  Content  signified) : — Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  paeeed. 
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SxTPPLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  a&d  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
FoBBSTBY — Motion  fob  a  Select  Committbb — ^Amendment  proposed, 
To  leaye  oat  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qoettion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider    whether  by  the  estabUahment 
of  a  Foreet  School  or  oUierwise,  our  Woodlands  could  be  rendmd  more  remunera- 
tive,"—(5ir/oA»XM6*o*A:,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..     634 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — ^After  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived: — Words 
added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Reeohedy  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply, — {Mr,  Hibhert,) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair :  "— 

Law  ahb  Justice  CIselakd) — Case  of  the  Brothers  Deulhuntt— Beso- 
lution,  Mr.  Kenny  . .  . .  . .  . .     649 

[House  counted  out]  [7.5.] 
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South-Eastern  and  London^  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  Companiee  {ArUtra^ 
tion)  BilU^ 
Mowdf  '*  That  the  BiU  be  re-committed  to  the  same  Select  Ck)mmittee  to  whom  the  laid 
Bill  was  committed,"— (rA#JE^r/o/irt7/totm)  ..  ..  ..     650 

After  short  debate,  Resolved  in  the  negative, 

Bgypt  (The  SoxmAK)— Abandonment  by  Enoulnd— Eesoltttion — 

Moved  to  resolye,  ''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  ontU  a  settled  government  has 
been  established  in  Eastern  Soudan,  in  the  interests  of  civilization,  of  uie  native  popa- 
lation,  and  of  commerce,  and  for  the  security  of  Egypt,  this  country  cannot  relieve 
itself  of  the  responsibiUties  it  has  incurred  through  the  warlike  operations  that 
have,  during  the  last  two  years,  been  twice  undertaken  in  that  part  of  the  Soudan," 
--{The  Earl  of  W$myi$).  ..  .,  ..  ..      655 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  first  ("That"),  and  insert  the  following  words 
(''this  House  accepts  with  satisfaction  the  promise  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  to 
recall  Her  Forces  m>m  the  Soudan,  and  considers  the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
Suakin  by  military  force  through  a  hostile  population  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  pledge  just  given  to  Parliament  and  the  country.  Moreover  this  House  declines  to 
assume  any  responsibility  for  commercial,  civilising,  or  philanthropic  enterprises 
outside  the  admitted  obligations  and  interests  of  Great  Britain,'*)*  (!%#  Lotd 
W^rUiOorth.) 

After  debate.  Amendment  and  Original  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Hoose) 
withdrawn,  [8.46.J 
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Oboftebs'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill — Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 
Mr.  Maofarlane ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Cameron  [no  reply]  .,  ..  ..719 

Oknteal  Asia — The  **J?bnjdbh  Incident"  —  Genebal  Kokaboff  and 
Sib  Pbtbb  Lumsden — Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Bichard  Power;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..719 

MOTION. 


Supply — Committee — 
Iloved,  ''That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,"— (1^.  OladiUms,) 

Pabliament — Business  of  the  House— New  Bulbs  of  Pbocedubb  (Bule 
12 — Notices  on  qoino  into  Committee  of  Supply) — Observations, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Gorst;  Beply,  Mr.  Si>eaker: — Short  debate 
thereon  , .  . .  . .     720 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

0BDER8    OF    THE    DAY. 


BUPFLY^eoneidered  in  Committee — CrviL  Sebyioes  and   Beybnue  Db- 
pabtments— - 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, "  That  a  farther  Bom,  not  exceeding  £8,360,S00, 
he  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the 
following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1886 "  ..  ..  ..  ..       79S 

[Then  the  several  Services  are  set  forth.] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,360,500, 
be  ^nted,  &c.,"~(Xor(f  Randolph  CAwrMt// ;)— After  debate.  Moved,  «That  the 
Motion  be,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : " — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  11,  Noes  74  ;  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  195.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  . .      768 

After  long  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolution  to  be  reported   To-merrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
JFedneedajf. 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [14th  May] — 
'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  land 
by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating thereto,'*— (rA#  Lord  Advoeaie.) 

Question  again  proposed : — Debate  reeumed  . .  848 

After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  {The  Lord  Advo- 

eate,  Seeretary  Sir  William  Hareowt,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Seetland) ; 

preeentedj  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  184.] 

Prineess  Beatrice's  Annuity  Bill— H.R.H.  Prineess  fieatrioe— Message  from  Her      :33 
Migesty  [12th  May] — Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  ;~Bill  ordored  {Sir  Arthur 
Otway^  Mr,  Oladttone,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exehoquer,  Mr.  Hihbert)  . .      873 

Honorary  freedom  of  Boroughs  Bill  \^Lorde']  TBill  153]— 
Order  for  Committee  read  i^Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair,"-^{Mr.  Norwood)  ..  ..  ..874 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con* 


sidered  upon  Wedneedmg.  ^     _^  ^  ^  ^^  ^^     A^ 
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Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  138]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .     876 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  40  Members  not  being  present  [House 
counted  out]  [3.0.] 
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Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  60)— 
Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the 

said  Bill,"— (7%tf  Lord  Chancellor)  . .  . .     879 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee ;  Amendments 

made ;  the  Keport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  the  Sth  of  June 

next. 

Arbitration  Bill  (No.  85)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (!%«  Lord  Bramwell)  . .     880 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*. 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution  Bill  (No.  107)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (I%«  Earl  ofRoeehery)  . .     880 

After  abort  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill  (No.  ill)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  order)  , .  880 

Amendments  made ;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
dispensed  with :  BUI  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  120.) 

Begristration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  112)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bm,''--{J7ie  Earl  of  Eosebery)  ..  ..  ..903 

After  abort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Amendments  made ;  the  ^^port  thereof  to  be  received  To-morroto ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XaXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
dispens^  with :  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  121.) 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  BiU  (No.  116)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  order)  . .     005 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXY.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
dispens^  with :  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  122.) 

EoTPT — Betubn  of  Exf£Nditubb — Addbess  fob  a  Betubn — 
Me9ed  for,  "  Betom  of  the  total  sams  spent  by  the  Imperial  and  Indian  Goyemments 
on  naval  and  mihtaiy  operations  in  or  connected  with  Egypt,  on  its  oiril  administra- 
tion, and  on  any  other  matters  relating  to  that  country  since  1st  January  1882  up  to 
the  present  time  :  Also,  for  a  Return  of  the  officers  and  men  who  have  lost  their  hves 
and  of  the  number  invalided  home  in  consequence  of  our  operations  in  Egypt  between 
the  above-mentioned  dates,"— ( The  Earl  of  Jeney)  .  •  . .  .  •     908 

After  short  debate,  Motion  amended,  by  the  addition  of  the  words  (''  so 
far  as  it  can  be  given,")  and  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed, 
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Law  and  Justice  (Ibeland)— Lawrence  Hannen — Costs  of  Defence — 
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PooB  Law  (Ibeland) — Election  op  Guabdians — ^Vacancies  in  Usk  and 
Naas  Divisions,  Naas  Union — Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  . .  . .     943 
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Barttelot,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter      . .     944 

Police    Bill— Question,     General    Alexander;     Answer,    Sir    William 

Harcourt         . .  . .  . .     944 

Spain — The  Barque  **  Maby  Mabk  " — Question,  Mr.  Henderson ;  Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  . .     946 

Contagious   Diseases  (Animals)   Acts — ^Foot-and-Mouth  Disease— Out- 

bbeak  in  Yobkshibe — Question,  Mr.  Ackers;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan      945 

Spain — The  Debeuct  Ship  "Thessalos" — Question,  Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler; 
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Parliament — Business  of  the  House — ^Adjoxtrnment — 
Moved,    ''  That  the  House  do  adjourn  during  pleasure," — (The  Earl  of 

Cork)  ..  ..  ..  ..950 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — House  adjourned  accordingly  at 

11.45  A.M. : — House  resumed  at  5  p.m.  [5.0.] 
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Parliament — ^Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holidays)— Observations,   Sir 

R.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .     951 

Movedf  ^*  That  the  House,  at  its  rising  on  Friday,  do  adjourn  till 
Thursday  the  4th  of  June,"— (5'»r  Charlee  JT,  Dilke :)— Debate  arising; 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 


Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill— 
Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to  . .  952 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to, ,  970 

Legislation  for  Ireland — ^Land  Bill  and  Labotjeers'  Bill — Ministerial 
Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Question,  Mr.  Onslow;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone       ..  ..  971 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

PluraUties  Bill  [Bill  22]- 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( J/r.  Aeland)        . .     972 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  •*  now," 
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Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         . .  . .   1193 

Prevention  op  Crime  (Ireland)  Acr,  1882 — Renewal — Notice  of  Motion, 

Mr.  Heneage  . .  . .  . .  , ,  ..1193 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY — r^M^iWtfr^i  in  Committee— Civil  Service  Estimates— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — S.vlaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceedinf?  £71,323,  be 
jrrantcd  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  tho  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tho  Slat  day  of  ^larch 
1886,  for  tho  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  and  Subordinate  Offices  **  . .  . .     1 194 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   "  That  a  sum,   not  exceeding  £70,973,  be 
granted,  &c.,** — {Mr.  Onslow  ;)  — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed      ..  ..  ..  ..1197 

After  long  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  atjreed  to, 
(2.)  £o  1,373,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tho  Foreign  Office. 

(3-)  £27,063,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tho  Colonial  Office. — After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to    1247 
(4.)  £35,88.1,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Privy  Council  Office. 

(5.)  £71,178,  tocomplete  the  sum  for  tho  Board  of  Trade. — Aftordebate.  \oieagreedto    1268 
',6.)  £664,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tho  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  in  .  .*  . .  . .     1283 

(7.)  £26,007,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Charity  Commission. — After  short  debate, 
XoXeagreedto         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1287 

^8.)  £21,739,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Civil  Service  Commission. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     1201 

(9.]  miction  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,189,  be 
granted  to  Her  l^Iajesty,  to  complete  tho  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  tho  31st  day  of  March 
18«6,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  tho  Department  of  tho  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  of  the  Exchequer,  including  tho  Chancery  Audit  Branch  "  ^  u   i»  1  W^'^AjIp 
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Supply — Civil  Sbrvicb  Estimates— «>fi^»»tt^. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,189,  be 
granted,  &c.,"--(/>r.  Camaon .)— After  short  debate,  Question  put  r—The  Commit- 
tee divided;  Ayes  16,  Noes  41  ;  Majority  26.— (Div.  List,  No.  200.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed    ..  ..  ..  ..1315 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  *•  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— <ifr. 

T.  P.  0^  Connor :) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
(lo.)  £5,622,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Friendly  Societies  Registry. — After  short  debate, 

Yote  agreed  to         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1316 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Post  Office  Sites  {re-eommiUed)  Bill  LBill  193l~ 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,"— (1/r.  Shaw  Zefevre)  . .  . .  . .   1317 

Hoved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jfr.  Dixon- Hartland :) — 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Thunday 

next. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Registry,  &c.)  Bill  [Bill  179]— 
Jfoced,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Holme)  . .   1324 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

Shannon  Navigation  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  171]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,"— (-3^^.  ^«**^0        ..  ••  ••  ••   1325 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  coneidered  in  Committee : — 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  138]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  \  Progress  18M  i/iiy]  . .  . .   1325 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Friday  next,  and  to  be  printed,  [Bill  200.] 

Local  Oovemment  Froyisional  Orders  (Municipal  Corporations)  BOl—Ordered 

{Mr.  George  Hussell,  Sir  Charles  IF.  Dilke) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  199]   1328 

[1.30.] 

LOEDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  5. 

Fbibndly  Societies  Act,  1875— Registration  of  New  Societies — Motion 
FOR  A  Select  Committee— 
Moredy  '*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  working  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act,  1875,  with  regard  to  the  admission  of  new  societies  to  registry,** — 
{The  Lord  OrevilU)  ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..    1329 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  9, 
NotContents  50 ;  Majority  41  i—Beeolved  in  the  negative, 

Suez    Canal    Commission — Questions,  Observations,  Earl  Stanhope,  The 

Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Reply,  Earl  Granville  • .  . .   1329 

[5.0.1 
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MOTION. 

0 

Local Oovemment  Froyisional  Orders  (Ho.  7)  Bill— ^'*'^*«''  (V*-.  Gcot-gc  JinssfH, 

Sir  Charles  IF.  Dilkc) ;  presented,  and  read  the  lirst  time  [BiU  2011   . .  Vjiii)  V  \^^ 
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Q  UESTIONS. 

Fishery  Piers  and   Harbours  (Ireland) — Harbour  at  Cloghbr  Head, 

Co.  Louth — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  Hibbert  . .   1 333 

Insolvent    Societies    (Ireland)  —  The    Crown   Terminable    Building 

Society,  Dublin— Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert         . .    1334 

Merchant    Shipping — ^The    "  Marie    Brockelmann  "  —  Question,    Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Holms  . .  . .  . .   1 334 

South  Africa — Bechuanaland— Despatch  of  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson — 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .   1335 

Egypt  —  Army   of  Occupation — The  Foot    Guards— Question,    Colonel 

I^Jg^y;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..    1336 

AE>nr    (Auxiliary    Forces) — Militia    Majors — Question,    Sir    Michael 

Hicks- Beach  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     . .  . .   1336 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — The  Suakin-Berber  Eailway— Question, 

Mr.  €h>r8t;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .   1336 

Ways  and  Means— The  Resolutions — The  Spirit  and  Beer  Duty — 
Ministerial  Statement,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ;  Questions, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer        ..  ..  ..  ..   1337 

Mines,  &c. — Inundation  of  the  Philadelphia  Colliery,  Lambton, 
County  of  Durham — Question,  Mr.  Burt;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcouit         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1342 

Supply — Grant   to   H.R.H.   Princess  Beatrice— Question,   Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    . .  . .   1343 

Central.  Asia — The  Afghan  Boundary  Commission — Sir  Peter  Lumsden — 

Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1343 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  Questions,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Lord  George  Hamilton ;  An- 
swers. Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .   1344 


Law  ilsh  Justice  (Ireland)— The  Barba villa  Murder— Notice  of  Eeso- 

lution,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  . .  . .  . .   1345 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

— 0 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— The  Barbavilla  Murder — Observations, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ;  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Kedmond  [House  counted  out]  . .   1 346 

[8.0.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  8. 

Parliametitary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  (No.  109)— 
Moved^  "That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee,"— (77^ 

Earl  of  KimherUy)  ..  ..  ..1360 

Amendment  moved,   to  leave  out  ('*now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  (**  this  day  six  months,")— (7%^  Lord  JJenman.) 
On  Question,  That  the  word  (**now")  stand  part  of  the  Motion? — Be- 

Bolxed  in  the  affirmative. 
After  short  debate,  House  in  Committee      ..  ..  ..    1374 

Amendments  made ;  the  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ; 

and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No.  129.) 

Afbica   (Sottth-East    Coast) — St.   Lucia    Bay— Question,   Observations, 

The  Earl  of  Jersey  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .    1395 

Digitized'%'(5i)Ogle 
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Law   and   Justice    (Scotland)— Office   of  Auditor  of   the  Court   of 

Session — Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .    1396 

Education — Voluntary  Training  Homes— Question,  Mr.  Kankiu :  Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt  ..  ..  ..  ..1397 

India  (Finance,  &c.)  —  Probable  Deficit  arising  from  "War  Prepara- 
tions— Questions,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .   1397 

Lunatic   Asylums   (Ireland)- Criminal  Lunatic   Asylum,    Dcjndrum— 

Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman       . .    1398 

Piers  and  EEarbours  (Ireland)  —  Arklow  Harbour  Works— Question, 

Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  . .  . .    1398 

Navy — The  Evolutionary  Squadron — Torpedo  Craft — Questions,    Mr. 

Gourley  ;  Answers,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey   . .  . .  . .   1399 

Public  Health — The  Cholera — Question,   Dr.  Cameron;    Answer,    Mr. 

George  Eussell  ..  ..  ..  ..1399 

The   United   States  and  Cuba — Treaty   of  Commerce— Question,   Mr. 

Tennant ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  ..  ..   1400 

India — Bombay  Land  Kevenue  Act— Question,    Mr.    Arthur    O'Clonnor; 
'  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross      . .  . .  . .  . .   1401 

India    (Railways)  —  Loss    arising    from   Guarantees — Question,     Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .  . .    1401 

Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department) — Secrecy  of  Tklegrams  —  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  The 
Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .   1402 

Navy — Purchase  of  Merchant  Steamers— Question,  Sir  John  Hay;  An- 
swer, Sir  Thomas  Brassey  . .  . .  . .  . .   1403 

Extra  Police  (Ireland)  —  The  Corporation  of  Limerick  —  Questions, 

Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ..  ..   1403 

Mercantile  Marine— Statistics — Question,   Sir  H.   Drummond   Wolff; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  . .  . .  . .   1404 

Central  Asia — ^The  Afghan  Boundary  Commission — Sir  Peter  Lumsden — 

Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr.  Chaplin ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  1404 

Egypt— Suppression  of  the  **Bosphore  Eoyptien" — The  Incriminatory 
Articles — Questions,  Mr.  Jerningham,  Sir  Frederick  Milner ;  Answers, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  . .    1405 

Egypt  (Military  Operations  in  the  Soudan) — The  Indian  Contingent — 

Question,  Sir  George  Campbell;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .   1406 

Egypt  (Finance,  &c.) — The  Egyptian  Coupons — ^The  Deduction  of  Five 
PER  Cent — Question,  Lord  John  Manners  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1407 

Egypt— The  Port  of  Suakin— Question,  Mr.  IL  S.  Northcote;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .   HOT 

Spain — The  Treaty  of  Commerce— Question,    Captain  Aylmer;   Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  ..  ..  ..  ..   1407 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)  — The  East  Kent  Eegimenf,  4tu  (Militia) 
Battalion — Question,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke  ;  Answer,  The  Marquees 
of  Hartington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 108 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill — Medical  Eelief — Mr.  Chamber- 
lain—Questions,  Sir  Frederick  Milner,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mr.  Eitchie ;  Answers.  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Lord  Eichard  Grosvenor    . .  . .  . .  . .     1408 

The  Suez   Canal  Commission— Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Sir 

E.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .   1410 

Egypt  (Miutary  Operations  i.v  the  Soudan)  —  Generals  Graham  and 
McNeill— Questions,  ^ir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answers, 
The  Mjirqucis  of  llaitingtoa  ..  ••  ..    1412 
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Ways  and  Means  —  The  Financial  Statement— Precedent  for  Appro- 
priating Funds  of  Proximate  to  meet  Deficit  in  Current  Year — 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  ;*' Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    l4l3 

Navy— Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  **  Inflexible  "—Question,  Mr.   W. 

H.  Smith ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  . .  . .  . .   1413 

Parliament — Business   of    the    House — The   Count    Out    of    Friday 

Night— Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone      1413 

"Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — The  Spirit  Duty — Refunding 
the  Increased  Duty — Questions,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard, 
Mr.  O'Sullivan;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .   1415 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..  ..1416 

OBDEB    OF    THE    DAY. 


Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  154]— 
hoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'*— (i/r.   Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer) , .  ..  ..  ..  ..   1417 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  this  House  regards  the  increase  proposed  by  this  Bill  in  the  Duties  levied  on 
Beer  and  Spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a  corresponding  addition  to  the  Duties 
on  Wine,  and  declines  to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on  Real  Property  until  effect  has 
been  given  to  its  Resolution  of  17th  April  1883  and  of  28th  March  1884,  by  which  it 
has  acknowledged  further  measures  of  relief  to  be  due  to  ratepayers  in  counties  and 
boroughs  in  respect  of  local  charges  imposed  on  them  for  National  services," — {Sir 
Michael  Bieks-Beaehj) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — ^After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  252,  Noes  264;  Majority  12. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .   loll 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Movedy  ^' That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr,  Gladstone:) — ^Motion 
agreed  to,  [1.45.] 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  9. 

Part.t  a  vettt— Ad joubnment  —  Eesignation  of  Ministers — 
Moved,  "That  the  House  do  adjourn  until  Friday,"— (7%*  Earl  Granville)  1516 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to,  [4.45.] 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  9. 

Pajujament  —  Adjournment — Resignation  of  Ministers — Statement  of 
Mb.  Gladstone  —  Arrangement  of  Public  Business — 
Moved  J   "That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House  this  day, 
adjourn  till  Friday  next,"— (J/r.  6^/arf«^o««)  ..  ..1617 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  "  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House," — {Mr,  Gladstone:)  —  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Moved,  " That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr,  Gladstone:) — Question 
put,  fini  agreed  to.  DigitiziV^OOglc 
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Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.     [4.30.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  IL 

Their  Lordships  met ; — 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Bedistribntion)  Bill- 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  To-morro%o  ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to 
be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper  without  debate, 

[House  adjourned]  [4.15.] 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  12. 

Parliament — Adjouenment  —  Resignation  of  Ministers — Araanobment 

OF   Public  Business — Statement,  Earl  Granville  ..  ..1521 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  (No.  129)— 

Report  of  Amendments  considered  (according  to  order)       . .  . .   1522 

After  debate,  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (according  to  Order), 

and  dispensed  with ;   Bill  read  3*  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed^  and 

sent  to  the  Commons. 

The  Earl  of  Lindsay — 

The  Clerk  of  (he  Crown  in  Chancery  delivered  his  certificate  that  the  Earl 
of  Lindsay  had  been  elected  a  Representative  Peer  for  Scotland  in  the 
room  of  the  Earl  of  Selkirk  deceased. 

Beal  Property  Begistration  Bill  [u.\.,y-Pr€tented   {The    Duke    of   Marlborough)  ; 

read  1*  (No.  132)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.    1527 

Private  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills — 
Ordered  that  Standing  Ordem  Nos.  72  and  82  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session.  [5.O.] 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  12. 

Parliament  —  Adjournment— Resignation  of  Ministers — Arranobment 

OF  Public  Business— Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .   1528 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill- 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  202.]  [5.15.J 

LORDS,  SATURDAY,  JUNE  13. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.        [2.0.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  15. 

Glasgow  Corporation  Tramways  Bill — 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3' "         . .  . .  . .  1533 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  be  postponed,"— (  7%^  JSarl  of  Redesdale :)— After 
short  debate.  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  and  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons.  ^^.^.^^^ by ^uuglc 
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PjLBLIAMENT — ADJOURNMENT — HeSIGXATIOX   OF   MINISTERS — MoTION 

Moved,  **That  the  Hoiise  do  adjourn  until  Friday  next,"— ( Ft#roM«< 
Cranbrook)  ..  ..1534 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

After  an  interval,  during  which  several  Bills  were  advanced  a  stage, 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  adjourn  until  Friday  next," — [Viscount 
Cranhrook.) 

Public  Offices — ^The  New  Admiralty  and  War  Offices — ^The  Models — 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Wemyss ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Rosebery  . .    1535 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TorksUre  Begistries  Bill  [h.l.]— -Pr^wnr^rf  {The  Lord  Wenlock);  read  1»  (No.  138)    1535 

[4.46.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  15. 

PAELLAJCBirr — ^Adjournment  —  Resignation  of  Ministers— Statement  of 
Mh.  Gladstone  —  Arrangement  of  Public  Business — 
Moved.  "  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Friday  next,"— (Jfr.  Oiadstone)  . .  . .  . .   1536 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committees — Resolution — 

Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House, — {Mr.  Gladstone)  ..  ..    1540 


FarUamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill  [Bill  202 J— 
Moved,  •*  That  the  Lords  Amendments  be  now  considered,"— (5f'r  Charles 

JT.  DilJce)  ..  ..  ..    1540 

Mored,    ''That  the   Debate   be  now  adjourned,"— (Sir  M.    Drummond 

IFb(^:)— Question  put :— The   House    divided ;   Ayes    35,    Noes   333  ; 

Majority  298.— (Div.  list,  No.  202.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Lords  Amendments  considered  accordingly     . .  . .  . .   1555 

Several  agreed  to  ;  two  disagreed  to. 

Committee  appointed^  **  to  draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing 
to  two  of  the  Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed :  "—List  of  the 
Committee  ..  ..  ..  ..  ••    1583 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill— 

Beasons  for  disagreeing  to  the  Lords  Amendments  reported,  and  agreed 
to : — To  be  communicated  to  the  Lords. 

ADJonLKicEin — 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Oiadstone)  . .   1583 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ;  Ayes  32,  Noes 
55;  Majority  23.— (Div.  List,  No.  206.) 

ORDER    OF    THE    DA  Y. 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  [Bill  26]— 
Older  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Q^$a;'—{Mr.  Pelt)  ..  ..   1585 

After  siuirt  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to :— Bill  considered  in  Com- 

arittee: — Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again  upon  Frtdav.    OoOqIp 
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MOTIONS. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Orders  of  the  Day — Eesolutiox — 
2loved,  **That  the  remaining  Orders  of  the  Day  be  deferred  till  Friday," 

--{Mr,  MowUy  IliU)  ..  ..  ..  ..1586 

After  phort  debate,  Moved ^  **That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Sir 

Henry  Fletcher :) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  with' 

drawn, 
Orig:inal  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  75,  Noes  7  ;   Majority 

68.— (Div.  List,  No.  207.) 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical  Relief)  Bill— 

Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Je8%e  CoUinga)  . .  . .  . .    1590 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Jene  Collinge^ 
Mr,  Davet/y  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Jiroadhurtt,  3ir,  Heneage,  Mr,  Heid,  Mr, 
Charles  Ruseell^  Mr,  Carbutfj  Mr,  Jgnew) ;  preeentedy  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  206.] 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,  Provisional  Order  BiXL—Ordertd  {The  Lord 

Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland)  ,,  ,,  ••1591 

L9.45.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  16. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Bedistribution)  Bill— 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  several  of  the  amendments  agreed  to,  and  some 
disagreed  to,  with  Reasons  for  such  disagreement :  The  said  Reasons  to  be  printed  ; 
and  to  be  considered  on  Fnday  next.  (No.  135.) 

[3.15.] 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  17. 

Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity  Bill- 
Read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2»  on  Friday  next ;  and  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  ( The  Earl  Granville) 
(No.  138.) 

[4.30.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  18.  j 

Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.      [4.15.]  | 

I 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  19.  I 

Pakliament  —  ADJouaNMEXT  —  Resignation    of    Ministers  —  Questioo,  ! 

Observation?,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury . .  . .    1592 

Pxincess  Beatrice's  Annuity  Bill  (No.  138)— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'''-{The  Earl  Granville)  . .    1593 

Motion  agreed  to  .'--BIW  read  2*  accordingly  ;  Committee  negatived:  Then 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (according  to  order),  and  dis- 
pensed with  :  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed. 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs  Bill— 

Commons  Amendment  <?on»tV/tfr^«?  (according  to  order)         ..  ..   1594 

Movedy  **To  agree  to  the  said  Amendment/' — (The  Marquess  of  Ripon  :] — 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  negative, 
A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a  reason  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons 
for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the  said  amendment :  The  Committee  to 
meet  Jorih with  :  Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  reason  prepared  by 
them  ;  read,  and  agreed  to;  and  Bill  returned  to  the  Commons  with  i^ 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the  Commons  reasons  for  disagreeing 
to  some  of  the  Lords  Amendments,  read   . .  . .  . .    1 594 

Moved,  ''  That  the  House  do  now  take  the  said  reasons  into  considera- 
tion,"—(^A^  Earl  of  Kimherhy.) 
Amendment  movedy  to  leave  out  (*'now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**on  Tuesday  next/*) — (The  Marquean  of  Haluhury  :) — After 
short  debate,  on  Question,  that  (**now")  stand  part  of  the  Motion? 
their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  56,  Not-Contents  124  ;  Majority  68. 

Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .    1 598 

Ordered  that  the  said  reasons  be  considered  on  Tuesday  next. 
Moved,   *•  That  the  House    do   adjourn    until    Tuesday    next," — {Earl 
Granville  :) — Motion  agreed  to. 

Archdeaconries  Bill  [h.l.] — Presented  (The  Lord  Arehbiehop  of  Canierbitry) ;  read  1* 

(No.  150)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1600 

[5.O.] 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  19. 

Parliamektabt    Electioks    (Mr.    Bhadlaugh)— Letter  received  by  Mr. 

Speaker  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh  . .  . .   1 600 

PABLiAacBin:' — Adjournment — Resignation  of  Ministers — 

Movedy  ''That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House  this  day,  ad- 
journ until  Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Gladstone)  ..    1603 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committees — ^Resolution — 

Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House, — (Mr,  Gladstone,)  [5.O.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  22. 

Bepresektatite  Peer  for  Scotland — 

Minutes  of  Election  of  the  Earl  of  Lindsay  as  one  of  the  sixteen  Peers  of 
Scotland  in  room  of  Dunbar  James  Earl  of  Selkirk        . .  . .   1607 

[4.15.1 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  23. 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill— 

Paruamknt— Adjournment— The  New  Ministry— Statement  of  The  Earl 

Granville        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .    1607 

Moved,  "That  the  Commons'  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  some  of  the 

Lords'  Amendments  be  now  considered,"— (7//*  Marl  of  Ktmlerley)     . .    1C08 
Amendment  moved,  1o  leave  out  the  word  (''  now  ")  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  to  add  ("this  day  six  months,")— (7/*^  Lord   Denman:) — On 

Question  ?    Resolved  in  the  negative. 
Original  Motion  agreed  to : — Commons  reasons  considered  accordingly. 

Women's  Suffrage  Bill  (No.  27)— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-,"— (77/^  Lord  Denman)  . .   1611 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  their  Lordships  dtvided;   Contents  8, 
Not- Contents  36  ;  Majority  28. — Kesoked  in  the  n'^gative. 

HlQHUkKDS  A2n)  ISLANBS  OF  SCOTLAND  COMMISSION— LETTER   OF  THE   DUKE 

OF  Aroill— Obserrations,  liord  Napier  and  Ettrick,   The  Duke  of 
Argyll  » •  . .  . .  ••...,, 
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The  ExEcimvE  Government  (Ireland) — Speech  of  Mr.  Chamberlain — 

Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Ck)leridge  Kennard;  ADSwer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  1617 

MOTION. 


Parliament — ADJotJRNMENT — Acceptance  of  Office  by  the  New  Minis- 
ters—Statement OF  Mr.  Gladstone — 

Movedj  ^^That  Standing  Order  No.  1  be  suspended,  and  that  this  House, 
at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  To-morrow  at  Five  of  the  clock," — {Mr. 
Gladstone)        ..  ..  ..  ..   1618 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Gladstone  :) — Question 
put,  and  agreed  to.  [4.45.] 

LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  24. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.        [4.O.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  24. 
MOTION. 


Parliament— Adjournment—The  New  Ministry — ^New  Writs — 
Moved,  **That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till  Friday," — {Mr. 

Howland  Wt'nn.) 
The  New  Ministry — The  Correspondence— Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone    1623 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Parliament — Adjournment — 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Rowland  Winn.) 

NOTICE. 

—0 

Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act,  1882— Kenewal  of  Act — Notice 
of  Motion.  Mr.  Pamell         . .  . .  . .   1630 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  [6.45.1 

LOEDS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  25. 

The  Earl  of  Sedesdale— Sat  Speaker. 
House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
House  resumed. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  Hardinge  Giffard,  Knight,  having  been  ap- 
pointed Lord  Chancellor — Sat  Speaker. 

Parliament — ^Thb   New   Ministry  —  Statement    of    the    Marquess    of 

Salisbury— Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl  Granville     1631 

Parliament— Adjournment  of  the  House — 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  adjourn  until  Monday  week,'* — ( 7%e  Marquees 
of  Salishurjf)    ..  ...  ..  ..  ..    1638 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  Bill- 
Message  from  Tk9  LortU — That  they  do  not  insist  on  their  Amendments 
to  the  Bill  to  which  this  House  has  disagreed. 

New  Wkits  ..  ..  .,  ..   1639 

AOJOUBNMENT — 

Besolved,  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House  this  daj,  ad- 
journ till  Monday  6th  July,— (Ifr.  Akers- Douglas,) 

Committees — 

Ordered^  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House.  L^-^^0 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  26. 

The  Earl  of  Selbobnk — Chosen  Speaker  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord 

Chancellor  and  the  Lords  Commissioners. 
House  adjourned  during  pleasure ;  and  resumed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

The  Lobd  Chakcellob — 

The  Lobd  Pbesident  acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  create  the  Right  Honourable  i^ir  Hardinge  Stanley  Oiffard, 
Knight,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a  Peer  of  this  Realm,  by  the 
title  of  Baron  Halsbury  of  Halsbury  in  the  county  of  Devon,  and  his 
Lordship,  having  retired  to  robe,  was  introduced  in  the  usual  manner. 

[4.30.1 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  29. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.     [1.46.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  30. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.      [3.45.] 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,    JULY  1. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.       [4.O.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  2. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  ouly.     [2.30.] 

LORDS.  FRIDAY,  JULY   3. 
Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial  Business  only.       [4.0. ] 
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New  Peers  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1647 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  127)— 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  taking  into  consideration  Standing  Order 

No.  93.  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  a  petition  or 

petitions  of  the  Metropolitan  Water  Companies  praying  to  be  heard  by 

counsel  against  the  Bill        , .  , .  . .  . .   1647 

Movedy  **That  the  said  Standing  Order  be  now  considered,'* — {The  Lord 
Bramwell  ;)^ After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Jiesolved  in  the  negative. 
Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',**— (7%^  Ftscount  Unfield,) 
Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read   2*  accordingly;    and   referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Paeliament— Adjournment— Arrangemext  of  Public  Business — State- 
ment OF  THE  Marquess  of  Salisbury — 
Moved,  '^That  the  House  do  now  adjourn/' — {The  Marquese  of  SalUhury)     1632 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill— Observation,  The  Earl  of  Rosebery     . .   1670 

Lunacy  Bill  —  Question,  The  Earl  of  Selbome ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury    ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.   1670 

Motion  agreed  to.  [6.15.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  6. 
MOTION. 

New  Writs  Issued  . .  . .   1671 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — Resolution — 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Members  for  Northampton,  came  to  the  Table 
to  take  the  Oath. 

Moved f  **That  this  House  doth  affirm  the  two  Resolutions  made  upon  the  lUh  of 
February  1884,  directing  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go  through  the 
form  of  taking  the  Oath  prescribed  by  the  statute  29  Vie.  c.  12,  and  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  72,  and  directing  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House  until  he  shall  engage  not  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of  the 
KouM,*" ^(Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ..  ..  ..    1672 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  That/'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  Northampton,  having  informed  Mr.  Speaker  of 
his  intention  to  come  to  the  Table  to  be  sworn,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
questions  raised  concerning  promissory  and  other  Oaths  call  for  an  early  settlement, 
on  wider  grounds  than  the  interests  of  a  constituency  or  its  Member,  and,  believing 
that  legislation  is  necessary  for  its  settlement,  resolves  that  it  be  proceeded  with  as 
soon  as  possible,** — (Mr,  Hopwood,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided ; 
Ayes  263,  Noes  219  ;  Majority  44.— (Div.  List,  No.  208.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ..  ..1701 

After  short  debate,  Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Lord  Bakdolph    Chije<tiill  axd  the  Khedive — Notice  of  Question,  Mr. 
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swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    . ,  . .  . .   1705 

Egypt  and   the   Soudan — The    "Protocole    de    Desinteressement '* — 

Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  1706 

IvDiA  —  Bengal    Tenancy    BiLL—Question,   Mr.    Baxter;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  . .  . .   1707 

Irish  Land  Commission — Judicial  Rents — Estate  of  Captain  Douglas, 
Co.  Longford — Question,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1707 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Loan  of  £250,000  from  Irish 
Church  Fund— Question,  Colonel  Nolan;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1708 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Mr. 
Macfarlane ;  Answers,  The  Chancelloi'  of  the  Exchequer :  —  Short 
debate  thereon  . .  . .   1708 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


8TTPFLY ^coniidtred  in  Committee— Civil  Service  Estimates— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

(I.)  £16,031,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Land  Commissioners  for  England.— After 
•hort  debate,  Vote  o^r^^^  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..     1712 

(s.)  £361,254,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Local  Government  Board.— After  short 
debate.  Vote  o^r^i^  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..     1713 

(3,)  £10,725,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Lunacy  Commission,  England. — After 
•hort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .     1721 

(4.)  £44,333,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Mint,  including  Coinage. 
(5.)  £9,200,  to  complete  th^  sum  for  the  National  Debt  Office. 
(6.)  £31,997,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Patent  Office,  &c.— After  short  debate, 
VoiA'tgreedto        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1732 

(7.)  £17|774,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Paymaster  General's  Office. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  a^r«r<f /o  ..  ..  ..  ..     1733 

(8.)  £6,747,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Works  Loan  Comnussion. — After 
•hort  debate,  Vote  o^r^tf  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..     1734 

(9.)  £15,288,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Record  Office. 
(10.)  £34,887,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registrar  GeneraPs  Office,  England, 
(ii.)  £422,097,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Stationery  and  Printing, 
(ij.)  £16,852,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office.— After  short 
debate.  Vote  A^rffi/ ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..     1741 

(13.)  £35,529,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 

(14.)  £40,000,  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  (Grant  in  Aid). 

(15.)  £25,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Secret  Service. 

(16.)  £4,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Exchequer  and  other  Offices,  Scotland. 

(17.)  £18,095,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Fishery  Board,  Scotland. — After  short 

debate.  Vote  tigreed  to  . .  . .  . .  ..1742 

{18.)  £4,469,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

{19.)  £4,893.  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registrar  General's  Office,  Scotland. 

(30.)  £24,959,  to  complete  the  suni  for  the  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the 

Poor,  and  for  Public  Health,  Scotland. 
(SI.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,469,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers  and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses  "  . .  . .  . .     1745 

After  iJiort  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  89,  Noes  19  ;  Ma- 
jority 70.— (Biv.  List,  No.  209.) 
(m.)  £32,383,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Offices. — 
Altar  sliart  debate,  Vote  «yr##rf<p.,  .,  ..  ,.   ^Vifi%\(> 
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(33.)  £1,552,  to  complete  the  tarn  for  the  Charitable  Donations  and  Beqaests  Office, 
Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Qoestion  proposed,  *'That  a  sam,  not  exceeding:  £119,973,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland, 
including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation  "  . .  . .     1746 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^.u  j 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £36,111,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  "     . .     1747 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(34.)  £4,756,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Eecord  Office,  Ireland. 

(35.)  £11,126,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registrar  General's  Office,  Ireland. 

(36.)  £15,804,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey,  Ireland. 

Class  V. — ^Fobeion  and  Colonial  Seevices. 

(37.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £152,245, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1886,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad  "      1747 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£145,245,  be  granted,  &c.,"  —  (Mr.  Lalnmchfre:)  —  After  further  short  debate. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(38.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £131,495,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1886,  for  the  Expense  of  the  ConstUar  Establishments  Abroad,  and  for  other 
Expenditure  chargeable  on  the  Consular  Vote  "    . .  . .  . .    1760 

Motion  made,  and^ Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £131,465,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Arthur  Arnold :)— Alter  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Ori^nal  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1763 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £130,895,  be 
granted  &c.," — {Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(29.)  £8,272,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Slave  Trade  Services 

(30.)  £2,025,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Suez  Canal  (British  Directors).-— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  '  . .  . .  . .     1764 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,566,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  in  aid  of  Colonial  Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Allowances  of 
Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Charges  connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Ex- 
penses  incurred  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act,   1875  * "  . .     1766 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £20,8 15,  be  granted,  &c.,"— (ifr.  Biggar :) « After  further  short  delate,  Question 
put,  and  negatived. 

Onginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £24,690,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1886,  for  certain  Charges  connected  with  the  Orange  River  Territory,  the  Trans- 
vaal, Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  the  Island  of  St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Com- 
missioner for  South  Africa  *'  ..  ..  ..  ..     1769 

Movedf  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir 
0$orge  Campbell :)— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Original  Motion  be  withdrawn,"— (5i>  Menrg  Molland  :)^ASier 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(32.)  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Subsidies  to  Eastern  and  South  African 
Telegraph  Company. 

(83.)  £15,000,  Cyprus  Grant  in  Aid.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1771 

Besoluttons  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  a^n  To-morrow, 
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East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000)  Bill  [Bill  109J— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Maved^  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  loaye  the 

Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1776 

After  short  debate,  Qneetioii  put^  and  agrnd  to. 

Bill  eonsiderod  in  Ck>mmittee  . .  . .  1789 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported :  as  amended,  to  be  considered 

To-morrow. 

Copyhold  EnfranchiBement  Bill  [Bill  26]— 
Bill  oomidorod  in  Committee  IProgreti  ISth  June^  . .   1790 

JHovod,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

again," — {Mr.  iW^^on ;)— Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Committee 

report  Prc^gress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

MOTION. 


London  Livery  Companies  Bill-— 

M6v0df  "That  kaTe  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the 

laTsry  Gompaniee  of  the  City  of  London,"— <^<>  Charlet  W,  Bitkt)  .  •    1 791 

After  short  debate,  Moped^  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr. 
lUinpeortk :) — ^After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatioed. 
Original  Question  put,  and  ajgreed  to :— Bill  ordered  {Sir  Char  lee  JT.  Dilh, 
Mr.  Oeorgo  RueseU) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  210.] 

[1.30.] 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  7. 

New  PSSBS  ..  ..  1793 

Eegenfe  Canal,  City,  and  Bods  Railway  Bill— 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* "        . .  . .  . .   1 793 

Moved,  **  That  Standing  Order  No.  128  (which  prohibits  the  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital)  be  dispensed  with," — {The  Earl  of  Raventtworth  :) 
— After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided ;  Contents 
46,  Not-Contents  37 ;  Majority  9. — Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Bill  read  2*,  and  committed :  The  Pommittee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  [6.15.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  7. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Ihe  Conaervaney  BiU  ILordsj — Resolution — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the  23rd  day  of  June  last,  was  reported  from 
the  Select  Committee  on  Standings  Orders  in  relation  to  the  Dee  Conservancy  BiU 
[Lords],  tog^her  with  the  Bill  and  Report  of  the  Examiner  with  respect  to'  non- 
oomplumoe  with  the  Standing  Orders,  be  referred  back  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders : — ^That  the  foUowiog  Petitions  in  relation  thereto  be  referred  to  the 
said  Committee  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

''1.  Corx>oration8  of  Chester  and  Flint,  River  Dee  Commissioners,  and  others 

interested  in  the  navigation  of  the  River  Dee  ; 
'*  3.  River  Dee  Company ; 
'*  3.  Shipowners,  Traders,  and  others : 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  That  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the 
allegations  contained  in  such  Petitions,  and  to  report  to  the  House  whether  the 
circumstances  therein  stated  are  such  as  render  it  just  and  ezx>edient  that  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with,**— (^r.  Raiket)  . .  . .    1 806 

After  debate.  Question  put : —The  House  divided;  Ayes  129,  Noes  155; 

Majority  2^.—\J>vt,  list,  No.  210.)  ^  , 
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Sittings  and  Adjournment   of  the   House — Commencement  of  Publio 

Business — ObservatioD,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1824 

Q  D  E8T10N  8. 

— 0 — 

Cruisers    of    the    Mercantile    Marine — Manning    and    Equipment  — 

Question,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty     , .   1824 

Post  Office — Sixpenny  Telegrams —Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Shaw 

Lefevre,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  • .   1825 

The  "  Pall  Mall  Gazette  " — Objectionable  Articles— Eevelations  of 
Gross  Immoralities — Questions,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinek,  Mr.  Callan ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  . .   1827 

Egypt — Sir  H.    Drummond    Wolff's    Special   Mission — Question,   Mr. 

McLaren  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     . .  . .   1828 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — The  National  Portrait  Gallery  — 
Questions,  Mr.  Goope,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answers,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  . .  . .  . .  • .    1829 

Egypt  (The  Military  Expedition) — Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces  — 

Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War     . .    1830 

Public  Health — The  Cholera — Preventive  Measures — Question,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board  ..  ..  ..  ..  '  ..   1830 

Police  Superannuation  Bill— Question,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department. .  . .   1831 

Provision  for  the  Eoyal  Family — A  Select  Committee — Question,  Mr. 

Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .    1832 

iHioH  Court  of  Justice — The  Chancery  Division — Question,    Mr.  Ince; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  , .   1832 

The   Stationery    Department — CoNTRACTs—Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  . .  . .  . .   1 832 

Navy — The  Steam  Eeserves— Question,  Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ..  ..  ..  ..   1833 

Navy — The  Eoyal  Marines — Pensions  of  Non-Commissioned  Officers — 

Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty     . .   1833 

MOTION. 


Paruament — Business  of  the  House — Resolution — 

Movtdf  **  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have  precedence  this  day  of  all  other  business ; 
and  that,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  including  this  day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions  on  Tuesdays,  (Government  Orders  having'  priority ; 
that  Qovemment  Orders  have  priority  on  Wednesdays ;  and  that  the  Standing  Order 
of  the  27th  November  1S82,  relating  to  Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
Monday  and  Thursday,  be  extended  to  Tuesday  and  Wednesday," — (Sir  Michael 
Sieks' Beach)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1834 

After  long  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*this  House  not  having  confidence  in  the  present  responsible  advisers  of 
Her  Majesty,  declines  to  entrust  the  Government  with  the  disposEd  of  the  time  of  the 
House,'* — (Sir  Wilfrid  Xatr«oM,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  further  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  161,  Noes  2;  Majority  149.— (EHt.  List,  No.  211.) 

Main  Quesfion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

*  Digitized  by  ^ 


/Google 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS, 
[/w/y  7.]  Page 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY — emsidered  in  Committee — Mabriage  Portion   of  Her  Boyal 
Highness  thb  Princess  Beatrice — 

(In  the  Committee) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  sum  of  £30,000  be  granted  to 
Her  Blaje^ty,  for  the  marriage  portion  of  Her  Boyal  Highness  the  Princess  Bea- 
trice Marie  Victoria  Feodora,** — (Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ..     1902 

After  debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  e^tvi^rf;  Ayes  153,  Noes  32;  Majority 
121.— (Div.  List,  No.  212.) 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(2.)  £7  S ,  1 3o,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to    1913 

(3.)  £109,135,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs*  Expenses, 
&c. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .     1914 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £291,673,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1886,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  as  are  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund "         •  •  . .      1918 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £286,673,  be 
granted  &c.,** — {Mr.  Inee ;)-— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1924 

3Iotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £287,673,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  West :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1933 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Supply — Report — Eesolutions  [Bth  July]  reported  . .  . .   1934 

After  short  debate,  Besolutioois  agreed  to. 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill  [Bill  14]— 
Movedy  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — [Mr.  Siorer)  . .   1936 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Arthur  0^ Connor:) 

— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed: —Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Bill 

withdraum. 

Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  130]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [30th  April], 
•*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed       . .  . .  . .   1938 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Mealy :) — After 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  further  adjourned 
till  Tl^ursday. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Registry,  &c.)  Bill  [Bill  179]— 
Bill  eomidered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .   1939 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday. 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  Redemption  Bill  [Bill  181]— 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read   a  second  time," — {Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1940 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  committed  for  To-morrow. 

River  Thames  (No.  2)  {re-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  203]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  •  •   1941 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported;  as  amended,  to  le  cju-  i 
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Bankruptcy  (Office  AccommodatiOIl)   Bill  —  Ordered  (Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bwon 

Henry De  fFortns)      ••  ..  ..  ..  ..     1943 

Folehampton  Estates  Bill— ^>'<^^^  {Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Attorney  General)       ..     1943 

Artillery  and  Bifle  Banges  BOl— Ordered  {Mr.  Secretmry  Smith,  Mr.  Guy  Datcnmy)      1944 

Turnpike  Acts  Continaance  BiXi— Ordered  {Mr,  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Stuart'Wbrtley)    1944 

Poor  Law  Unions'  Officers  arcland)  mil— Ordered   {Sir  WHUam  Hart  Dyke,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  , .  . .  •  •  . .     1944 

Plitralitiss  Bux — 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Aclakd  be  nominated  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Pluralities  Bill/' — {Mr.Acland)  ..  ..  1944 

Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  lUingworth) : — 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived: — Original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  '*  That  Lord  Edward  Cavendish  be  nominated  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committee," — {Mr.  Acland :) — Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — (ifr.  7Z^if»^tt;orM :)— Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  7,  Noes  35  ;  Majority  28.— (Dir.  Lbt,  No.  213.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  [House  counted  out]  [2.80.  ] 
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EEPEESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR  SCOTLAND- 

Fbipay,  Jvk£  12|  1885. 
The  Earl  of  Lindsay,  r.  The  Earl  of  Selkirk,  deceased. 

NEW  PEERS. 

Friday,  Junb  26. 

The  Right  Honourable  SirHardinge  Stanley  Oiffard,  Knight,  Lord  Ohaneellor  of 
Great  Britain,  created  Baron  Halsbury  of  Halsbury  in  the  County  of  Devon. 

Monday,  July  6. 

The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Stafford  Henry  Northcote,  Baronet,  G.C.B.,  created 

Yiflcount  Saint  Cyres  of  Newton  Saint  Cyres  in  the  county  of  Devon,  and 

Earl  of  Iddesleiffh  in  the  same  county. 
The  Right  Honourable  Edward  GKbson,  Chancellor  of  that  part  of  the  United 

Kingdom  ealled  Ireland,  created  Baron  Ashbourne  of  Ashbourne  in  the 

county  of  Meath. 
Rowland  Winn,  Esquire,  created  Baron  Saint  Oswald  of  Nostell  in  the  West 

Riding  of  the  county  of  York. 

Tuesday,  July  7. 

Edward  Charles  Baring,  Esquire,  created  Baron  Revelstoke  of  Membland  in  the 

oounty  of  Devon. 
The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Robert  Porrett  Collier,  Knight,  a  Member  of  the 

Jucucial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,    created  Baron  Monkswell  of 

Monkswell  in  the  county  of  Devon. 
Sir  Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lingen,  K.C.B.,  created  Baron  Lingen  of  Lingen  in 

the  county  of  Hereford. 

SAT  FIRST. 
MoKDAY,  May  18. 

The  Viscount  St.  Vincent,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

Fkiday,  June  5. 
The  Earl  Cairns,  after  the  death  of  his  fathet. 
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COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 

FaiiiAT,  May  8,  1885. 
For  County  of  Antrim^  v,  James  Ghaine,  esquire,  deceased. 

FaiDAY,  May  15. 
For  County  of  D$nhighf  v.  Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynn,  baronet,  deceased. 

Wbdwesday,  Junk  24. 

For  Wak0jield  Borough,  v,  Bobert  Bownas  Mackxe,  esquire,  deceased. 

For  Dwon    County  {Northern   l)ivmon\  v,  Kight  honble.   Sir   Stafford  Henry 

Northcote,  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Fur   Glouc0iter  County  {Kuitern  Division),  v.  Kight  honble.  Sir  Michael  Hicka- 

Beaeb,  baronet,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
For  Lancaster  County  (South- Western  Division)^  v.  Sir  Eichard  Assheton  Cross, 

baronet,  Secretary  of  State. 
For   Woodstock  Borouyh,  v.  Eight  honble.  Eandolph  Henry  Spencer  Churchill, 

commonly  called  Lord  Eandolph  Cburchil],  Secretary  of  State. 
For  Westminster  City^  v.  Eight  honble.  William  Henry  Smith,  Secretary  of  State. 
For  Lancaster  County  {Xorthem  Division) ^   r.  Eight  honble.  Frederick   Arthur 

Stanley,  Secretary  of  Htate. 
For  Launceston  Borough^  r.  Sir  llardinge  Stanley  Giffard,  knight,  Lord  Chancellor 

of  Great  Britain. 
Fur  Dublin   Univereity^  v.  Eight  honble.  Edward  Oibson,   Lord  Chancellor  of 

Ireland. 
For  Middifsex  County^  v.  Ei^ht  honble.  Oeorge  Francis  Hamilton,  commonly 

called  liord  George  Hamilton,  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
For  Leicester  County  {Northern  Ditision)^  v.  Eight  honble.  John  James  Eobcrt 

Manners,  PoHtmaster  (General. 
For  LiHCotn  County  yliid  Division),  r.  Honble.  Edward  Stanhope,  Vice  President 

of  the  Council. 
For  Uncoln  County  {Mid  Division),  r.  Henry  Chaplin,  esquire.  Chancellor  of  the 

Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
For  Hertford  Borough,  r.  Arthur  James  Balfour,  esquire,  President  of  the  Local 

GoTerument  Board. 
For  Ihitin  Vniv^rsity,  r.  Bight  honble.  David  Eobert  Plunket,  First  Commis- 

wioniT  of  Works. 
For  Aim/   County  (Mid  Division),   r.  Eiffht  honble.  Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke, 

baronet,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

THrR»BAY,  Junk  '2^ 

For  Line^h  ComUy  (AV/JUm  />frMieii\  r.  Rowland  Winn,  eequire,  Chiltem 
Hundn'ds. 

For  Ami  (Wt^t^rn  Divition,  r.  Right  honble.  William  Heneage  Legge,  com- 
monly called  Viscount  Lewiaham,  Vice  Chamberlain  of  Her  Majeety's 
HouMiold. 

For  iWn  (\niii^,  r«  Eiriit  honble.  Aiihur  William  Hill,  commonly  called  Lord 
Arthur  Hill,  CoutioUer  of  Her  Maiesty^s  Household. 
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NEW  WEITS  ISSXJED'-'eontim^d 

For  Wilis  County  {Southern  Division)^  v.  Right honble.  William Pleydell Bouverie, 
commonly  called  Viscount  Folkestone,  Treasurer  of  Her  Majesty's  House- 
hold. 

For  Ihvon  County  (Uast&m  Division),  v,  William  Hood  Walrond,  esquire,  Com- 
missioner of  the  Treasury. 

For  Wilton  Borough,  v,  the  honble.  Sidney  Herbert,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

For  Bute  County ,  v,  Charles  Dalrymple,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury. 

For  Ey$  Borough,  v.  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  esquire.  Commissioner  of  the 
Admiralty. 

Monday^  July  6. 

For  Brighton,  r.   William  Thackeray  Mariiott,   esquire,  Q.C.,  Judge  Advocate 

Oeneral. 
For  Chatham,  v,  John  Eldon  Gorst,  esquire,  Q.C.,  Solicitor  General. 

Tuesday,  July  7. 

For  Ayleslury,  r.  Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  Eothschild,  baronet,  now  Baron  Soths- 
child,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Monday,  June  1. 

Antrim  County — ^William  Pirrie  Sinclair,  esquire 

Denbigh  County — Sir  Herbert  Lloyd  Watkin  Williams  Wynn,  baronet. 

Monday,  July  6. 

Gloucester   County  {Eastern  Division) — The  Right  honble.  Sir  Michael  Edward 

Hicks-Beach,  baronet. 
Lancaster  County  {South  Western  Division) — The  Right  honble.  Sir  Richard  Asshe« 

ton  Cross,  G.C.B. 
Lancaster   County  {Northern  Division) — The  Right    honble.    Frederick    Arthur 

Stanley. 
Westminster  (7%— The  Right  honble.  William  Henry  Smith. 
Woodstock  Borough — The  Right  honble.  Randolph    Henry  Spencer   Churchill, 

commonly  called  Lord  Randolph  Churchill. 
Leicester  County  {Northern  Division) — ^The  Right    honble.    John    James    Robert 

Manners,  commonly  called  Lord  John  Manners. 
Lincoln  County  {Mid  Division) — The  honble.  Edward  Stanhope. 
Middlesex — The  Right  honble.  George  Francis  Hamilton,  commonly  called  Lord 

George  Hamilton. 
IVinity  College  Duhlin-^The  Right  honble.  David  Robert  Plunket. 
Hertford  Borough — ^The  Right  honble.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 
Kent  County  {Mid  Division) — The  Right  honble.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  baronet. 
Lincoln  County  {Mid  Division) — Henry  Chaplin,  esquire. 
Kent  County  ( Western  Division) — The  Right  honble.  William  Heneage  Legge, 

commonly  called  Viscount  Lewisham. 
Bute  County— Charles  Dalrymple,  esquire. 
Wilis  County  {Southern  Division) — The  Right  honble.  Pleydell  Bouverie,  commonly 

called  Viscount  Folkestone. 
Eye  Borough — Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  esquire. 
lamneeston  Borough — Richard  Edward  Webster,  esquire. 
Devon  County  {Eastern  Division)— Willisim  Hood  Walrond,  esquire. 
WHUm  Borough — ^The  honble.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Trinity  College,  Dublin — Hugh  Holmes,  esquire. 
Wakefield  Borough — ^Edward  Green,  esquire. 
Devon  County  {Northern  Division)-- John  Cur;50n  Moore  Stevens,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

Sixth    Session  of   the    Twekty-Second   Paeliament  of   the 
United     Kingdom    of      Great    Britain    and     Ireland, 

APPOINTED    to    meet    29    APRIL,    1880,    IN    THE    FoRTY-THIRD 

Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SIXTH      VOLUME     OF     SESSION      1884-5 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Friday,  Sth  May,  1885. 


lONTJTES.]— Public  Bills— -FVr»^  Reading— 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution  (107). 

84eomd  lUtiding  —  Barristers  Admission  (Ire- 
land) (100).  ^      . 

Ckmrnittsf—Report^jjocal  Government  Provi- 
lional  Orders  (No.  2)  •  (89) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
6)*  (90);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  «)•  (94);  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  7)*  (91) ;  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  • 
(95). 

EARLDOM  OP  MAR  RESTITUTION 

BILL. 
BILL   PBB8EHTED.      FIB8T  BEADING. 

THE  EABL  OF  EOSEBERY:   My 
Lords,  by  Her  Majesty's  command  I 
la  J  a  Bill  signed  by  Ker  Majesty  on  the 

TOL,  OOXOVni.    [thibd  sewes.] 


Table  of  your  Lordships'  House  en- 
titled **  A  Bill  for  the  restitution  of  tbe 
ancient  dignity  and  title  of  Earl  of 
Mar."  I  may  mention  that  the  Pre- 
amble of  this  Bill  will  be  subject  to 
proof  either  before  a  Select  Committee 
or  the  Committee  of  Privileges.  I  ven- 
ture to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
first  reading  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  for  restitution  of  the  ancient  dig- 
nity and  title  of  Earl  of  Mar  (signed  by 
Her  Majesty)  —  Presented  (The  Lord 
Privy  Seal)  (by  Her  Majesty's  com- 
mand); read  IV    (No.  107.) 

BARRISTERS  ADMISSION  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— (No.  100.) 

(Th4  Lord  FitzOerald.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

Lord  FITZGEEALD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said : 
This  is  a  short  Bill  which,  I  hope,  will 
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3        Egyj^t^  Suppression  of  the         { LOEDS } 


^^Bosphore  Egyptien.'* 


receive  your  Lordships'  assent.    It  is 
intended  to  end  a  controversy  of  long 
standing  in  reference  to  the  conditions 
of   admission  to  the  Bar  of  Ireland. 
There  is  an  old  Act  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment in  the  Reign  "of  Henry  VIII., 
which   provides,   among  other  things, 
that  before  a  student  can  be  admitted  to 
the  Irish  Bar  he  shall  have  passed  a 
certain  number  of  terms,  studying  at 
one  of  the  Inns  of  Court  in  London. 
Without  that,   admission  to  the  Irish 
Bar  cannot  be  obtained.  That,  I  admit, 
was  a  very  wise  provision  in  the  Heign 
of   Henry  VIII.  ;    because    the    Acts 
passed  in  his  Eeign,  and  that  of  his 
Predecessor,  especially  the  Statute   of 
Henry  VII.,  familiarly  known  as  Poyn- 
ings'  Law,   introduced  large    changes 
into  the  law  of  Ireland.     Besides,  at 
that  time  there  was  no  other  School  of 
Law,  so  far  as  these  countries  were  con- 
cerned, except  that  which  existed  here ; 
and  there  were  advantages  in  the  ar- 
rangement, inasmuch  as  it  enabled  Irish 
students  to  become  familiar  with  the 
law  of  England,  and  the  manner  and 
justice  of  its  administration.  During  the 
last  40  or  50  years,  however,  the  pro- 
vision to  which  I  allude  has  been  re- 
garded as  a  grievance.     Several  Bills 
have  from  time  to  time  been  brought  in 
to  remove  it ;  but  they  have  all  failed. 
This  Bill,  I  may  mention,  has  passed  in 
the  House  of   Commons,  but  with  a 
modification.    The  effect  of  this  modi- 
fication is  that  the  Bill  does  not  repeal 
the  Act  of  Henry  VIII.    It  leaves  stu- 
dents free  to  keep  terms  in  London  if 
they  please ;  but  it  relieves  them  of  the 
compulsory  obligation  to  do  so.    In  the 
altered  circumstances  I  think  this  pro- 
posed alteration  in  the  law  cannot  be 
resisted  logically.     We   have  now  an 
excellent  School  of  Law  in  Ireland.    We 
have  an  excellent  teaching  system,  and 
the  Irish  Bar  and  the  teaching  body 
should  be  able  between  them  to  regulate 
admission  to  the  Bar.    The  Benchers  of 
the  Swing's  Inn  do  not  object  to  the 
Bill,  provided  that  in  place  of  repealing 
the  Statute  of  Henry  YlII.  it  is  merely 
made  a  permissive  measure.    The  ad- 
vocates at  the  Scotch  Bar  do  not  require 
to  oome  to  England — they  receive  their 
education  in  Edinburgh,  and  are  at  once 
admitted  to  the  Scotch  Bar,  and  there  is 
no  reason  why  the  same  rule  should  not 
be  applied  to  Ireland.    To  some  extent 
I  regret  this  Bill— though,  of  course,  I 
Lwd  FU%g$rM 


think  it  ought  to  pass — ^I  regret  it,  for 
the  reason  that  to  some  extent  the  ex- 
isting practice  promotes  a  homogeneous 
administration  of  the  law,  and  gives  Irish 
students  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  this  country, 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  of  sometimes  in- 
ducing them  to  remain  here  for  life. 
They,  in  the  past,  have  often  become 
the  great  prize-holders,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Bar  has  been  strengthened  by  the 
introduction  of  men  who  have  shed 
lustre  on  both  the  Bar  and  the  Bench 
of  England.  I  should  be  sorry  if  this 
chance  should  be  taken  away.  One 
very  remarkable  instance  of  what  I  say 
occurred  in  the  case  of  the  late  Earl 
Cairns.  He  at  one  time  was  on  the  point 
of  being  called  to  the  Irish  Bar ;  but  he 
was  induced  to  remain  in  England.  But 
for  that  chance  he  would  never  have 
been  Earl  Cairns  or  Lord  Chancellor 
of  England.  I  am  unwilling  that  Irish 
law  students  should  be  shut  out  from 
these  chances;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  should  be  reluctant  to  see  the  existing 
state  of  the  law,  which  renders  it  com- 

gulsory  for  our  law  students  to  come 
ere,  continue.  There  is  no  logical  an- 
swer to  this  Bill,  which  is  supported  by 
the  leading  representatives  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  Ireland.  I  have  to  invite 
your  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Movd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
^{The  Lord  FitzQeraid.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  :  I  only 
rise  to  say  that  I  see  no  objection  to  the 
Bill,  which  is  desired  by  the  Bar  of  Ire* 
land. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitied  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next 

EGYPT— SUPPRESSION  OP  THE  "  BOS- 
PHORE  EGYPTIEN"— SIE  EVELYN 
BARING. 

Thb  Earl  op  JERSEY  had  the  fol- 
lowing Question  on  the  Paper : — ^To  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether, 
considering  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
sanctioned  the  illegal  proceedings  oon- 
neoted  with  the  suppression  of  The 
Bosphore  Egyptien^  they  intend  to  retain 
him  as  British  Adviser  to  the  Khedive ; 
and,  further,  whether  The  Boephore 
Egyptiin  will  be  allowed  to  re-appear  ? 
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Eakl  GRANVILLE  :  I  wish  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  noble  Earl  before  he 
puts  the  Question  of  which  he  has  given 
Notice.  I  do  so  the  more  readily  as  I 
have  observed  instances  of  his  being 
very  fair  in  dealing  with  political  sub- 
jects. I  would  ask  him  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  that  he  should  wait 
for  the  information  contained  in  the 
Papers  which  will  be  presented  next 
week  before  putting  a  Question  which 
assumes  without  knowledge  that  a 
valuable  public  servant  has  been  guilty 
of  a  dereliction  of  duty,  and  suggesting 
that  he  should  be  punished  for  it  ? 

The  Eabl  of  JERSEY:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
noble  Earl ;  at  the  same  time,  I  would 
point  out  that  our  want  of  knowledge 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  given  it  to  us. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE:  The  best  way 
of  giving  information  is  to  present 
Papers  that  will  contain  all  the  facts, 
and  this  we  intend  doing. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY :  We  have  not 
got  them  yet. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBURY: 
Will  the  noble  Earl  lay  Papers  contain. 
ing  the  text  of  the  Capitulations  which 
are  alleged  to  have  been  violated  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  Yes. 

EGYPT  AND  THE  SOUDAN. 
MOTION  FOB  A  BETUBN. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD :  I  have  to 
ask  for  a  Return  of  the  number  of 
British  troops  now  serving  in  Egypt 
and  adjacent  countries.  It  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory  if  we  were  aware 
of  the  precise  purpose  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  view  in  maintaining  a 
Force  in  that  locality.  I  believe  that 
this  reluctance  to  explain  their  object 
has  been  very  unfortunate  to  the  Public 
Service — and  unfortunate  in  this  respect 
— the  apparent  indecision  in  Downing 
Street  must  tell  unfavourably  with  those 
who  are  charged  with  the  conduct  of 
affairs  abroad.  A  Commander  of  a 
Force  in  the  field,  who  is  uncertain 
about  the  mind  of  the  Government  at 
home— uncertain  what  orders  may  reach 
him  firom  day  to  day — is  at  a  consider- 
able disadvantage  as  to  his  own  arrange- 
ments ;  at  this  moment  we  at  home  do 
not  know  whether  the  Government  re- 
gBid  the  Arabs  as  a  people  rightly 
atroggiing  for  freedom,  or  as  a  hostile 


power  that  we  are  bound  to  "  smash." 
We  do  not  know  whether  the  General  at 
Suakin  has  orders  to  advance  or  to  re- 
tire, or  to  do  nothing  at  all ;  and,  from 
anything  that  we  can  gather  from  re- 
ports of  proceedings,  the  General  is  not 
better  informed.     Reports  from  a  camp 
— whether  through  the  letters  of  corre- 
spondents or  through   communications 
from  combatants — are  received  with  a 
certain  reserve  ;  but,  as  far  as  we  can 
learn   from    abroad    or    at   home,    the 
Suakin  Expedition  is  behind  a  curtain 
of  mystery.    The  Force  scattered  along 
the  Nile  appears  to  be  in  much  the  same 
case — whether  there  is  to  be   another 
thousand  mile  boat  race  next  season, 
or  whether  the  decision  that  was  wanting 
in  1884  will  be  exhibited  in  1885  in  a 
timely  organization  of  any  Expedition 
that  may  be  determined  upon,  remain  to 
be  seen.     But,  assuming  that  the  Go- 
vernment has  an  object  in  maintaining 
a  Force  in  and  near  Egypt,  Parliament 
and  the  public  will  inquire  with  anxiety 
whether  everything  has  been  done,  and 
is  doing,  that  circumstances  will  reason- 
ably permit,  for  the  health  and  efficiency 
of  the  soldiers  who  are  detained  in  so 
trying  a  climate.      Inquiry  has  shown 
that  in  1882,  notwithstanding  vast  ex- 
penditure, and  every  disposition  at  home 
to    supply   the  troops  in  Egypt  most 
liberally,  nevertheless  there  were  failures 
and    slips    very    disappointing  to    the 
troops.     Supplies  sent  out  did  not  reach 
the  soldiers — or  did  not  reach  them  at 
the  proper  time ;  and  in  some  cases  were 
found    of  inferior   quality.      Unfortu- 
nately, the  contractors  who  come  forward 
to  assist  the  Government  in  a  military 
emergency  are  less  careful  in  their  selec- 
tion of  supplies  than  they  ought  to  be. 
Now,  with  this  recent   experience,  the 
public  hope  that  no  similar  disappoint- 
ment may  occur,  and  hope  to  be  assured 
that  supplies   of  all   kinds  which  are 
practically  the  necessaries  of  life  have 
been  sent  out.      Campaigning  is  rough 
work  at  the  best,  and  accidents  must  be 
expected    and   allowed   for.      Since  I 
placed  my  Notice  on  the  Paper,  I  ob- 
serve that  Questions  in  the  same  sense 
have  been  asked  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   The  answer  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  not  very  encouraging.     With 
reference  to  shelter  from  the  sun  at  one 
camp  on  the  Nile,   the    Secretary   of 
State  had  received  a  Report  that  the 
shelter  was  stiU  incomplete;  but  he  be- 
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lieved  there  was  ''  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  shed."  Something  in  the 
nature  of  ashed!  An  Army,  not  very 
strong  in  numbers,  but  of  material  very 
precious  to  the  country,  is  detained  in 
a  cruel  climate,  and  we  are  informed 
that  there  is  **  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  shed "  for  their  comfort.  We 
might  rather  have  expected  to  hear  that 
the  daily  and  hourly  thought  of  every 
official  in  Pall  Mall  was  the  efficioDt 
maintenance  of  the  soldiers  of  this  Ex- 
pedition, not  merely  by  contracting  for 
supplies,  but  by  insuring  that  they  shall 
reach  the  soldier.  We  may  yet  hope 
that  it  is  so,  and  that  the  noble  Earl  the 
Under  Secretary  can  give  more  satisfac- 
tory assurances  than  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  **  another  place."  In  conclu- 
sion, I  beg  to  move  lor  a  Hetum  of  the 
number  (appicoximate)  of  British  troops 
employed  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan ;  and 
to  ask  whether  the  troops  are  completely 
equipped  and  supplied  as  regards  shelter, 
olothiDg,  and  rations  suitable  to  the 
climate  ? 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Beturn  of  the  number  (approximate)  of  British 
troops  employed  in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan." — 
(TA*  Earl  of  Longford,) 

Earl  STANHOPE  asked  whether  any 
of  the  troops  in  the  Soudan  were  to  be 
sent  to  Cyprus  for  the  benefit  of  the  cli- 
mate ?  A  report  to  that  effect  had  ap- 
peared in  the  morning  papers,  and  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  hear  that  the 
statement  was  well  founded.  The  sick- 
ness that  prevailed  among  our  troops  in 
the  Soudan  required  the  most  anxious 
consideration. 

The  Eabl  of  MOBLEY  said,  that 
the  noble  and  eallant  Earl  opposite  had 
made  a  speech  which  referred  in  a 
greater  degree  to  the  general  policy  of 
the  Qovemment  than  to  the  exact  sub- 
ject-matter of  his  Notice.  He  should 
confine  his  reply  within  the  limits  of 
that  Notice.  The  noble  and  gallant  Earl 
could  hardly  expect  that  he  would  agree 
to  publish  the  Beturn  for  which  the  noble 
and  ffallant  Earl  asked.  It  was  contrary 
to  all  precedent  to  move  for  a  Beturn 
setting  forth  the  actual  strength  of  troops 
engaged  in  active  operations.  He  had, 
however,  no  objection  to  state  approxi- 
mately the  number  of  troops  employed  in 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan.  The  number  was 
between  24,000  and  25,000,  exclusive  of 
the  Indian  Brigade  and  the  Australian 
Contingent.    He  could  assure  the  noble 
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and  gallant  Earl  opposite  that  he  was  by 
no  means  singular  in  his  desire  to  do  all 
that  was  possible  for  the  comfort  and 
safety  of  the  troops,  who  were  exposed 
to  the  hot  and  trying  climate  of  the  Sou- 
dan. The  wishes  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Earl  were  fully  shared  by  the 
Department  whose  duty  it  was  to  provide 
clothing  and  stores  of  all  kinds.  He 
thought  he  could  say  that  the  Army  was 
well  supplied ;  but,  of  course,  he  could 
not  say  for  certain  how  the  stores  were 
reaching  each  of  the  many  stations  on 
the  Nile,  those  stations  being  at  consi- 
derable distance  from  one  another  and 
far  from  the  base.  When  the  Nile  was 
falling  the  transport  was  extremely  diffi- 
cult ;  but  they  were  informed  weeldy  of 
the  progress  that  was  made,  and  of  what 
was  being  done  at  the  various  stations 
at  which  the  troops  were  quartered, 
especially  between  Dongola  and  the  fur- 
thest point,  Merawi.  Whatever  had 
been  asked  for  had  been  sent  out  and 
forwarded  up  the  Nile  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. The  War  Office  had  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  there  had  been  any  default 
on  the  part  of  the  contractors,  or  that  the 
supplies  had  been  defective  in  quality  or 
quantity.  On  the  contrary,  he  under- 
stood— and  the  illustrious  Duke  would 
con6rm  him — that,  with  the  exception  of 
one  or  two  articles,  the  stores  were  ex- 
tremely satisfactory.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  shelter,  the  noble  and  gallant 
Earl  had  found  fault  with  an  answer 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  not 
seen  that  answer  himself,  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  noble  and  gallant  Earl 
complained  of  the  use  of  the  word 
"  shed."  He  really  did  not  know  what 
better  word  he  could  use  to  describe  the 
kind  of  shelter  which  was  being  con- 
structed for  the  troops  in  the  Soudan. 
Anything  of  a  thicker  material  than  can- 
vas was  far  preferable  to  tents,  and,  of 
course,  whatever  material  came  to  hand 
was  used  by  those  on  the  spot  to  shelter 
from  the  sun  the  troops  who  were  un- 
fortunately stationed  in  hot  localities. 
He  felt  sure  that  the  officers  were  doing 
their  very  best  to  render  the  shelter 
afforded  as  efficient  as  possible.  Then 
the  noble  and  gallant  Earl  asked  ques- 
tions concerning  clothing  and  rations.  He 
would  not  weary  the  House  by  enume- 
rating all  the  supplies  that  had  been  sent 
out ;  he  would  content  himself  with  say- 
ing that  the  War  Office  had  every  reasoa 
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to  believe  that  there  was  a  superabund- 
ance of  all  supplies  on  the  Nile,  and  that 
they  were  being  moved  forward  as  they 
were  wanted  without  any  loss  of  time. 
The  last  report  stated  that  the  steamer 
Zoitts  was  then  starting  with  a  supply  of 
clothing  for  the  front.  He  did  not  deny 
that,  whatever  arrangements  might  be 
made,  articles  of  clothing  and  other 
necessaries  might  temporarily  be  wanted 
by  the  troops ;  but  if  that  was  ever  the 
case,  it  was  not  the  result  of  any  want  of 
energy  on  the  part  of  the  Departments 
at  home  or  of  the  officers  on  the  lines  of 
communication  in  Egypt.  But,  as  far 
as  the  knowledge  of  the  War  Office 
went,  he  could  affirm  that  the  troops 
were  completely  equipped,  and  that  the 
insinuations  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Earl  were  unfounded. 

ViscouKT  HARDINaE  asked  whether 
any  orders  had  been  issued  directing 
that  any  brigade  should  move  north- 
wards? 

Viscount  BURY  said,  that  when  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  questioned 
in  **  another  place  "  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  troops  at  Debbeh,  the  noble  Lord 
distinctly  said  that  he  was  not  specially 
informed  about  the  state  of  affairs  there, 
but  promised  to  make  special  inquiries 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the  repre- 
sentations that  had  reached  this  country 
were  true  or  not.  The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite must  be  aware  that  not  only  had 
general  statements  been  made,  but  offi- 
cers stationed  on  the  spot  had  written 
home  private  letters,  which  many  of  their 
Lordships  had  seen,  stating  that  they  were 
suffering,  to  a  great  and  increasing  ex- 
tent, from  fever;  that  there  were  no 
sheds  for  shelter;  that  the  only  thing  they 
had  between  them  and  the  extreme  heat 
of  the  sun  was  the  ordinary  bell  shelter 
tent ;  and  that  the  temperature  was  so 
rapidly  increasing  that  the  officers  said 
that  every  day  was  24  hours  of  agony. 
It  was  also  said  that  the  clothing  had 
not  reached  the  troops  ;  that  they  were 
without  shoes ;  and,  in  fact,  the  descrip- 
tion given  of  the  condition  of  affairs 
existing  in  connection  with  the  Nile  part 
of  the  Expedition  were  such  as  to  de- 
mand instant  inquiry.  He  trusted  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  institute  the  ne- 
cessary inquiries  ;  and  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  any  steps  had  been  taken 
in  pursuance  of  the  promise  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  **  another 
plaee^?" 


Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  no 
doubt,  the  real  fault  lay  with  the  want 
of  a  proper  system,  the  immediate  fault 
being  caused  by  the  Commissariat  and 
Transport  officer  not  being  under  the 
orders  of  the  senior  combatant  officer 
— commanding  officer — on  the  spot ;  and 
there  would  be  no  regularity  in  the  issue 
of  supplies  to  the  troops  in  the  field  un- 
less the  commanding  officer  was  made  re- 
sponsible, which  in  common  fairness 
would  require,  with  a  view  to  efficiency, 
that  all  non-combatant  officers  should 
be  placed  under  the  orders  and  control 
of  the  senior  combatant  officer,  which 
equally  applied  to  the  Medical  Depart- 
ments. No  troops  in  or  near  the  tropics 
should  be  in  bell  tents  with  a  tempera- 
ture of  120  degrees. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
had  received  private  communications 
with  regard  to  the  want  of  boots  and 
shoes;  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
would  make  it  a  special  point  to  inquire 
into  the  matter. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  asked  whether 
any  communications  had  been  received 
from  General  BuUer  to  the  effect  that 
an  adequate  supply  of  clothing  and 
boots  had  already  reached  Dongola  ? 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  wished  to  know  whether  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  questioned  any 
of  the  officers  who  had  come  home  from 
the  front  as  to  the  condition  in  which 
the  troops  were ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  replies  he  had  received  ? 
Their  evidence  as  to  the  exact  state  of 
the  facts  would  be  more  satisfactory  than 
the  mere  Report  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  alluded. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that 
the  last  Report  received  from  the  front 
was  dated  March  29.  It  came  from 
Sir  Redvers  Buller,  who  was  then  at 
Dongola.  The  Lotus  was  then  pursu- 
ing its  way  towards  the  South  with  a 
cargo  of  clothing  and  necessaries  on 
board.  Therefore,  he  hoped  that  at 
Dongola  there  was  now  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  those  materials.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  that  there  had 
never  at  any  time  been  an  insufficient 
supply  of  boots  and  clothing.  He  had, 
however,  taten  the  opportunity  of  talk- 
ing personally  with  the  officers  who  had 
returned  from  the  Front,  and  had  heard 
no  serious  complaint  with  regard  to  the 
want  of  the  articles  mentioned.  He  did 
not  know  the  date  at  which  Lord  Hart-  j 
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ington  undertook  to  make  inquiries,  but, 
no  doubt,  if  inquiries  were  promised, 
they  would  be  made  at  once,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  give  any  further  in- 
formation to  the  House  when  he  had 
any  to  give.  He  sincerely  hoped  that 
the  troops  who  had  been  engaged  in  a 
most  trying  campaign  had  suffered  as 
little  hardship  as  possible. 

Viscount  BURY  asked  what  the  fur- 
thest Southern  point  was  to  which  the 
telegraph  now  reached  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY  thought  the 
telegraph  now  reached  a  point  close  to 
Korti. 

The  Duke  op  CAMBRIDGE  said, 
that  in  no  previous  campaign  had  the 
troops  been  better  looked  after  by  the 
Commissariat  and  the  officers  responsible 
for  their  welfare.  The  conditions  in 
which  the  officers  and  men  were  placed 
were,  of  course,  not  very  pleasant  in 
such  a  hot  climate ;  but  those  who  made 
up  their  minds  to  sacrifice  their  lives,  if 
necessary,  must  also  be  prepared  to 
undergo  a  certain  amount  of  discomfort. 
In  India,  where  the  climate  was  also 
very  hot,  every  kind  of  arrangement 
existed  for  the  comfort  of  the  men.  Such 
arrangements,  of  course,  could  not  be 
made  in  the  Soudan,  and  the  discomfort 
there  was,  no  doubt,  very  considerable. 
He  could  assure  their  Lordships  that 
sufficient  supplies  were  at  the  front. 
The  materials  were  all  there,  and  it  was 
merely  a  matter  of  time  when  they  would 
reach  the  troops  requiring  them.  He 
had  no  reason  to  believe  mat  anything 
was  wanted. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD :  I  do  not, 
of  course,  press  for  the  Return  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  objects,  and  I  ask  to  with- 
draw the  Motion.  I  have  heard  the 
answer  as  to  the  supplies  with  satisfac- 
tion tempered  by  hesitation  in  my  own 
mind  how  to  reconcile  his  statements 
with  reports  that  have  reached  me  and 
Members  of  this  House  from  other 
quarters. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCES— THE  COLONIES 
—A  COLONEAL  NAVY. 
Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  Whether  he  has 
made  a  selection  of  Papers  in  reference 
to  the  formation  of  a  Navy  for  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies  which    he  would  lay 

The  Earl  of  MorUy 


upon  the  Table ;  he  also  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  any  Cor- 
respondence had  passed  between  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  Colonies  on  the  same 
subject  which  could  without  incon- 
venience to  the  Public  Service  be  pro- 
duced? 

Thb  Eael  of  derby,  in  reply,  said, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  about 
making  a  selection  from  the  Papers 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Viscount  with 
a  view  to  publication. 

The  Eabl  of  NORTHBROOK  ex- 
plained that  there  was  no  direct  official 
communication  between  the  Admiralty 
and  the  Colonies.  Commimications  from 
the  Colonies  affecting  the  Admiralty 
were  sent  to  that  Department  by  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  formed  part  of  the 
Correspondence  of  that  Office.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Colonial  Secretary  was, 
therefore,  the  proper  authority  to  de- 
cide whether  such  communications 
should  be  published  or  not.  Any  other 
communications  were  of  an  unofficial 
character  between  the  Admiralty  and 
the  Agents  General  of  the  Colonies. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday^  Sth  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Wbit  Issued  — Jbr  the 
County  of  Antrim,  r.  James  Chaine,  esquire, 
deceased. 

Wats  and  Meassb  ^considered  in  Committee — 
Retolution  [May  7J  reported. 

Public  BujiA^Ordered—Firet  Headinff^Tnm' 
ways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)*  [166]; 
Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  •  [167]; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)  •  [168]  ;  Local  Grovemment  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  4)*  [169J;  Local  Government 
(Gas)  Provisional  Orders*  [170];  Consoli- 
dated Fund  (No.  3)  • ;  National  Debt  •  [172]. 

Second  Reading — Tramways  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)*  [143];  Water  Companies  (Regula- 
tion of  Powers)  [161]. 

Report  of  Select  Commi^^— Shannon  Naviga- 
tion [No.  183]. 

Considered  at  amended^Viet  and  Harbour  Pro- 
visional Orders  •  [123] ;  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Redistribution)  [Third  Night] JXZA^x 
Sast  IndU Unclaimed Stock8*[125];  Water- 
works Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment  [152]. 
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Third  ]iea4ififf'^Gaa  'Provisional  Orders   (No. 
^  1)  •  [126] ;  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 

Twional  Orders  (Laboorera   Act)  (No.   I)* 

P28],  and  parted. 


NOTICE   OF  MOTION 

0-. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL— 
THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 
Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  On 
behalf  of  m  j  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
I  beg  leaye  to  give  Notice  that  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
fiill  he  will  move — 

**  That  this  House,  having  shown  its  readi- 
oesi  to  grant  such  supplies  as  may  be  required 
for  the  defence  of  the  Empire,  is  of  opinion  that, 
before  proceeding  with  this  Bill,  it  is  entitled  to 
leoeive  adequate  information  as  to  the  present 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  GU>vemment  in  re- 
spect of  the  purposes  to  which  the  money 
glinted  by  the  recent  Vote  of  Credit  is  to  be 
ipplied." 

QUESTIONS. 


UW    AND    POLICE    (IRELAND)-.THE 

RIOT  IN   THE   OPERA  HOUSE, 

LONDONDERRY. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  large  number 
of  00  called  "  Nationalists "  in  the 
gallery  of  the  Opera  House,  London- 
derry, on  the  night  of  the  27th  April 
last,  during  the  performance  of  a  pan- 
tomime, when  the  portraits  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  Queen  and  the  Prince  of  Wales 
▼ere  exhibited,  indulged  in  cheers  for 
the  Mahdi,  groans  for  the  Queen,  and 
cries  of  "To with  Queen  and  Con- 
stitution ; "  whether  these  riotous  pro- 
ceedings lasted  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  during  which  time  drawn  knives 
were  thrown  at  the  defenceless  actors, 
moetlj  women,  on  the  stage,  the  benches 
of  the  gallery  broken  up  and  one  hurled 
into  the  pit,  forty  feet  below,  to  the  im- 
minent danger  of  many  lives ;  and  after- 
wards the  same  mob  proceeded  into  the 
street,  broke  windows,  and  assaulted 
persons  who  were  known  to  be  Loyalists 
or  Protestants ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
no  police  were  present  or  attempted  to 

Sell  the  riot ;  and,  whether  any  steps 
ve  since  been  taken  by  the  police  to 
prosecute  the  offenders ;  and^  if  not,  on 
whatgromids? 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
I  am  informed  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
Question,  except  with  reference  to  the 
cries  referred  to.  It  is  alleged  that  two 
open  penknives  were  thrown  on  the 
stage,  and  a  board  which  formed  a  seat 
in  the  gallery  was  imdoubtedly  thrown 
into  the  pit;  but  the  occupants  had  left 
at  the  time.  No  disturbance  was  antici- 
pated, and  no  police  were  on  duty  in  the 
theatre.  A  policeman,  who  was  on  leave, 
was  present,  and  as  soon  as  the  dis- 
turbance began  he  ran  for  assistance  to 
the  Constabulary  barracks,  and  returned 
with  a  party  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour;  but 
by  this  time  the  affair  was  over,  and  the 
people  had  dispersed.  So  far  no  one 
has  been  identified. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
RIOT  AT  STEWARTSTOWN  —  IN- 
ACTION   OF   THE   POLICE, 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
sergeant,  acting  sergeant,  and  five  of  the 
eight  policemen  at  Stewartstown  are 
Protestants  and  Freemasons;  that  no 
attempt  has  been  made  to  bring  to  jus- 
tice any  of  the  Orange  mob  who  smashed 
the  windows  of  Catholics  on  the  18th 
instant,  although  policemen  witnessed 
their  proceedings;  and  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  impunity.  Orange  outrages 
of  the  same  character  have  become  Se- 
quent in  the  town;  and,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken,  by  altering  the  com- 
position of  the  local  police  force  or  other- 
wise, to  protect  the  Catholic  inhabitants 
from  attack  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  make  in- 
quiries as  to  the  religious  and  other 
matters  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of 
this  Question.  It  appears  that  there 
was  some  disturbance  in  Stewartstown 
on  the  18th  ultimo,  and  two  panes  of 
glass  were  broken  in  the  windows  of  a 
Eoman  Catholic ;  but  the  police  did  not 
see  this  done,  and  the  injured  person 
has  refused  to  swear  an  information. 
The  Inspector  General  had  already  in- 
structed the  County  Inspector  to  give 
his  special  attention  to  the  existence  of 
Party  feeling  in  this  locality,  and  had 
requested  him  to  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  were  possible  to  deal  with  such 
cases.     The  composition  of  the  local 
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Police  Force  was  one  of  the  matters  to 
which  his  attention  was  directed. 

Me.  O'BRIEN :  Ajb  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  such  reluctance  to  give 
information  as  to  religious  denomina- 
tions, I  would  ask  him  whether  it  is  not 
an  understanding  that  in  towns  of  this 
kind  there  should  be  a  fair  mixture  of 
Protestants  and  Catholics  in  the  Police 
Force,  and  are  not  the  Catholics  the 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
town? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BAN'NERMAN  :  I 
do  not  admit  the  aoouraov  of  the  figures 
quoted  bj  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB- 
COMMISSIONERS— MR.  WALPOLE. 
Me.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
For  what  reason,  in  recasting  the  Land 
Sub-Commissions,  Mr.  Walpole  has 
again  been  assigned  to  the  Cork  Com- 
mission, the  other  members  of  which 
have  been  from  time  to  time  changed ; 
whether  this  is  the  Mr,  Walpole  for 
whose  removal  the  Land  Commission 
was  last  year  memorialized  on  the 
ground  of  his  connections  with  the  agent 
of  an  extensive  property  whose  rents  he 
was  dealing  with,  and  of  his  neglect  to 
make  a  personal  inspection  of  farms 
which  he  purported  to  value ;  and,  how 
many  applications  by  tenants  to  have 
fair  rents  fixed  have  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Court  within  the  circuit  of  the 
Sub-Commission  since  Mr.  Walpole's 
appointment  ? 

J&K.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
The  Land  Commissioners  consider  it  in- 
expedient on  public  grounds  to  give 
their  reasons  for  the  selection  of  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  for  difi'erent  districts. 
The  Cbmmissioners  received  a  Memorial 
last  year  asking  for  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Walpole ;  but  it  was  found  on  inquiry 
that  there  was  no  justification  for  the 
complaints  that  were  made  in  the  Memo- 
rial. Down  to  the  1st  of  May  this  year 
five  applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
have  been  withdrawn  in  the  four  coun- 
ties included  in  Mr.  Walpole's  circuit. 
This  is  under  the  average  of  withdrawals 
in  other  districts. 

Ms.  0'BRI£N :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  I  beg  to  give  No- 
tice that  I  will  call  attention  to  this 
matter  on  the  Vote  for  the  Land  Com- 
missioners. 


Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR :  Do  the 
Gk>vemment  intend  to  make  any  in- 
quiries as  to  Mr.  Walpole's  relations 
with  his  own  tenants  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
That  matter  does  not  arise  out  of  this 
Question. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  SEC.  10 
—BOARDS  OP  GUARDL^S. 
Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  action  (if  any)  was  taken  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  against 
the  boards  of  guardians  in  Ireland 
under  section  10  of  the  Labourers  (Ire- 
land) Act  who  failed  to  carry  out  the 
Act,  or  to  pass  a  resolution  to  the  efPect 
that  they  would  not  proceed  with  such 
scheme  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  power  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  the  circumstances  referred  to 
is  limited  to  directing  a  local  inquiry  if 
they  think  it  necessary.  There  have 
only  been  two  cases  in  which  the  Board 
have  received  remonstrances  against  the 
decision  of  the  Guardians;  and  after 
correspondence  they  have  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  take  any  further  action. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -THE  INFIR- 
MARY AT  LIFFORD,  CO.  DONEGAL. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  the  County  Donegal  Infirmary  at 
Lifford  is  maintained  and  managed,  and 
to  what  classes  of  patients  it  is  open; 
also,  if  John  M*Sweeney  of  Gweedore, 
who  obtained  from  the  medical  officer 
of  the  Gweedore  district,  on  the  26th  of 
March,  an  order  for  admission  to  the 
Lifford  Infirmary,  and  who  is  unable  to 
travel,  has  yet  been  conveyed  to  the  In- 
firmary; and,  whether  the  conveyance 
will  be  provided  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Donegal  Infirmary  appears  to  be 
maintained  and  managed  under  the 
Acts  5  &  6  Gm.  m.  c.  20,  45  Gm.  WL.  c. 
3,  and  46  Geo.  m.  c.  96,  and  to  be  open 
to  all  classes  of  poor  persons.  I  am  in- 
formed that  John  M'Sweeney  was  ad- 
mitted to  it  on  the  5th  instant ;  but  I  have 
no  information  as  to  how  he  got  there. 

IRELAND-MEMORLAL  OF  THE  CIVIL 
BILL  0FFICEB8. 
Mb.  p.  J.  FOWEB  maked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieotenuit  of  Ire- 
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land,  T^ether  any  answer  has  yet  been 
given  to  the  Memorial  presented  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  by  the  Civil 
Bill  Officers;  and,  what  decision  has 
been  come  to  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
This  subject  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  no  de- 
finite decision  had  been  arrired  at  when 
his  death  supervened. 

lEELANB— THE  COLLECTOR  GENERAL 
OF  RATES,  DUBLIN— COLLECTION 
OF  THE  IMPROVEMENT  RATE. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Paving 
aod  Lighting  Committee  and  the  deans- 
ing  Committee  of  the  Dublin  Corpora- 
tion have  been  brought  to  a  dead-lock 
for  want  of  funds,  owing  to  the  failure 
of  the  Collector  Qeneral  to  make  an  ade- 
quate collection  of   the    Improvement 
Bate  within  the  present  year ;  whether 
the  amount  collected  in  respect  of  the 
said  rate,  from  the  opening  of  this  year 
to  the  24  th  ultimo,  has  been  less,  by 
£1,500,  than  the  amount  collected  in  the 
corresponding  period  of  last  year,  though 
the  rate  for  the  present  year  is  higher 
by  twopence  in  the  pound ;  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  instalments    of 
principal  and  interest  in  repayment  of 
mns,  amounting  to  £6,697,  were  due 
and  payable  to  the  Board  of  Works  on 
the   1st  instant,   the  Secretary  of  the 
Paving  and  Lighting  Committee  wrote, 
on  the   17th  ultimo,   to  the  Collector 
General,  pointing  out  that  the  Committee 
were  deeply  in  debt  to  their  several  con- 
tractors, and  that,  unless  there  was  a 
great  improTement  at  once  in  the  collec- 
tion of  the  rates,  the  various  Committees 
would  be  unable  to  meet  their  engage- 
ments;  whether  the  Collector  General 
replied  that  the  time  of  the  collectors 
bad  been  much  occupied  this  year  with 
the  Poor  Law  elections,  and  the  investi- 
gation of  claims  served ;  and,  what  steps 
die  Government  will  take,  by  increasing 
the  staff  of  the  Collector  Geneial,  or 
otherwise,  to  enable  the  Corporation  of 
Dablin,   by  adequate   collection  of  its 
rates,  to   satisfy  its  engagements,  and 
what  measures  will  be  adopted  to  secure 
the  due  discharge  of  duties  connected 
with  the  registration  of  voters  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
The  Colleetor  General  informs  me  that, 
allowing  for  the  difference  of  the  rate, 


his  collection  in  Dublin  this  year,  on  the 
24th  of  April,  was  behind  that  of  last 
year  by  some  £2,500,  being  about  one 
week's  collection  at  this  time,  the  prin- 
cipal reason  being  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion ;  but  he  is  not  aware  that  the  severe 
results  referred  to  have  followed  from 
this  state  of  facts.  The  sum  mentioned 
as  due  by  the  Paving  and  Lighting 
Committee  was  £5,618,  not  £6,697 ;  and 
between  the  17th  of  April  and  the  1st 
instant  £6,400  has  been  placed  to  the 
credit  of  the  Improvement  Fund.  The 
Collectors  have  been  authorized  to  em- 
ploy assistance  in  the  service  of  the 
notices  under  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People  Act ;  and  the  Collector  General 
has  every  reason  to  hope  that  both  the 
registration  work  and  the  collection  of 
rates  will  be  satisfactorily  performed. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND>-EX. 
PENSES  OP  CROWN  PROSECUTIONS 
—REPAYMENT  BY  THE  TREASURY. 

Mb.  PATEICK  MAETIN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  With  reference  to  the  Eeso- 
lution  of  the  House  that  the  expenses  of 
Crown  prosecutions  in  Ireland,  paid  by 
coimties  in  the  first  instance  out  of  their 
funds,  should  be  recouped  to  them  by 
the  Treasury ;  and,  since  there  has  been 
no  Orders  or  Eesolutions  of  the  House 
var3dng  the  terms  of  such  Eesolution,  if 
he  would  state  when  the  Government 
will  carry  it  into  effect  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good 
enough  to  give  me  the  date  of  the  Ee- 
solution to  which  he  refers.  Judging 
by  the  change  which  he  has  made  in 
the  form  of  his  Question,  he  appears  to 
have  found  the  Eesolution  since  he  gave 
the  Notice ;  but  I  have  not  been  able  to 
trace  it. 

EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— WATERFORD 
INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOL. 

Mb.  EICHAED  POWEE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  communication  respecting  the  Water- 
ford  Industrial  School ;  whether  the 
number  of  children  in  this  school  is  in 
excess  of  the  number  for  which  a  Go- 
vernment grant  is  allowed  ;  whether  the 
school  is  capable  of  accommodating  a 
larger  number;  whether  the  Govern- 
ment inspector  has  spoken  in  the  most 
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favourable  terms  of  its  management ; 
and|  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  in- 
creasing the  grant  to  the  school  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN:  I 
have  received  a  resolution  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Waterford  in  favour  of  in- 
creasing the  certificate  of  the  industrial 
school,  which,  I  believe,  has  now  nine 
inmates  in  excess  of  the  number  for 
which  the  Government  grant  is  allowed. 
As  the  Estimates  for  the  present  year 
were  closed  before  I  received  the  reso- 
lution, I  could  merely  mark  the  case  for 
submission  when  next  year's  Estimates 
are  being  prepared.  I  must  not,  how- 
ever, be  taken  as  holding  out  any  hope 
of  an  enlarged  certificate  in  this  case. 

METEOPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS- 
BILLINGSGATE  MARKET. 
Mb.  BIBEBECK  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  consider  the  great  im- 
portance of  granting  increased  facilities 
for  the  more  rapid  delivery  of  fish  from 
railway  and  other  vans  at  Billingsgate 
Market,  and  giving  effect  to  the  sug- 
gestion contained  in  Mr.  Spencer  Wal- 
pole's  Beport  on  the  inadequate  accom- 
modation at  Billingsgate  Market  by  the 
utilisation  of  the  unoccupied  quay  in 
front  of  the  Custom  House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  was  sensible  of  the 
evils  to  which  the  bon.  Member  re- 
ferred; but  he  thought  it  was  hardly 
correct  to  say  that  Mr.  Walpole  had 
suggested  the  particular  remedy.  Mr. 
Walpole  said  that  he  had  only  men- 
tioned the  suggestion  because  it  was 
made  seriously,  but  that  he  did  not  sup- 
pose there  was  the  least  chance  of  its 
being  adopted.  That,  he  found,  was 
also  the  view  taken  by  the  Custom 
House  authorities. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

— CITr  OF  CORK— THE  ROYAL 

COMMISSION. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Eoyal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  intend 
to  take  evidence  in  the  city  of  Cork  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Boyal  Commission  has  not  held  sittings 
in  the  Provincial  cities  of  either  England 
or  Scotland.  The  evidence  from  Liver- 
pool, for  example,  was  taken  in  London, 

3fr»  Richard  Poicer 


and  that  from  Glasgow  in  Edinburgh. 
Following  this  practice  in  L-eland,  the 
Commission  will  hear  the  evidence  from 
Cork  in  Dublin. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  can  make  his  promised 
statement  regarding  the  Secretary  for 
ScodandBill? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  Sir, 
this  Bill  is  prepared,  and  will  be  intro- 
duced at  once  in  the  House  of  Lords  by 
Lord  Eosebery. 

NAVY— TORPEDO,  &c.  RISKS. 

Mb.  BIEKBECK  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  taking  into 
consideration  the  risk  ironclads,  troop- 
ships, and  cruisers  may  be  exposed  in 
case  of  War  from  torpedoes  and  ram- 
ming, sufficient  provision  has  been  made 
for  saving  the  whole  of  the  lives  of  the 
crews  and  those  embarked,  over  and 
beyond  the  boats  usually  carried  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BEASSEY :  The  Ad- 
miralty are  fully  impressed  with  the 
great  risks  which  must  be  encountered 
by  ships  of  war,  and  all  reasonable 
provision  is  made  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  crews  in  boats. 

POST  OFFICE  —  TELEGRAPmO  COM- 
MUNICATION WITH  THE  HEBRIDES. 
LoBD  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Oovemment  has 
been  drawn  to  the  want  of  telegraphic 
communication  between  the  mainland 
and  some  of  the  outer  Hebrides,  and  to 
the  possible  danger  arising  firom  such 
want  in  the  event  of  war  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BEASSEY:  The  ex- 
tension of  telegraphic  communication  on 
the  coasts  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
might,  in  certain  circumstances,  be  de- 
sirable ;  but  the  Admiralty  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  large  expenditure  neces- 
sary for  this  purpose  should  be  incurred 
at  present. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— INOCULATION  FOR 
CHOLERA. 
Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  remarkable  discovery  reported  to 
have  been  made  by  Dr.  Jaime  Ferran, 
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of  Valencia,  in  connection  with  inocu- 
lation for  cholera;  and,  whether,  fol- 
lowing the  precedent  adopted  in  the 
case  of  the  Reports  of  the  recent  French 
and  German  Cholera  Commissions,  he 
will  instruct  the  British  Minister  at 
Madrid  to  forward  for  suhmission  to 
Parliament  translations  of  any  Papers 
of  Dr.  Ferran's  and  Beports  of  the 
Madrid  Academy  of  Medicine  on  the 

subject  ?  

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE  : 
I  have  seen  the  Beports  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  refers,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Madrid  will  be  instructed  to 
send  home  translations  of  them. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT— DUTIES  ON  CORPO- 

RATE  PROPERTY. 

8iB  HENBY  TYLEB  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Duty  of  five  per  cent,  on  the  **  Pro- 
perty of  Corporations,  &c."  proposed  in 
Clause  5  of  the  Besolutions  of  Ways 
and  Means,  is  intended  to  apply  to  L^e 
Insurance  Companies,  or  to  Scientifio 
Societies,  such  as  the  Boyal  Society, 
Boyal  Institution,  or  the  Zoological 
Society? 

Mb.  niBBEBT,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  said :  The 
property  of  Life  Insurance  Companies 
will  not  be  liable  to  the  proposed  duty ; 
that  of  Scientific  Societies  will  also  be 
exempt  as  a  general  rule,  subject  to  the 
liability  to  making  good  the  claim  to 
exemption. 

Mr.  B.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  would  lay  on  the  Table  a 
Beturn  of  the  Societies  to  be  exempted  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  have  waited  until 
he  had  seen  the  Bill,  which  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  on  Monday 
at  latest,  and  which  would  give  ample 
explanation. 

ARMr  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
BOXLEY  RIFLE  RANGE. 

Mr.  ALEXANDEB  BOSS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  con- 
tinued closing  of  the  Boxley  (near 
Maidstone)  Bifie  Bange,  the  incon- 
Tenience  resulting  therefrom  to  the 
troops  quartered  in  that  town,  and  to 
the  expense  and  loss  of  time  occasioned 
to  the  Yolimteers  by  having  to  practise 
at  the  Milton-next- Qravesend  Bange  ? 


The  Marqotss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
The  Boxley  Bifle  Bange  was  closed 
last  year,  as  it  was  considered  dan- 
gerous. Arrangements  have  been  con- 
cluded for  the  acquisition  of  a  safe 
range,  and  it  will  be  opened  as  soon  as 
possible. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMMISSION. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stat^, 
that  the  Suez  Canal  Commission  has 
commenced  the  discussion  of  the  French 
proposal  for  intrusting  an  international 
body,  similar  to  the  Danube  Commis- 
sion, with  the  control  and  supervision  of 
the  free  navigation  of  the  Canal ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  such  a  proposition  falls 
within  the  basis  laid  down  in  Lord 
Granville's  Despatch  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATIBICE  : 
A  similar  Question  to  this  was  put  to  me 
yesterday,  and  I  can  only  repeat  that  I 
am  not  at  liberty  to  give  information  at 
present  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS:  Will 
the  noble  Lord  say  whether  the  gentle- 
man who  is  attending  on  behalf  of  this 
countiy  at  the  Conference  has  instruc- 
tions to  confine  the  discussion  to  the 
basis  laid  down  in  Lord  Oranville's  de- 
spatch ;  and  also  when  it  is  likely  that 
the  sittings  of  the  Commission  will 
terminate  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  desirable  that  I 
should  at  this  stage  enter  into  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  instructions  to  the  Com- 
missioners who  represent  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  the  Conference,  nor  can 
I  name  with  any  degree  of  precision  the 
date  at  which  the  proceedings  will  be 
concluded. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  basis  laid  down 
in  Lord  Oranville's  despatch  do  not 
form  the  actual  grounds  which  the  Go- 
vernment now  take  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
I  withdraw  no  statements  which  were 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  this  subject. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS :  There 
is  one  Question.  Can  they  go  beyond 
these  bases  or  can  they  not  ?  The  Ques- 
tion requires  an  answer — "Yes"  or 
**  No."  Are  they  to  be  confined  to  the 
bases  laid  down  in  Lord  Granville's  i^- 
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spatch,  or  are  they  at  liberty  to  go  be- 
yond them  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  attempting, 
by  what  may  be  called  a  method  of 
Parliamentary  cross  -  examination,  to 
elicit  from  me  the  very  answer  which, 
with  all  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  to  the  House,  I  have  already 
stated  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  give. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  wiU 
ask  the  Question  on  Monday  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  PULESTON:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  Questions  arising  in  the  dis- 
cussion before  the  Commission  are  re- 
ferred to  the  Foreign  Office  before  they 
are  acted  upon  by  the  Commissioner  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
There  are  the  usual  methods  of  communi- 
cation which  always  exist  between  Com- 
missioners and  Plenipotentiaries  and  the 
Foreign  Office. 

AGRICULTURE— THE  COMMISSION  ON 
ENSILAGE. 

Lord  MOEETON  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  If  he 
can  inform  the  House  by  whom  the  gen- 
tlemen were  appointed  who  form  the  so- 
called  Commission  on  Ensilage,  which 
holds  its  Sessions  at  the  Office  of  the 
Agricultural  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  The  Commis- 
sion, or,  as  it  would  be  more  properly 
fityledy  the  Committee,  on  Ensilage  is  a 
private  body  and  self-appointed.  The 
Commission  applied  for  the  iise  of  a  room 
in  the  Agricultural  Department,  which 
the  Lord  President  gave  them. 

ARMY— CONTRACTS  FOR  MILITARY 
CLOTHING. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  case  that  in  March  last  year 
tenders  were  invited,  according  to  cus- 
tom, for  the  worn-out  Military  clothing, 
and  that  Messrs.  Mallett  were  accepted 
as  contractors;  and,  whether  the  con- 
tract has  been  given  this  year  to  Mr.  S. 
Moses,  of  Great  Alie  Street,  without  any 
invitations  to  tender  beiug  issued ;  and,  if 
80,  what  is  the  reason  for  the  omission  ? 

The  Marquess  of  nAIiTINQTON : 
For  some  time  past  Messrs.  Mallett  and 
Mr.  Moses  have  been  the  only  contractors 
whose  tenders  were  at  all  satisfactory. 

Sir  R,  Aiiheton  CroH 
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Each  was  asked  to  tender  for  the  con- 
tract for  1885-6,  and  the  higher  offer 
was  accepted. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION)  BILL  —  DISQUALIFI- 
CATION OF  VOTERS  —  MEDICAL 
RELIEF. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  Qeneral,  re  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill,  Whe- 
ther a  voter  who  is  upon  the  register, 
and  receives  medical  relief,  is  to  be  dis- 
qualified for  one  year,  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Session  of  the  then  Parliament, 
or  for  life? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henry  James):  The  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  be  under  some  misappre- 
hension in  this  matter.  The  Eedistri- 
bution Bill  does  not  touch  this  question 
of  medical  relief  at  all,  nor  does  any 
Bill  of  the  Qovemment  do  so  either. 
The  last  Statute  with  respect  to  it  was 
passed  in  1878 ;  and  under  it,  if  any 
person  receives  medical  relief  within 
12  months  before  the  15th  of  July,  he 
is  incapable  of  being  included  in  the 
Eegister  that  will  come  in  force  in  the 
next  year.  Therefore  the  disqualifica- 
tion is  for  one  year. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON :  But  if  he 
be  upon  the  Eegister  and  receives  medi- 
cal relief,  will  it  affect  his  right  to  vote? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jahes)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  got  hold  of  a  moot  point,  which  has 
given  the  Judges  some  trouble.  It 
comes  within  what  is  known  as  the 
Petersfield  case.  The  Ballot  Act  says 
that  the  Eegister  shall  be  conclusive; 
but  the  question  is  whether  it  is  a  dis- 
qualification or  a  prohibition  to  vote, 
and  there  is  great  doubt  upon  the  sub- 
ject. My  own  opinion  is  that  it  is  a 
disqualification  merely,  and  that  the 
voter  would  be  entitled  to  vote ;  but  I 
do  not  give  that  opinion  with  any  con- 
fidence. 

EGYPT  (WAR   IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
FIGHTING  NEAR  SUAKIN. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  in  accordance  with  the  policy  an- 
nounced in  presenting  the  Estimate  for 
the  Vote  of  Credit  that  the  engagement 
of  5th  May  took  place  at  the  viUage  of 
DaUidol,  in  which  an  encampment  of 
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Arabs  with  their  women  and  children 
and  their  flocks  was  attacked  by  General 
Graham,  and  150  men  killed,  though  it 
is  alleged  by  eye  witnesses  that  **  they 
never  made  any  serious  attempt  at  a 
stand?" 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statements  of  a  ''correspondent" 
in  The  Times  of  7th  May,  dated  6th 
May:- 

"Daylight  broke  almost  imperceptibly.  Wo 
wero  nearer  the  Tillage  of  Dhakool,  when  the 
friendlj  tcouti  came  running  in  with  the  news 
tbat  the  Inhabitants  were  at  prayer,  and  that  if 
ve  attacked  at  once  we  should  catch  them. 
General  Graham  poshed  on  with  a  troop  of  the 

Bengal     Lancers The  enemy  fled    on 

eamels  in  all  directions,  and  the  Mounted  In- 
hntrj  and  the  Camel  Corps,  coming  up,  gare 
ehase.  Some  two  hundred  attempted  to  stand, 
and  showed  a  disposition  to  come  at  us,  but 
eridently  lost  heart  and  disappeared,  not  before 

bating    at  least  twenty  men  killed It 

was  corioas  to  witness  the  desperate  eflforts  of 
the  enemy  to  drive  their  flocks  up  the  steep 
mountain  side,  turning  now  and  again  to  flre 
on  the  Bengal  Lancers.  The  '  friendlies '  tried 
to  out  off  the  flocks,  and  succeeded  in  capturing 

some  hundreds  of  animals The  tillage 

was  looted  and  burnt We  also  de- 
stroyed   the  well  with  gun  cotton But 

lor  our  being  unaware  of  the  existence  of  some 
Barrow  hilloek  walks,  up  which  the  enemy  retired, 
we  might  have  exterminated  them.  Our  loss  has 
hitberto  beeo  only  two  Mounted  Infantry  men 

woooded We  bate  done  the  enemy  all 

the  harm  wa  could;  thus  fulfilling  the  primary 
object  of  war  ; " 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  approTe  of  this  mode  of  carrying 
on  waiiare;  and,  if  not,  whether  im- 
mediate orders  will  be  sent  to  the  com- 
manders of  the  English  forces  in  the 
Ticinity  of  Suakin,  ordering  their  im- 
mediate cessation  ? 

Mb,  W.  J.  CORBET  wished,  before 
Ae  noble  X/ord  answered  the  Questions, 
to  ask  whether  it  was  true  that  Her 
Uajesty  had  telegraphed  to  General 
Grahaoi  coog^atolating  him  on  this 
massacre  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  am  afraid  I  can  add  but  little  on  this 
sabject  to  what  I  stated  yesterday. 
Brnoe  Questions  were  then  put  I  have 
carefally  examined  the  official  despatch, 
and  also  all  the  accounts  of  the  opera- 
tions which  were  given  by  correspon- 
dents; and  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
object  of  the  operations  is  perfectly 
dmty  and  that  it  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  declaration  made  by  my  right 


hon.  Friend  in  laying  the  Vote  of  Credit 
on  the  Table.  I  have  referred  to  that 
statement,  and  I  find  that  it  was  as  I 
stated  yesterday  from  recollection  — 
namely,  that  the  Suakin  Eailway  would 
be  continued  to  a  point  which  would  be 
decided  on,  in  consultation  with  the 
Military  Authorities,  as  being  the  best 
for  the  troops.  Therefore  no  pledge 
was  given ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly intimated  that  the  progress  of 
the  railway  was  not  to  be  immediately 
stopped.  It  appears  from  the  official 
despatch  that  the  force  at  this  place  was 
the  only  organized  force  of  the  enemy 
which  seemed  to  be  in  existence ;  and  it 
appears  from  special  correspondents'  re- 
ports that  it  is  believed  that  it  is  this 
tribe  which  has  been  engaged  in  making 
constant  attacks  upon  the  railway,  and 
upon  the  troops  employed  in  guarding 
it.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  seems 
to  me  to  have  been  a  perfectly  legitimate 
operation  on  the  part  of  General  Graham 
to  make  an  expedition  against  this  place, 
and  to  disperse  this  force,  and  thus,  so 
far  as  it  was  in  his  power,  to  obviate 
the  necessity  of  further  fighting.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  telegram 
spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow. 

Mr.  HEALT  :  May  I  ask  if  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  the  newspaper  correspon- 
dents are  prevented  by  the  Press  censor- 
ship from  forwarding  certain  details  ? 

Me.  MACARTNEY :  Is  it  the  case,  as 
stated  in  the  papers  this  morning,  that 
an  attack  was  made  on  General  Gra- 
ham's troops  when  returning  with  the 
cattle,  which  were  recaptured  by  the 
Arabs  and  again  retaken  by  the  British? 

The  Maequbss  of  HAETINGTON : 
I  have  seen  these  statements ;  but  they 
do  not  appear  to  me  in  any  degree  to 
affect  the  answer  I  have  just  given.  It 
is  perfectly  well  known  that  telegrams 
sent  by  correspondents  are  under  Press 
censorship.  I  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  that  censorship  has  been  exercised 
for  any  other  purpose  than  that  of  pre- 
venting intelligence  from  being  sent,  the 
communication  of  which  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment consider  it  to  be  within  the  opera- 
tions of  legitimate  warfare  to  loot  and 
bum  villages  and  destroy  wells  ? 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  could  state  whether  the  camp  at- 
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tacked  was  an  ordinary  camp  of  Arabs 
and  their  families ;  and  whether  he  was 
in  a  position  to  say  how  many  women 
and  children  were  killed  during  the 
attack? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTOX  : 
I. have  no  reason  to  think  that  any 
women  and  children  were  killed  at  all. 
According  to  the  Report  of  General 
Graham  the  number  of  the  enemy  killed 
was  50.  As  regards  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  of  course 
it  is  a  great  subject  of  regret  that  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  should  have  to  be 
taken ;  but  I  apprehend  that  they  are  in- 
separable from  warfare.  The  object  of 
the  operations  apx>ears  to  have  been  to 
break  up  a  concentration  of  tribes 
threateniug  the  security  of  the  line  and 
of  the  troops  guarding  it.  The  object 
of  any  measures  taken  appears  to  have 
been  to  prevent  a  renewed  concentration 
which  it  would  have  been  necessary  to 
deal  with,  thereby  involving  loss  of 
life,  not  only  to  many  of  our  troops,  but 
also  to  the  enemy. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREL.\ND)— THE 
TUBBERCURRY  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  with  refercDce  to 
the  repeated  promises  of  the  Gov^^m- 
ment  that  they  would  proceed  to  dis- 
charge the  costs  of  the  defence  in  the 
Tubberourry  cases,  and  especially  with 
regard  to  the  last  assurance  in  the  House 
that  this  obligation  would  be  immedi- 
ately discharged,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  costs  have  not  yet  been  paid ;  and, 
if  the  Government  will  fix  a  day  beyond 
which  they  will  guarantee  that  this  legal 
debt  shall  not  remain  unsettled '? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  payment  was  issued  to 
the  solicitor  of  the  prisoners  on  the  21st 
of  March  ;  and  if  he  had  not  received  it, 
it  was  his  own  fault. 

Mr.   SEXTON:     By  whom  was  it 

The'  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  By  order  of 
the  Treasury. 

THE   UNITED    STATES  — MR.    KEELY, 
THE  AMERICAN  MINISTER  AT 
VIENNA. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State   for   Foreign  Affairs, 

Mr,  O'Kelhj 


{COMMONS}        In/fammatory 

Whether  any  represen 
the  nomination  of  Mi 
President  and  Senate 
States,  to  act  as  Amei 
Vienna,  has  been  mad 
the  British  Govemme 
Members  or  apreuts  ? 

Lord  EDMOXD  F 
No,  Sir;  no  such  re] 
been  made. 

1^)0R  LAW— ELKXT105 
— MARYLElluN 

Mr.  T.  p.  (.ra  »NN(. 
cretary  to  the  Local  Gc 
Why  so  many  vot-.rs 
voters,  entitled  to  vote 
elections  have  not  he* 
voting;  papers  at  the  n 
Marylcbone  Union ;  ^ 
cases,  voting  papers  wi 
lish  and  refused  to  Irii 
the  same  house  and  h 
same  qualification ;  an 
things  exists,  what  of  Ik 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUS 
received  no  complaint 
of  the  rodent  election 
Marj-lobouo.  The  I 
with  whom  wo  have  coi 
the  question,  states  tb 
titled  to  vote  was  refus 
that  he  has  no  know 
tionality  of  the  voters  ; 
tinction  whatever  was 
of  the  votinp  papers, 
of  any  complaint  on  t) 

Mr.  t.  p.  O'CON: 
the  hon.  Member  the 
voters  of  Irish  natioi 
receive  their  voting  pi 

ireland— inflam 

guac;k-mr.  wi 

ston,  inspe 

FISHKIJ 
Mr.  SEXTON  aske 
tary  to  the  Lord  Liou 
What  decision  hud  be 
Irish  Government  in 
William  Johnston,  Ins; 
with  regard  to  his  pie 
and  his  recent  public 
Mr.  CAMPBELL-r 
promised  the  hon.  nnc 
for  Mouaghan  (Mr.  IL 
answer  a  Question  by 
ject  on  Monday  next. 


whether  he  is  willing  j 
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bat  I  should  prefer  to  wait  till  the  day 
that  has  been  named. 

BOYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY— CASE 
OP  CONSTABLE  DEOLIN. 

Mb.  HEAIiY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  compensation  has  been  awarded, 
as  promised,  to  the  eleven  young  men 
falsely  arrested  in  Kerry  for  the  shoot- 
ing of  the  bailiff  who  was  killed  by  the 
discharge  of  the  rifle  of  Constable  Deolin, 
and  when  and  where  will  the  latter  be 
tried? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
If  the  hon.  and  lecuned  Member  will 
pat  }nB  Question  as  to  compensation  on 
Tuesday  next,  I  hope  to  be  then  in  a 
position  to  give  him  a  definite  answer. 
As  regards  his  other  point,  Ex-Constable 
Deolm  will  be  tried  at  the  Summer  As- 
sizes at  Tralee. 

RUSSIA— CONSCRIPTION  IN  THE 
CAUCASUS. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AiSairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
rsmment  have  received  any  informa- 
tion relative  to  the  substitution  by  the 
Bussian  Goyemment  in  the  Caucasus  of 
a  system  of  conscription  for  the  former 
sjstem  of  voluntary  enlistment  for  the 
Army;  and,  whether  any  report  has 
been  received  on  the  subject  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg, 
or  any  of  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  or 
Consular  agents  in  Bussia  or  Turkey  ? 

Loan  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
ABeport  on  the  subject  was  received 
Isst  year;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  informed  that  any 
decision  on  the  subject  has  as  yet  been 
imved  at.  It  is  not  usual,  however,  to 
lay  Papers  relating  to  military  matters. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  MALT  TAX  AND 
BEEWEBS'  LICENCE  DUTY. 

8iB  ABTHXJB  BASS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
eeUorof  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
iacadenoe  of  the  Malt  Tax  and  Brewers' 
lieenee  was,  as  settled  by  Act,  22«.  H^d. 
oa  a  quarter  of  barley,  but  in  effect, 
owing  to  the  outcast,  not  more  than  22i. ; 
whether  the  payments  to  the  Bevenue, 
under  the  present  Beer  Duty,  are  fully 
S«.  per  quArter  of  barley  in  excess  of 
those  nnaer  the  Malt  Tax  and  Brewers' 


Licence  Duty ;  whether,  under  the  pro- 
posed increased  Duty,  this  excess  of  28, 
will  not  be  raised  to  over  6».,  or  about 
27  per  cent,  more  than  the  old  Duties ; 
and,  whether  this  great  increase  is  to  be 
retained  in  permanence,  or  is  only  in- 
tended to  be  imposed  as  a  temporary 
expedient  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  :  The  Duty  on  malt 
and  the  cost  of  the  brewers'  licence 
amounted  nominally  to  22«.  %id,  on  a 
quarter  of  barley ;  but  the  incidence  of 
the  Malt  Tax,  such  as  the  cost  of  Excise 
restrictions  on  the  maker  of  malt  and 
the  interest  on  the  duty,  raised  the 
burden  upon  the  maltster  and  the  brewer 
to  249.  6id,  There  are  no  means  of  de- 
termining the  advantage  to  the  maltster 
by  the  outcast  above  the  quantity  of 
malt  on  which  duty  was  charged;  but 
it  varied  with  the  barley  season,  and 
with  the  quality  of  the  barley  used. 
Taking  the  entire  charge  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  outcast  on  the  malt  used 
by  the  brewer  was  inconsiderable.  As 
I  have  already  explained,  the  payments 
under  the  present  Beer  Duty  are  not  2«. 
per  quarter  in  excess  of  those  under  the 
Malt  Tax  and  brewers'  licence,  nor  will 
those  at  the  new  rate  be  6^.  in  excess. 
Calculations,  based  on  the  Betums  made 
by  the  brewers  themselves,  show  that 
the  Beer  Duty  at  6«.  Zd.  did  not  exceed 
the  calcidated  burden  of  the  old  taxes. 
I  am  sure  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
expect  me  to  give  a  serious  reply  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  his  Question.  We  all 
must  hope  that  this,  and  similar  in- 
creases of  indirect  taxation,  will  not  be 
permanent. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  ALLEGED  MASSACRE  AT  KHAR. 
TOUM. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
account,  by  one  of  General  Gordon's 
soldiers,  in  The  Daily  New8  yesterday,  of 
the  general  massacre  of  the  loyal  in- 
habitants of  Khartoum,  and  especially 
to  the  following  passages  :-:- 

"  And  now  fearful  scenes  took  place  in  every 

house   and  building Men  were  slain, 

shrieking  for  mercy  ;  women  and  children  were 
carried  off,  to  be  sold  as  slaves  to  the  Bisharin 
merchants.  This  fighting  and  spilling  of  blood 
continued  till  the  sun  rode  high  in  the  sky. 
I  hear  it  said  there  was  no  massacre  at 


the  taking  of  Khartoum.    They  lie  who  say  so, 
and  are  in  league  with  Mahomet  Aohmet :  'k  iC 


and  are  in  league  with  Mahomet  Aohmet ;  '5iJ 
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and,  whether  he  still  has  any  grounds 
for  adhering  to  his  statement  that  there 
was  no  considerable  effusion  of  blood  at 
the  fall  of  Khartoum,  and  that  no  very 
considerable  body  of  the  population  ever 
attached  themselves  to  General  Gordon  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  read  the 
paper  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
fers— and  no  doubt  it  is  an  interesting 
one — on  the  subject.  The  matter  is  one 
which  might  be  noticed  in  debate ;  but 
I  have  not  the  least  inteution  of  entering 
upon  it  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
that,  in  view  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  repeat  a 
Question  which  he  put  the  other  day. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  three  times 
stated  that  there  was  no  considerable 
effusion  of  blood  at  the  fall  of  Khar- 
toum, and  that  no  considerable  body  of 
the  population  attached  themselves  to 
General  Gordon.  Would  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister lay  before  the  House  the  evidence 
or  the  ground  on  which  he  had  formed 
that  opinion  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  to  repeat 
the  answer  I  have  already  given. 

PABLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— THE  WHITSUNTIDE 

HOLIDAYS. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
Question  with  regard  to  which  there  is 
some  interest  felt— namely.  Whether  he 
is  prepared  to  give  us  any  information 
as  to  the  Whitsuntide  holidays  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  already 
consulted  with  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Bichard  Grosvenor) ;  and  we  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that,  if  agree- 
able to  the  House,  the  best  way  would 
be  to  continue  the  Evening  Sittings  of  the 
House  as  usual  until  the  Thursday  before 
Whit  Sunday,  and  take  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Friday,  the  22nd,  when  the 
adjournment  would  be  moved  to  the 
Thursday  week  following.  [Crw  of 
'*  Oh ! "  and  "  Fortnight !  '\]  I  may  now 
state  also  that  it  has  not  been  possible 
to  print  and  get  out  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue -^IHf  and  that  it  will 
not  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  until 
the  beginning  of  next  week— we  hope 
Monday.  We  cannot,  therefore,  ex- 
pect the  House  to  take  it  on  Thursday, 
and  consequently  we  will  postpone  it 
from  Thursday;  and  I  hope  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  be  in  his  place  on  Mon* 

Mr,  Ashmsad-Barthtt 


day  to  make  the  proper  arrangements 
for  bringing  it  on.  With  respect  to 
Thursday,  we  propose  to  introduce  a 
Resolution  necessary  as  the  foundation 
for  the  Bill  for  making  the  usual  pro- 
vision in  conformity  with  precedent 
for  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Princess 
Beatrice  on  the  happy  occasion  of  her 
marriage.  After  that  subject  is  dis- 
posed of — and  probably  it  will  not  take 
a  long  time— my  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  will  ask  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Crofters  Bill  for  Scotland,  which 
is  a  question  of  great  importance. 

THE  PAPAL  SEE— DIPLOMATIC  COM- 
MUNICATIONS WITH  THE  VATICAN 
-MR.  ERRINGTON. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
asked,  Whether  it  was  true  that  Mr. 
Errington  had  left  Rome ;  whether  he 
had  been  recalled  by  the  Govemmeut ;  or 
whether  he  had  been  merely  directed  to 
repair  to  the  Metropolis  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  express 
my  obligations  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
having  given  me  information  of  which 
I  was  not  previously  aware.  I  had 
no  idea  that  Mr.  IbrriDgton  had  left 
Rome ;  but  if  he  has,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  considerations  which  induced 
him  to  do  so  have  been  amply  sufficient. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  definitely, 
«*  Yes  "  or  "No,"  whether^Mr.  Erring- 
ton  had  been  sent  to  Rome  for  the  par- 
pose  of  making  any  representations  in 
favour  of  or  against  any  particular 
Bishop  for  the  See  of  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  this  Question  had 
been  definitely  answered.  [**  Never ! " 
and  **  When  ?  "]  I  believe  I  have  stated 
everything  I  know  about  the  subject. 
Certainly,  before  I  could  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  any  further  answer,  I  must 
make  inquiry ;  an4  therefore  I  must  ask 
that  the  Question  should  be  put  on  the 
Paper,  to  give  me  an  opportunity  of 
communicatiug  with  my  noble  Friend. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  wiU  ask 
the  Question  on  Monday. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  if  the 
only  answer  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
was  not  that  no  representations  were 
made  in  favour  of  any  Prelate  ?  He  did 
not  say  that  there  were  not  any  repre- 
sentations made  against  any  Prelate. 

[No  reply.] 
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that  the  Irish  popalation  in  England 
and  Scotland  would  obtain  but  a  soant 
representation  in  that  House. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  observed 
that  under  the  Bill  the  2,000,000  of 
Irishmen  in  England  would  only  be  able 
to  return  one  Member  to  that  House^ 
while  the  few  Protestants  in  Ireland 
would  be  able  to  return  25  Members. 
He  should  support  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause it  would  do  something  towards 
giving  some  of  the  Irish  residents  in 
England  representation. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Members  for 
Liverpool  were  the  only  opponents  of 
the  Amendment,  and  surely  iiieir  oppo- 
sition did  not  constitute  a  dissent  which 
ought  to  govern  the  intelligence  and 
will  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.  The  question  was  whether 
the  Amendment  did  or  did  not  improve 
the  Commissioners'  scheme.  He  main- 
tained that  it  improved  the  scheme,  for 
it  brought  together  populations  of  similar 
pursuits.  In  Ireland  the  Government 
had  taken  1,000,000  of  people,  and  in 
all  debates  and  discussions  held  them 
apart  as  people  of  a  certain  creed  or  of 
certain  opinions,  sometimes  as  Pro- 
testants and  more  times  as  Loyalists, 
and  to  this  1,000,000  of  people  25  to  30 
Members  had  been  given.  To  the 
2,000,000  of  Irish  in  England,  who  were 
far  more  distinct  from  the  rest  of  the 
population  than  that  1,000,000  in  Ire- 
land, only  about  one  Member  would  be 
given  for  one  of  the  divisions  of  London. 
He  could  well  understand  that  neither 
the  Liberals  nor  the  Tories  were  willing 
to  enable  the  Irish  population  in  Eng- 
land to  return  Members  to  that  House, 
because  they  could  never  calculate  upon 
which  way.  such  Members  would  vote. 


PABLIAMENTARY  ELECrnONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBTJTION)  BHiL.— [Bill  134.] 

[Mr,  OlaittoM,  The  Marquest  of  Bartington^ 
Sir  ChMrlet  IF,  BiVee,  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
The  Lard  Advocate,  Mr,  CamphelUBannerman,) 

OOHSIDBBATIOir.      [tHIBD  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
Bill  [29th  April],  on  Consideration,  as 
amended. 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

hi  page  31,  oolamn  2,  line  43,  after  the  words 
'^Lime  Street  Ward,"  to  insert  the  words 
"excepting  that  portion  bounded  by  a  line 
dnwn  from  Hoss  Street  through  London  Road 
and  A^^lliam  Brown  Street  down  to  the  junction 
between  Byrom  Street  and  Old  Haymarket.'* — 
(Mr,  T,  P.  O'Connor,) 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  *'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 


Debate  re$umed. 

Mb.  BIGKJAB  said,  the  Amendment 
would  serve  to  equalize  the  population 
and  to  give  representation  to  a  consider- 
able minority.  It  was  said  that  an  Irish 
Catholic  would  be  put  forward  for  this 
division  as  it  at  present  stood;  but  a 
man  might  be  Irish  and  Catholic  with- 
out representing  the  political  views  of 
the  Irish  people  in  that  division.  He 
had  heard  that  the  man  to  be  put  for- 
ward by  the  Liberal  Party  was  an 
imdertaker.  They  would  prefer  a  man 
belonging  to  some  other  position  in  life. 
He  contended  that  imless  this  ward  was 
limited  as  suggested  in  the  Amendment 
the  labouring  class  voters  would  be 
swamped  by  the  votes  of  wholesale 
traders. 

Mb.  JOHN  EEDMOND  said,  he 
boped  the  Government  would  not  regard 
the  discussion  as  closed.  Very  great 
interest  was  taken  in  the  matter,  not 
<alj  by  the  Irish  Members  but  by  the 
Irish  people  in  England,  whom  the  Irish 
Hembers  in  a  certain  sense  represented. 
He  thought  the  House  would  admit 
that  they  were  justified  in  making  this 
change  for  the  better  representation  of 
the  Lrish  in  England,  when  the  altera- 
tion did  not  in  any  sense  violate  those 
principles  which  had  been  laid  down  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Conmiissioners. 
Whi^ever  proposals  in  this  direction 
ffli^  be  accepted,  the  result  would  be 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  32 ;  Noes 
224:  Majority  192.— (Div. List, No.  160.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  37,  after  line  9»  to  insert  the  words,— 

Soathwark. 

Three  Members.    One  Member  for  each 

DiTision. 

Names  and  Contents  of  Divisions. 

No.  l.-^The  West  Dirision. 


"  The  St,  Sayioar's  District, 
and 

**  No.  1  St.  Michael's  and  No.  2  St.  Paul's  Wards 
of  the  parish  of  St.  George  the  Martyr,  South* 
wark. 


0 
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**  The  St.  0IaTe*8  District. 
"  The  parish  of  Rotherhithe, 

and 

**  No.  4  Ward  of  the  parish  of  Bermondsey. 

No.  3. — ^The  Bermondsey  Difision. 


"  No.  1,  No.  2,  and  No.  3  Wards  of  Bermond- 
107  parish. 

''No.  3  St.  Geor^'s  Ward  of  the  parish  of  St. 
George  the  Martyr,  Southwark."— (-Str  Charlei 
W,  Dilke,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  THOEOLD  EOGEES,  who  had 
an  alternative  scheme,  objected  to  the 
proposed  division  on  the  ground  of  the 
inequalii^  of  population  between  the 
several  divisions.  Bermondsej  would 
have  upwards  of  84,000,  whereas  the 
two  other  divisions  would  only  have 
between  67,000  and  69,000.  This  was 
a  departure  from  the  principle  on  which 
the  Bill  was  based.  He  would  not, 
however,  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

In  line  1,  oolonm  3,  by  leading  oat  the  word 
-  East/'  and  inserting  the  word  *<  Rotherhithe," 
-^Mr.  Edward  Clarke,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 


Question 


'That  the  word 


'  East '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,'' put,  and  n$gaUv$d. 

The  word  "  Botherhithe  "  inserted. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BBYOE  proposed,  in  page  37,  at 
the  end,  to  insert  an  Amendment  which 
he  said  was  received  with  general  favour 
in  the  Tower  Hamlets.  He  thought 
that  in  the  case  of  boroughs  it  was 
better  to  have  local  names  taken  from 
places  already  known  rather  than  from 
points  of  the  compass,  and  the  names  he 
now  proposed  were  well-known  in  East 
London,  while  some  of  them  also  pos- 
sessed literary  or  historical  interest. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  Schedule  6,  page  37.  at  end,  insert, — 
Tower  Hamlets. 
Seven  Members.    One  Member  for  each  Dirision. 
Names  and  Contents  of  Divisions. 

No.  1.— The  Whiteobapel  Division. 

"  The  Whiteohapel  District. 

No.  2.— The  St  George  Division. 

''The  parish  of  St.  Georgt-in-the-Eiit  and 
the  parish  of  Wappin^. 


"  The  Limehoase  District,  except  the  parish  of 
Wapping. 

No.  4.— The  Mile  End  Division. 


"  North  Ward  and  East  Ward  of  the  Hamlet 
of  Mile  End  Old  Town. 

No.  5.— The  Stepnej  Division. 


"  Centre  Ward,  West  Ward,  and  Sonth  Ward 
of  the  Hamlet  of  Mile  End  Old  Town. 

No.  6.^The  Bow  and  Bromlej  Division. 


'<The  parish  of  St.  Mary  Stratford-)e-Bow, 
and 

«  The  parish  of  Bromlej  St.  Leonard,  ezoept 
so  much  as  is  comprised  in  Division  No.  7»  as 
herein  described. 

No.  7.— The  Poplar  Division. 

"The  parish  of  Poplar,  and  so  much  of  the 
parish  of  Bromlej  St.  Leonard  as  lies  to  the  east 
and  south  of  a  line  drawn  from  the  boundary  of 
the  parish  of  All  Saints,  Poplar,  along  the  oentro 
of  the  present  North  London  Railway  to  a  point 
opposite  the  centre  of  Bright  Street;  tbsooo 
eastward,  along  the  centres  of  Blight  Street  and 
Dewberry  Street,  to  Brunswick  Road;  thenoa 
northward,  along  the  centre  of  Brunswick  Road, 
to  the  centre  of  Loohnager  Street ;  and  thenoe, 
along  the  centre  of  Lochnager  Street  and  the 
continuation  of  the  centre  line  of  that  street,  to 
the  parish  boundary  in  Bow  Creek." — (Mr, 
Bryee.) 

Questiony  ''That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Ohablbs  W. 
Dilke,  the  following  Amendment  was 
agreed  to: — 

In  Schedule  6,  page  38,  after  line  17,  insert,— 

Westminster; 

Three  Members.    One  Member  for  eaoh 

Division. 

Names  and  Contents  of  Di?isions. 

No.  1. — The  HanoTcr  Square  Di?ision. 

<<  The  parish  of  St.  George,  IlanoTer  Square. 
No.  S.— The  Abbey  Dirision. 

« The  parishes  of  St  Margaret  and  St.  John 
the  ETangelist,  Westminster, 
and 
"The  Close  of  the  CoUegiato  Chmh  of  Si. 
Peter. 

No.  8.— The  Strand  Dirision. 


«*  The  Strand  District,  except  the  Liberty  of 
the  Rolls. 
«  The  parish  of  St.  Martin  in  the  Fields, 

and 
<*  The  parish  of  St.  James,  Westminster." 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  following 
the  course  adopted  in  some  English  and 
Scotch  cities,  he  j^roposed  to  call  the 
diTisions  of  Dubbn  Oity  after  the  his« 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


87       Parliamentary  Meetions       {May  8,  1885}  {Bedistrihution)  BiU.        38 


ioric  sites  or  buildings  in  those  divisions. 
The  Oommissioners  suggested  that  they 
should  be  called  South- West,  North- 
West,  &c.,  but  those  names  conveyed  no 
definite  idea,  and  it  should  also  be  re- 
membered that  the  divisions  of  Dublin 
County  were  named  after  the  points  of 
the  compass.  He  now  proposed  that 
«'  North- West  Dublin  "  should  be  called 
"College  Gbeen  Division,"  "North- 
East  Dublin,"  "  Dublin  Harbour  Divi- 
sion," "South-East  Dublin,"  Donny- 
brook  Division,"  and  "  South-West 
Dublin,"  "  St.  Patrick's  Division. 

Amendmmit  proposed,  in  page  42, 
line  4,  leave  out  "  North  West  Dublin," 
and  insert  "  College  Ghreen ; "  in  page 
42,  line  12,  leave  out  "North  East 
Dublin,"  and  insert "  Dublin  Harbour;" 
in  page  42,  line  26,  leave  out "  South 
East  Dablin,"  and  insert "  Donnybrook;" 
in  page  42,  line  37,  leave  out  "  South 
West  Dublin,"  and  insert  "St.  Pat- 
rick's."— (Jfr.  Sexton.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  beleft  out  stand  part  of  the  Schedule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agned  to. 

SEVENTH  SCHEDULE. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eaikes,  Amend- 
ments made,  in  page  45,  line  22,  by 
leaving  out  "  or  Lmndeilo ;"  in  page  45, 
line  29,  by  leaving  out "  or  St.  Clears." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bathbokb, 
Amendments  made,  in  page  46,  line  4, 
after  "  Southern,"  by  inserting  "  or 
Eifion;"  in  page  46,  line  11,  after 
"  Northern,"  by  inserting  "  or  "  Arfon." 

Mb.  BATKES  said,  that  the  next 
batdi  of  Amendments  which  stood  in 
his  name  referred  to  the  county  of 
Chester.  The  names  of  the  difiPerent 
points  of  the  compass  had  been  applied 
in  other  counties,  and  he  proposed  that 
they  should  be  adopted  in  the  case  of 
the  divisions  of  the  county  of  Chester. 
He  moved  that  the  1st  division,  which 
was  now  named  Wirrall,  should  be  called 
the  North- Western,  or  Wirrall  Division. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  46, 
line  18,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"The,"  the  words  "North  Western  or." 
-(JI6-.  Baiiei.) 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  naming  the 
divisions  of  Chester  according  to  the 
points  of  the  compass,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  that  the  single  names 
should  be  retained. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  did  not  pro* 
pose  to  press  the  next  two  Amendments, 
but  he  desired  that  the  Northwich  Divi- 
sion should  be  named  Mid.  He  thought 
that  Northwich  would  very  likely  be 
confounded  with  Norwich,  and  to  prevent 
confusion  he  hoped  that  his  Amendment 
would  be  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  47, 
line  10,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
"Northwich,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"Mid," — {Mr.  RaiheSy ) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'Northwich'  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  had  been  requested  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Cheshire 
(Mr.  ToUemache),  who  was  not  able 
to  be  present  to-day,  to  say  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  very  strongly 
objected  to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  himself  thought  that 
there  was  no  fear  of  any  confusion  of 
the  names  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  11,  after  the  word  "Eskdale,"  by 
leaving  out  the  word  "  Ward,"  and  in- 
serting the  words  "  or  Brampton,"— 
{Mr.  Waugh,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  word  *Ward* 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  11,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
"  Allerdale  Ward  below  Derwent,"  and 
inserting  the  word  "  Wigton," — (Mr. 
Waughf) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  otit  stand  pai^  of 
the  Schedule." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  Id,  by  insertmg,  after  the  word 
"  described,"  the  words  "  The  parish  or 
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townsliip  of  Ou^terside  and  Allerby, 
in  the  Sessional  Division  of  Derwent." 
^(Mr.  Waugh.y 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  15,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "  Mid," 
and  inserting  the  word  "Eastern," — 
{Mr,  Raikes,) — instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  word  "Mid" 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  49, 
line  19,  by  leaving  out  the  woia  "  Blen- 
oogo."— (ifr.  Waugh.) 

♦  Question,  "That  the  word  "Blen- 
cogo  "  stand  part  part  of  the  Schedule," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  50, 
line  10,  by  leavinjg^  out  the  words 
"  High  Peak,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"Northern,"— (&r  £ardleg  Wilmot,)-' 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  High  Peak '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

LoBD  EDWARD  CAVENDISH  said, 
the  feeling  in  the  division  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  name  High  Peak. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  50) 
line  18,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "  Ches- 
terfidd,"  and  inserting  the  word  "  East- 
em,"  —  {Admiral  J^trtoHy)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 

*  Chesterfield '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  50, 
line  18,  by  insertmg,  after  the  word 
"  The,"  the  words  "  Eastern  or."— (ifr. 
Raikee.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  *  Eastern 
or '  be  tiiere  inserted,"  put,  and  nega- 
Und. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  51, 
line  19,  by  insertmg,  after  the  word 
"  The,"  the  word  "  Orediton."— (Ifr. 
Johuon.) 


Question,  "  That  the  word  '  Crediton 
be  there  inserted  "  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Word  inserted  accordingly. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  56, 
line  89,  by  inserting,  after  ^e  word 
"The,"  the  words  "Western  or."— 
{Mr.  Raikee.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Colonel  KENNAED  moved,  in 
page  57,  line  38,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"New  Forest,"  and  insert  "South 
Western  or  Lymington."  He  observed 
that  only  a  part  of  the  forest  came  into 
the  division,  and  the  most  important 
populous  places  were  not  within  the 
forest  at  all.  Lymington,  which  was  the 
most  important  place,  was  quite  three 
miles  firom  the  forest. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  57, 
line  38,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
"  New  Forest,"  and  inserting  the  words 
"  South  Western  or  Lymington," — 
{Colonel  Kennard,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  New  Forest '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  keep  the  name  of  New  Forest  for 
this  division,  but  he  would  suggest  that 
Lymington  might  be  adopted  as  tiie 
alternative  name. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  said, 
that  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  had 
been  strongly  in  favour  of  the  name  of 
New  Forest  without  any  alternative. 
As  to  the  adoption  of  Lymington  as  an 
alternative  name,  he  could  see  no  rea- 
son in  favour  of  the  double  name  for  the 
division. 

Question  put,  and  e^reed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  57, 
line  38,  by  insertmg,  after  the  word 
"  Forest,"  the  words  "or  Lymington." 
—{Colonel  Zennard.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  'or 
Lymington '  oe  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided  :—Aje%  64;  Noes 
92:  Majority  28.— (Div.  List,  No.  161.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 
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Mb.  SLAGG  moved  to  amend  the  Bill 
by  again  changing  South-East  Lanca- 
Bhire  Division  of  Famworth-cum-Bad- 
difTe  to  Badoliffe-cnm-Famworth.  In 
the  Bill  as  on^ally  introduced  the 
name  stood  as  Kadcliffe  alone,  but  it 
was  amended  after  some  discussion,  and 
the  name  of  Badoliffe,  the  most  ancient 
and  important  place  in  the  district,  was 
placed  at  the  end  of  the  designation. 
That  was  not  a  satisfactory  alteration 
in  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  he  would  therefore  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  responsible 
for  the  change  from  the  original  Bill  to 
allow  the  name  to  be  rechanged. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  63, 
line  9,  by  leaving  out  the  words  **  Fam- 
w<»th-cam-Eadcli£re,"  and  inserting  the 
words  '*  Radclitfe-cum-Fam  worth," — 
(J^.  Slagg^) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
'  Famworth-cum-Badcliffe '  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  said,  that  the 
Famworth  people  desired  their  name 
to  come  first.  He  should  oppose  the 
Amendment  unless  a  general  feeling 
was  ^own  by  the  House  in  its  favour. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  58;  Noes 
65 :  Majority  7.— (Div.  List,  No.  162.) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  'Bad- 
diffe-oum-Famworth '  be  there  in- 
serted," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sib  OHAELES  W-  I^HiKE  said, 
they  now  came  to  Leicestershire,  as  to 
which  there  was  some  difficulty  locally 
in  coming  to  an  agreement.  The  matter 
had  been  referred  to  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, and  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  a  number  of  Amendments  to  carry 
out  their  recommendations.  These  pro- 
posed alterations  had  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Manners). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  W. 
DtLKE.  the  following  Amendments 
made  : — Page  64,  line  15,  after  "No. 
18,"  insert  "  and  Division  No.  21 ; " 
line  24,  at  end  of  line,  insert  **and  so 
mnch  of  the  parish  of  Eccleston  as  is 
comprised  in  the  Sessional  Division  of 
Prescot;"  line  41,  after  "East  Nor- 
ton," insert  *'  except  so  much  as  is  com- 
frised  in  Division  No.  4,  as  herein  de- 


scribed ; "  line  43,  after  '*  Beeby,"  insert 
"Belgrave,  Birstall;"  line  46,  after 
**Sy8ton,"  leave  out  "and;"  line  46, 
after  "Thumby," insert  "andWanlip;" 
lines  47  and  48,  leave  out  "  Barrow  on 
Soar,  Burton  on  Wolds ; "  line  48,  leave 
out  "Cotes,  Hoton,  Prestwold;"  line 
49,  leave  out  "  Walton  on  Wolds,  and 
Wimeswould;"  line  48,  after  "Sea- 
grave,"  insert  "  and ; "  page  65,  line  8, 
leave  out  "BirstaU;"  fine  9,  after 
"  Eatby,"  insert  "  and ; "  leave  outlines 
10  and  11 ;  line  10,  leave  out  "  so  much 
of;"  line  10,  leave  out  from  "Bel- 
grave,"  to  the  end  of  line  11 ;  after  line 
21,  insert  as  a  new  line — 

**  And  the  parishes  in  the  Sessional  Division  of 
East  Norton — of  Blaston,  Bringhurst,  Cranoe, 
Drayton,  Glooston,  Great  Easton,  Hallaton, 
Uominghold,  Nevill  Holt,  Stockerstoo,  and  Stoke 
Dry  with  Holy  Oaks ; " 

and  in  page  66,  lines  30  and  31,  leave 
out  "  Holland  Fen,"  and  insert — 

"  Oopping  Syke,  Drainage  Marsh,  Ferry  Comer 
Plot,  Gibbet  Hills,  Great  Beats,  Little  Beats, 
Great  Brand  End  Plot,  Little  Brand  End  Plot, 
Hart's  Grounds,  Mown  Rakes,  North  Fortyfoot 
Bank,  Pelham's  Lands,  Royalty  Farm,  Seren 
Acres,  South  of  the  Witham." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Finch-Hatton, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — Page 
66,  line  38,  after  "  HoDand,"  insert  *'  or 
Spalding." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  73,  line 
35,  bv  leaving  out  the  words  '^  and  the 
parisn  in  the  Sessional  Division  of  Wells 
— Binegar."— (ifr.  Riohard  Paget.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
to  De  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause by  taking  the  parish  of  Binegar 
out  of  the  division  two  large  parishes, 
having  a  population  of  5,000,  would 
be  thereby  isolated  from  their  proper 
division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :'^A.jeQ  62  ;  Noes 
28  ;  Majority  34.-^(Div.  list,  No.  163.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  78, 
line  38,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"  The,"  the  words  '*  North  Western  or." 
—{Mr.  Richard  Paget.) 

Question,  '^That  the  words  'North 
Western  or'  be  there  inserted,"  put, 
and  negatived.  ^^ 


O&er  Ammdments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  77,  line 
5,  by  leaving  out  the  words  **  and  the 
corporate  town  of  Aldeburgh." — {Mr. 
ThomhiU.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule/' put,  and  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  84, 
line  8,  by  inserting,  at  the  end,  the 
words  ^'Hazlewood  with  Storiths  and 
Beamsley."— (iS^  Matthew  WiUon.) 
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question  to  think  of  working  tiie  elec- 
tion tiiere.  Batley  had  a  grammar 
school,  to  which  the  people  of  Moriev 
sent  their  children  to  be  educated. 
Morley,  as  he  had  said,  was  in  the  parish 
of  Batley,  and  in  a  remote  part  of  it. 
In  former  times,  it  was  under  the  eccle- 
siastical jurisdiction  of  the  Yicar  of  Bat- 
ley, and  a  part  of  it  was  so  stilL  He  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon)  had  no  wish  to  say  a 
woid  in  disparagement  of  Morley^  or  of 
disrespect  to  its  inhabitants,  ^ut  in 
considering  the  relative  claims  of  the 
two  towns,  it  was  impossible  not  to  see 
that  Modey  was  altogether  inferior  to 
Badey,  and  in  some  respects  subordinate 
to  it.  He  ventured  to  affirm  that  the 
claim  of  Batley  to  give  the  name  to  the 
division  was  overwhelming  in  compari- 
son with  that  of  Morley.  But  it  was 
said  that  Batley  was  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary borough  of  Dewsbury,  and  that, 
thOTefore,  it  ought  not  to  give  the  name 
to  the  division.  He  thought  there  was 
no  vdidity  in  that  argument.  Was  it 
right,  he  asked,  that  because  the  Com- 
missioners in  1867  thought  proper  to 
divide  the  municipal  borough  in  two, 
an  important  corporate  and  commercial 
town  like  Batley,  with  a  population 
twice  that  of  Morley,  should  be  **  snuffed 
out "  as  it  were,  and  ignored  in  favour 
of  a  town  in  all  respects  inferior  to  it  ? 
If  this  were  done,  Batley  would  be  the 
only  corporate  town  in  the  Kingdom 
that  would  have  been  so  treated.  But 
that  was  not  all.  The  Instructions  to 
the  Oommissioners  were  that  they  diould 
take  into  consideration  area  as  well  as 
population.  The  parish  of  Batley  formed 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  area  of  the 
new  division,  and  the  question  arose, 
should  a  town  situate  at  an  extreme 
point  of  the  area  give  the  name,  or  the 
area  itself?  Again,  he  thought  that,  in 
a  matter  of  that  kind,  the  wuhes  of  the 
people  whom  it  concerned  should  be  con- 
sidered. The  population  of  the  new 
division  would  be  over  60,000.  Take 
away  the  15,000  in  Morley,  and  he  was 
in  condition  to  say  that  of  the  remaining 
45,000,  or  thereabouts,  the  great  majo- 
rity were  in  favour  of  Batley.  He  hiEid 
presented  Petitions  from,  he  believed, 
every  place  in  the  district,  and  from 
most  of  the  Local  Bourds  and  other 
public  bodies,  praying  that  Batley 
should  be  the  name  of  the  new  division. 
He  had  presented  no  less  than  10  that 
day.     One  Local  Board,  however,  had 


^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  Sebjeaht  SIMON,  in  moving,  in 
page  84,  line  29,  to  leave  out  **  Morley," 
and  insert  "Batley,"  so  that  the  name 
of  the  new  division  should  be  the 
"Batley  Division,"  instead  of  the  "  Mor- 
ley Division,"  said,  that  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  his  Amendment  came 
on  so  suddenly  that  he  was  afraid  the 
question  had  not  been  properly  under- 
stood. He  should,  therefore,  have  to 
occupy  the  House  a  short  time  while  he 
stated  the  case  in  support  of  his  Motion. 
The^  Boundarv  Commissioners  in  1867 
subjected  Batley  to  a  process  of  vivisec- 
tion. They  cut  it  in  two.  One  part  of  the 
municipal  borough  they  threw  into  the 
Parliamentary  borough  of  Dewsbuiy; 
the  other  part,  and  the  greater  portion 
of  the  parish  of  Batley,  uiey  threw  into 
the  county.  Morley  was  situate  in  the 
parish  of  Batley,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  good  people  of  Morley  were 
never  so  astonished  as  when  they  arose 
one  fine  morning  and  found  their  town 
famous  as  the  head  of  the  new  division. 
Morley  had  a  population  of  15,000. 
Batley,  according  to  the  Census  of  1881, 
had  between  27,000  and  28,000.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Begistrar  Oeneral's  Be- 
tums,  its  population  was  now  over 
30,000.  It  was  an  important  manu- 
facturing and  commercial  town,  having 
a  trade  with  all  parts  of  the  world. 
Batley  was  a  corporate  town;  Morley 
was  not.  Batley  had  its  own  separate 
magistracy;  Morley  had  not.  Batley 
was  a  postal  centre  ;  Morley  was  not. 
Batley  was  also  a  centre  of  railway  com- 
munication; Morley  was  not.  Batley 
was  in  a  central  part  of  the  district ; 
Morley  was  in  a  remote  part  of  it.  It 
would,  on  that  account,  be  out  of  the 
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petitioned   in   faYOur  of  both  places. 
]LaitghitrJ]    Yes,  the  Local  Board  of 
Oisett  had  petitioned  in  fayonr  both  of 
Batlej  and  Morlej.    So  far  as  he  was 
ooncemed,  therefore,  Ossett  was ''  out  of 
the  ronning,"  and  he  could  leave  the 
noble  Tiscount  (Viscount  Lewic^am)  in 
fall  possession  of    Ossett  and  all  the 
good  his  cause  could  derive  from  that 
quarter.    Without  Ossett  he  (Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Simon)  could  still  say  that  the 
mat  majority  of  the  people  of  the  new 
oivision  preferred  Ballej  to  Morley  as 
the  name  of  the  new  division,  and  he 
thought  that  the    House  would  have 
regard  to  their  wishes.    One  word  more 
and  he  should  conclude.  He  had  spoken 
of  Moiley  as  an  inferior  town  to  Batley ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  admit  that  Morley 
had  a  newspaper,  The  Morley  Observer, 
and,  of  course,  that  newspaper  upheld 
the  cause  of  Morley.    A  copy  of  it  had 
been  sent  to  him  from  Morley.    It  con- 
tained an  article  setting  forth  the  claims 
of  Morley,    and    upbraiding    Batley, 
giving  it   a  sound  rating  for  its  pre- 
sumption and  wickedness  in  seeking  to 
deprive  Morley  of  its  glory.    It  appealed 
to  Scripture  for  an  illustration  of  Bat- 
ley's  enormity.    It  compared  it  to  the 
bad  King  who  stole  his  neighbour's 
vineyard,  and  his  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon's) 
humble  self  to  the  '*  vicious  and  im- 
Bompuloas"  woman  who  was  the  in- 
famous agent  in  the  transaction.    The 
passage  was  not  long,  and  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  he  would  read  it. 
It  proceeded  thus — 

**  In  MMred  hiitory  there  is  a  record  of  a  mean 
■ad  eo?etoaa  kin^^,  who  set  his  heart  upon  a  vine- 
jard  whieh  belonged  to  a  good  and  loyal  subject, 
and  his  wicked  designs  were  aided  and  abetted  by 
a  Tieioas  and  unscrupulons  woman.  Batley's 
aetion  is  somewhat  similar  in  spirit  and  object. 
There  may  not  be  a  Jeiebel  in  the  tragedy,  but 
there  ia  an  interested  Jew,  who  does  not  scruple 
te  take  a  leading  part  in  the  shady  business  of 
'  robbing  Peter  to  pay  Paul.'  " 

He  left  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
to  determine  tmon  the  merits  of  a  case 
supported  by  that  species  of  advocacy. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  84, 
line  29,  by  leaving  out  the  word  *^  Mor- 
ley," and  inserting  the  word  "  Batley," 
-^Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,) — instead  there- 
of. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'Moriey '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

YiaoouHT  LEWISHAlt  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  find  himself  compelled  to  detain 


the  House  again  upon  this  point,  after 
the  discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place  in  Oommittee,  and  the  action  then 
taken  by  the  House.  Thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 
said  the  people  of  Morley  were  very  much 
astonished  when  they  woke  up  one 
morning,  and  found  that  their  name  had 
been  given  to  the  division ;  but  he  (Vis- 
count Lewisham)  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  that  that  suppo- 
sition was  entirely  unfounded ;  because, 
as  he  was  coming  up  to  London  by  train, 
he  was  informed  by  a  deputation,  on 
the  day  that  the  Oommissioners  met,  that 
the  people  of  Morley  had  no  doubt  that 
they  would  carry  their  point.  He  did 
not  propose  to  go  fully  into  the  details 
of  the  case  of  Morley ;  but  its  claim  was 
somewhat  similar  to  that  which  had  been 
advanced  on  behalf  of  Batley,  namely — 
on  account  of  population,  commercial 
importance,  and  historical  associations. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  told 
the  House  that  the  population  of  Batley 
was  30,000.  That  was  perfectly  true; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
ought  to  have  gone  a  little  further  and 
told  the  House  that  only  1,900  would  be 
connected  with  ;the  new  division  of  the 
county,  the  other  28,000  being  included 
in  the  borough  of  Dewsbury.  The  hon. 
Member  said  Morley  was  not  a  post 
town.  He  (Viscount  Lewisham)  always 
directed  his  letters  to  "  Morley,"  and 
they  reached  their  destination.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  himself  that  the  editor 
of  the  Morley  newspaper 'should  have 
written  the  paragraph  read  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  and  he  certainly 
found  it  impossible  to  approve  of  it. 
With  regard  to  geographical  position,  the 
House  was  told  Uiat  Morky  was  an 
out-of-the  way  town  in  a  comer  of  the 
district  of  which  Batley  was  the  centre, 
and  therefore  Morley  ought  not  to  give 
its  name  to  the  division.  But  the  same 
argument  might  also  be  used  against 
Batley,  for  it  was  six  of  one  and  half-a- 
dozen  of  the  other,  the  boundaries  of  the 
two  being  conterminous.  As  to  the  asser- 
tion that  all  the  other  towns  in  the  dis- 
trict were  in  favour  of  Batley,  the  evi- 
dence was  exactly  to  the  contrary,  and 
he  had  numerous  representations  from 
the  inhabitants,  but  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  by  reading  them. 
Dewsbury  was  itself  a  Parliamentary 
borough,  represented  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  had  decided  to 
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remain  neutral ;  and  he  (Viscount  Lew- 
isliam)  had  in  his  possession  resolutions, 
unanimously  passed  by  Local  Boards, 
Liberal  Associations,  and  in  one  case  by 
a  meeting  summoned  at  the  instigation 
of  Batley.  He  had  also  received  letters 
from  the  Liberal  and  Conservative  As- 
sociations of  all  the  towns  of  the 
division  in  favour  of  the  name  of 
Morley. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  he  had 
presented  Petitions  firom  every  part 
of  the  locality  which  went  the  other 
way. 

VisooTOT  LEWISHAM  said,  that  he 
thought  it  was  a  somewhat  vague  state- 
ment. He  asked  the  House  to  consult 
with  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district,  and  to  adhere  to  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners,  who,  after  having 
all  the  evidence  before  them,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  Morley  was  entitled 
to  give  its  name  to  the  division.  That 
verdict  had  already  been  ratified  by  the 
Committee,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would 
not  be  disturbed  by  the  House. 

SiB  ANDEEW  FAIEBAIRN,  in  op- 
posing the  Amendment,  said,  that  he 
had  received  a  number  of  letters  show- 
ing that  the  neighbouring  district  was 
very  anxious  that  the  name  of  Morley 
should  be  retained. 

Mb.  E.  A.  LEATHAM :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  sorry  to  speak  again  upon  this 
question ;  but  I  feel  very  strongly  that 
since  the  debate  in  Committee  was  taken 
upon  one  day  and  the  decision  upon  an- 
other, the  Committee  may  very  easily 
have  arrived  at  its  decision  under  an 
imperfect  apprehension  of  the  facts.  It 
wiu  be  generally  admitted  that  a  ques- 
tion like  this  might  very  fairly  be  re- 
ferred to  persons  who  are  not  only  in  a 
position  of  impartiality,  but  in  possession 
of  the  local  knowledge  which  would  lead 
them  to  a  sound  judgment;  and,  in  this 
connection,  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  when  this  question  was  last  under 
discussion,  no  single  Yorkshire  Member 
spoke  against  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon). 
The  opposition  came  from  an  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  opposes  many 
things  in  this  House — the  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton).  Every  York- 
shire Member  who  spoke,  spoke  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Motion.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  spoken  (Sir  Andrew  Fair- 
bairn)  has  spoken  in  another  tone  to- 
night, and  I  leave  the  House  to  judge 
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how  much  ardour  he  has  thrown  into 
his  cause.  Passing  to  those  who  are 
the  next  in  impartiality  among  well- 
informed  persons — I  mean  the  population 
which  belongs  to  this  division — what  do 
we  find  ?  As  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  has  conclu- 
sively shown,  the  great  preponderance  of 
opinion  is  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  The 
noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount  Lew- 
isham)  has  spoken  of  Petitions.  What 
value'  is  to  be  set  upon  Petitions,  com- 
pared with  those  deliberate  declarations 
of  responsible  public  bodies  to  which 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  referred  ? 
But,  passing  from  impartial  people,  I 
should  very  much  like  to  know  why 
Batley  itself  is  not  to  be  heard  upon  this 
question  ?  The  noble  Viscount  has  ar- 
gued as  though  Batley,  being  in  the 
borough  of  Dewsbury,  were  outside  the 
division;  and  therefore  that  the  question 
resolved  itself  simply  into  a  conflict  be- 
tween the  15,000  persons  resident  at 
Morley  and  the  2,000  persons  belonging 
to  BaUey  who  reside  outside  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough.  I  can  hardly  con- 
ceive a  more  preposterous  contention 
than  that  is.  Not  only  is  Batley  not 
outside  the  division,  but,  after  Dews- 
bury — which  is  out  of  the  running — it  is 
the  undisputed  centre  and  capital  of  the 
division ;  and  not  only  so,  but  it  swarms 
with  freeholders  whose  votes  will  be 
given  not  in  the  borough  of  Dewsbury, 
but,  as  I  hope,  in  the  division  of  Batley. 
Now,  the  only  possible  reason  why  sudi 
a  place  should  not  give  its  name  to  the 
division  is  that  it  has  already  given  its 
name  to  a  constituency.  That  is  why 
the  division  is  not  to  be  called  after 
Dewsbury.  But  the  i^oble  Viscount 
carries  that  argument  so  far  as  to  say 
that,  because  a  place  is  embraced  in  a 
Parliamentary  borough  to  which  it  does 
not  give  its  name,  therefore  it  is  to  be 
struck  out  of  the  electoral  map  alto- 
gether, and  a  remote  village,  situated  in 
one  comer  of  the  division,  and  in  one 
comer,  too,  of  the  parish  of  Batley,  is 
to  usurp  the  title  of  capital  of  the  divi- 
sion, and  that  at  the  moment  when  ve 
are  endeavouring  to  give  more  accurate 
expression  to  the  relative  importance  of 
localities.  Sir,  I  do  hope  that  the  House 
will  avail  itself  of  this  opportunity  of 
escaping  a  ridiculous  misnomer,  and  of 
restoring  its  political  identity  to  one  of 
the  most  populous  and  prosperous  places 
in  the  Kingdom* 
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Sib  0HAELE8  W.  DILKE  said, 
this  point  had  been  fully  discussed  be- 
fore, and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  dis- 
cused  at  length  again. 

Mb.  JAOKSON  said,  he  could  not 
iielp  expressing  his  surprise  that  a  man 
who  represented  a  Yorkshire  constitu- 
ency should  have  declared  before  the 
public  that  in  Yorkshire  they  could  ob- 
tain signatures  to  a  Petition  at  a  penny 
per  dozen.  He  (Mr.  Jackson)  repudiated 
the  insinuation  in  the  strongest  possible 
manner.  Anyone  [who  looked  at  the 
map  would  see  that  Batley  and  Dews- 
bury  were  practically  one.  There  could 
be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  working  the 
election  at  Morley. 

Sib  8TAFF0ED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
be  thought  it  would  be  well  for  those 
donbtful  Members  who  had  no  special 
knowledge  of  these  localities  to  support 
the  reconmiendations  of  the  Boundary 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  W.  H.  MJATHAM  said,  he 
thought  it  a  very  imusual  course  to  name 
the  division  of  a  county  after  a  portion 
of  an  existing  borough — namely,  Batley, 
which  was  represented  in  the  borough 
of  Dewsbury,  forming  nearly  half  that 
borough.  That  was  ms  objection  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dews- 
billy's  Motion,  and  his  desire  was  that 
the  name  of  Morley  should  be  retained. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  88 ;  Noes 
55:  Majority  17.— (Div.  list,  No.  164.) 

The  word  "  Batley  "  inserted. 

Mb.  STUART-WOETLEY  moved  to 
mbstitute  Penistone  instead  of  Holm- 
&th  as  the  name  of  the  Southern  Divi- 
sion of  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire. 
Penistone,  he  explained,  was  the  name 
selected  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners. 
The  town  was  the  only  railway  centre 
m  the  district,  and  69  passenger  trains 
itopped  there  every  day.  Holmfirth,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  a  kind  of  cul  de  sae, 
to  which  very  few  trains  went.  Penistone 
was  a  market  town,  and  the  hotel  ac- 
eenunodation  was  much  superior  to 
that  of  Holmfirth.  The  only  claim  that 
Holmfirth  had  to  give  its  name  to  the 
diatriot  was  that  its  population  was 
but  that  was  not  sufficient 
cm  which  to  give  it  priority, 
' .  «8  there  were  other  places  in 
» iriiid  were  still  more  popu- 
1  in  the  centre  of  the 


district,  while  Holmfirth  was  at  its  ex- 
tremity. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  85  > 
line  10,  by  leaving  out  the  word  *'  Holm- 
firth," and  inserting  the  word  **  Peni- 
stone,"— {Mr.  Stuart'WortUy^) — ^instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  Holmfirth '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Committee  had  decided  in  favour  of 
the  name  of  Holmfirth,  and  as  that  place 
seemed  to  have  the  best  of  the  argument 
when  the  rival  claims  of  the  two  towns 
were  discussed  in  Conmiittee,  he  should 
adhere  to  the  arrangement  then  come  to. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ob- 
served, that  the  decisions  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  nomenclature  seemed  to  be  of 
a  pendulum  character.  He  thought  the 
safest  decision  to  follow  was  that  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners.  He  should 
therefore  vote  for  the  name  of  Penistone. 
He  had  received  a  gpreat  many  com- 
munications from  Members  of  both 
political  Parties  with  reference  to  the 
name  to  be  given  to  the  division,  and  he 
gathered  from  them  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  population  were  in  favour  of 
Penistone. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  57 ;  Noes 
44 :  Majority  13.— (Div.  List,  No.  165.) 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
apologizing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  for  having  named  Government 
Tellers  in  the  late  Division.  When  he 
did  BO  the  matter  had  entirely  escaped 
his  notice,  and  he  was  extremely  sorry 
that  it  should  have  occurred. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  was  sure  it  was  quite  an  oversight. 

Colonel  GUNTER  rose  to  move  to 
substitute,  in  page  96,  line  39,  "Birstall," 
instead  of  '^Spen  Valley,"  as  the  name 
of  one  of  the  divisions  of  the  West 
Riding.  He  said  that  Spen  Yalley  was 
anamecomparatively  unlmown ;  Birstall, 
on  the  other  hand,  speaking  not  of  the 
village  but  of  the  ancient  civil  parish, 
contained  51,000  people,  out  of  the 
54,000  in  the  new  district.  The  old  civil 
parish  of  Birstall  was  a  very  ancient  one, 
and  was  traced  back  to  the  12th  century. 
He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  to  uphold  the  decisioii  of  the  Com- 
misBioners.  Birstall  was  fixed  upon,  at 
a  large  meeting,  by  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners at  Leeds,  where  both  parties 
were  heard.  It  would  be  agreeable  to 
the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  that  the 
division  should  have  that  name,  and  the 
name  of  Spen  Valley  had  been  carried 
in  Committee  only  by  a  majority  of  four. 
Birstall  was  a  well-known  area,  while 
the  Spen  Ycilley  was  an  unknown  and 
fancy  name.  The  Spen  was  a  little 
brook  which  they  would  be  better  with- 
out, because  it  took  the  whole  drainage 
of  tiie  district. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  86, 
line  39,  by  leaving  out  the  words  '^  Spen 
Valley,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"Birstall,"— (CofoiM/  (?«n^^,)— instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  Spen  Valley '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  that 
though  it  was  true  that  on  the  first 
division,  there  was  only  a  majority  of 
four  in  favour  of  Spen  Valley,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Gunter) 
ought  to  have  added  that  a  second  divi- 
sion was  taken  and  then  the  majority 
was  between  20  and  30.  In  point  of 
population  Birstall  stood  only  fifth  in 
the  division,  and  in  point  of  ratable 
value  its  relative  importance  was  even 
less.  It  was  in  order  to  avoid  jealousy 
between  the  different  towns,  that  he  pro- 
posed that  the  well-known  name  of  Spen 
valley  should  be  recognized  as  the  name 
of  thedivision.  The  hon.  and  gallantGen- 
tlemanhad  said  that  the  Spen  was  a  small 
stream,  and  he  (Mr.  Blingworth)  agreed 
it  was  so ;  but  it  was  so  important,  that 
there  was  machinery  on  the  stream  of 
20,000  horse  power.  There  was  a  time 
when  Birstall  had  an  important  position ; 
but  in  the  new  division  it  was  in  the 
extreme  east,  whereas  the  Spen  ran 
through  the  centre  of  the  district.  If  the 
stream  was  small,  it  was  the  best  the 
district  afforded.  He  contended  that  four- 
fifths  of  the  community  in  the  district 
would  be  content  with  the  name  of  Spen 
Valley. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  Spen  Valley 
was  not  nearly  so  well  known  and 
recognized  as  Birstall.  The  latter  name 
was  adopted  by  the  Commissioners,  and 
no  good  reason  had  been  brought  forward 
to  alter  it.    He  had  in  his  posseasion  a 
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Petition  signed  by  a  very  considerable 
number  of  the  most  impoxtant  ratepayers 
not  only  in  Birstall,  but  from  towns 
covering  pretty  well  the  whole  of  the 
district.  He  had  also  a  Petition  signed 
by  a  number  of  large  employers  of 
labour,  in  favour  of  the  name  of  Birstall. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  STUAET-WOETLEYsaid,  that 
when  this  matter  was  last  discussed  he 
supported  the  name  of  Spen  Valley; 
but  he  had  since  found  that  the  stream 
which  runs  through  the  district  could 
scarcely  be  said  to  exist.  As  to  its  con- 
dition, the  less  said  about  it  the  better. 
He  supported  the  Amendment.  He 
had  been  at  some  pains  to  discover 
the  motive  of  the  activity  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  IHingworth), 
and  he  had  found  it  was  his  andent 
deep-rooted  dislike  to  evexything  of  an 
ecclesiastical  nature,  which  in  thu»  case, 
no  doubt,  he  had  detected  lurking  in  the 
parish  name  of  Birstall. 

Mb.     ILLINGWOETH:    Nothing 
could  be  further  from  the  truth. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  should  have 
thought  that  the  Government,  having 
sent  Commissioners  into  the  coimtry  to 
ascertain  what  the  feeling  of  the  people 
was  upon  these  matters,  would  have 
supported  the  opinion  of  those  gentlemen. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  it 
would  be  hard  in  every  case  to  vote  for 
the  name  adopted  by  the  Commissioners. 
He  might  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  that,  on  more  than  one  occasion 
when  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had 
supported  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  the  names, 
he  had  found  himself  in  a  minority. 
The  name  of  Spen  Valley  was  adopted 
by  the  Committee  by  a  small  majority  ; 
but  on  a  second  division  the  majority 
was  larger,  because  Ihe  Government 
thought  that  it  would  be  better  to  ad- 
here to  the  opinion  which  the  Commit- 
tee had  expressed  upon  the  question. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  the  subject 
was  being  argued  on  the  last  oocaaion, 
three  Commissioners  were  present,  and 
they  informed  him  that  they  thought  the 
name  of  Spen  Valley  was  an  improve* 
ment  upon  that  of  Birstall.  The  ground, 
for  their  opinion  was  that  great  local 
jealousies  between  Cleckheaton  and 
other  towns  would  arise,  if  they  gave 
the  name  of  Birstall  to  the  division. 
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Qoesiion  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^AyeB  60 ;  Noes 
55:  Majority  5.— (Div.  list,  No.  166.) 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
more  the  first  of  a  series  of  Amendments 
whose  object  was  to  give  an  altemative 
name  to  divisions  of  counties  distin- 
guished in  the  Bill  by  the  points  of  the 
compass.    This  Amendment  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  North  Antrim  Division 
should  be  known  also  as  the  Dunluce 
Difision.    The  attention  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  so  much  engrossed  by 
theur  anxiety  to  counteract  the  **  jerry- 
mandering "  schemes  of  the  Boundary 
Gonmiissioners,  that  necessarily  less  at- 
tention was  paid  to  the  names  of  places 
which  should  be  preserved  from  his- 
torical or  ecclesiastical  considerations. 
The  name  Dunluce  carried  with  it  many 
interesting  associations  of  Irish  history, 
and  with  it  was  connected  the  memory 
of  the    great   sept   of  the  Mac-don- 
nellsy  the  ruins  of  whose  castle  frown- 
ing over  ^e  Atlantic  were  still  so  im- 
pressive. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  90,  line 
5,  by  inserting,  irfter  the  words  "North 
Antrim,"  l^e  words  '*or  the  Dunluce 
Division."— (l/r.  ffDanneJl) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

8nt  OHAELES  W.  DTTjKE  said, 
that  in  regard  to  the  Irish  divisions 
ahnost  every  name  had  been  altered  in 
Committee  without  any  conflict;  and 
ahhou^  Dunluce  was  a  very  excellent 
name,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  mis- 
take now  to  re-open  the  settlement 
previously  arrived  at  with  practical 
unanimity* 

OoLoirBi.  KINa-HAEMAN  hoped 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
pided  in  that  matter,  to  some  extent, 
by  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Members. 
["  Hear !  "  and  a  laugh.']  He  was  quite 
M  well  acquainted  with  Irish  history  as 
many  hon.  Members  below  the  Qtmg- 
way.  He  had  looked  through  the  list 
of  names  which  were  proposed  by  the 
boa.  Member  for  Dnngarvan,  and  he 
certainly  saw  no  objection  to  them.  He 
lOierved  to  himself,  however,  the  liberty 
of  opposition  to  one  or  two,  which  he 
thoogfat  had  a  too  recent  political  signi- 
fica&m.  The  Amendment  now  pro- 
posed was  an  improvement  upon  the 
IBD  at  it  stood. 


Mr.  EWAET  supported  the  name  of 
Dunluce  as  being  one  that  was  desired 
by  the  people  of  the  coimty. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  thought  it  would  be 
a  great  mistake  to  adopt  double  names 
which  were  very  cumbrous  and  compli- 
cated. It  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
names  to  stand  as  they  had  been  already 
agreed  upon  in  Committee. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  saw  no  great 
harm  in  retaining  the  possession  of  the 
old  Irish  names,  and  would  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALYsaid,  one  would  think 
that  the  names  of  the  Irish  counties 
were  not  known  in  history.  They  were 
just  as  old  and  historical  as  the  names 
proposed. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  31 ;  Noes 
87  :  Majority  56.— (Div.  List,  No.  167.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  90,  line 
19,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "An- 
trim," the  words  "  or  Carriokfergus  Di- 
vision."—(ifr.  Greer.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*or  Carriokfergus  Division,'  be  there 
inserted." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  re- 
marked,  that  it  was  a  great  pity  that 
that  question  had  not  been  raised  in 
Oommittee. 

Mr.  GBEEE  said,  that  he  happened 
to  be  in  Ireland,  when  the  matter  was 
dealt  with  in  Oommittee,  during  the 
time  of  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales's  visit  to  that  country. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  repeated 
that  all  the  Irish  names  were  changed 
in  some  degree  without  any  expression 
of  dissent ;  and  the  discussion  extended 
over  three  days. 

OoLONEL  KING-HAEMAN  observed 
that  when  the  names  were  gone  through, 
many  Irish  Members  were  absent  from 
the  House  in  order  to  welcome  the 
Prince  and  Princess.  Moreover  there 
was  this  to  be  urged  in  favour  of  giving 
the  name  of  Oarrickfergus  to  that  divi- 
sion— ^namely,  that  that  was  the  name 
of  one  of  the  disfranchised  boroughs, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  himself 
allowed  that  that  was  a  consideration  to 
be  borne  in  mind  in  these  cases. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Not  in 
regard  to  an  alternative  name. 

Mr.  HEALY  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Oolonel  King-Har- 
man)  had  begun  his  efforts  too  late. 
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He  should  haye  proposed  that  the  Isle 
of  Thanet  should  be  called  the  Bockmg- 
ham  Diyision. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  did 
not  see  the  advantage  of  aliassi  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  out  of  85 
county  divisions  of  Ireland,  only  ^ye 
were  not  called  after  the  county. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  did  not  think  Carrick- 
f  ergus  was  entitled  to  be  excepted  from 
the  general  rule. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  27; 
Noes  96:  Majority  69. — (Div.  List, 
No.  168.) 

SiB  RICHAED  WALLACE  moved 
to  substitute  the  name  of  Lisbum  as  the 
designation  of  the  South  Antrim  Divi- 
sion. He  said,  that  Lisbum  was  an  an- 
cient borough  and  the  most  important 
town  in  the  county.  It  was  the  cradle  of 
the  cambric  and  damask  linen  trades  in 
the  North  of  Ireland.  It  had  for  cen- 
turies returned  Members  to  Parliament, 
and  in  his  opinion,  and  in  that  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  division,  it  was  en- 
titled to  give  its  name  to  the  Southern 
Division  of  the  coimty  of  Antrim,  and 
not  be  consigned  to  political  oblivion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  91, 
line  1,  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  South 
Antrim,"  and  inserting  "  Lbbum," — 
{Sir  Richard  J9^aiZ0M,)^in8tead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
*  South  Antrim,  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Sib  GHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 
should  oppose  the  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that,  geographically  speaking, 
lisbum,  being  in  the  extreme  south  of 
the  division,  had  no  special  daim  to 
give  its  name  to  it.  Moreover,  the  town 
of  Antrim  was  6f  more  importance  than 
Lisbum.  Four  lines  of  nulway  centred 
at  Antrim. 

OoLOKEL  KINO-HABMAN  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  did  not  think  that  lis- 
bum was  entitled  to  give  its  name  to 
the  division.  Lisbum  had  always  been 
a  nomination  borough,  and  the  electors 
had  always  been  either  very  slavish  or 
very  corrupt  Ballymena,  in  the  same 
division,  was  a  much  more  important 
place. 

Mb.  PLITNEIEIT  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  accept  the  Amend- 

2£r.  Mealp 


ment.  The  town  of  Antrim  was  not 
nearly  so  large  as  lisbum,  and  on  every 
ground  he  thought  that  lisbum  had  a 
fair  claim  to  give  its  name  to  the  divi- 
sion.      

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Tories  chose  to 
absent  themselves  on  the  occasion  when 
this  matter  was  decided  by  the  Commit- 
tee. Nothingwas  gained  without  fight- 
ing for  it.  The  Irish  Party  had  re- 
cognized that  fact  and  acted  on  it.  The 
Tory  Party  never  had,  and,  he  would 
say,  never  would. 

Mb.  small  thought  that  lisbum 
had  no  daim  whatever  to  have  its  name 
perpetuated  in  Parliamentary  records. 

Mb.  EWABT  said,  that  the  reason  the 
Irish  Tory  Members  were  absent  was 
that  they  were  in  Ireland  welcoming 
the  Prince  of  Wales. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  thought  that 
the  House  had  practically  decided  this 
question  in  refunng  to  give  the  name 
of  Garrickfergus  to  the  Eastern  Divi- 
sion of  Antrim,  for  Carrickfei^^us  had  a 
much  better  right  to  give  its  name  to 
the  Eastern  thau  lisbum  had  to  have 
the  Southern  Division  of  Antrim  called 
after  it 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ajes  101 ;  Noes 
32:  Majority  69.— (Div.  [list,  No.  169.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  91, 
line  1,  by  inserting,  after  the  words 
"  South  Antrim,"  the  words  "orClan- 
deboy  Division."— (ifr.  (yDoftneU). 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  thought 
that  if  the  House  were  disposed  to 
make  any  change  in  these  names  they 
would  rather  accept  the  name  proposed 
by  ti^e  hon.  Baronet  opposite.  He 
thought,  however,  it  would  oe  better  to 
adhere  to  the  names  as  at  present  ar- 
ranged. 

Question  put,  and  ne$atwed, 

Mb.  O'DONNELLproDosed  that  the 
North  Armagh  Division  snould  have  the 
alternative  name  of  "  Oneilland."  The 
district  consisted  entirely  of  the  Oneil- 
land baronies,  and  the  designation  he 
proposed  would  therefore  suit  the  dis- 
trict admirably. 

91. 
words 


Amendment  proposed,   in 
line  14,  by  insnting,  after 


Digitized  by  ^^UUViC 


57       Parlymmtary  JEhdions        {May  8,  1885}  (Eedistrtbution)  Bill.        58 


"  North  Armagli,"  the  words  "  or  Onefl- 
landDivimon."— (ifr.  O'Donnell) 

Mb.  HEALY  said)  that  this  was  the 
one  case  which  was  considered  by  the 
Irish  Party  as  a  suitable  alternative 
name.  They,  however,  felt  the  extreme 
nndeairability  of  adding  alternative 
names.  They  discussed  the  matter  for 
nearly  two  hours,  and  finally  came  to 
^e  conclusion  that  the  existing  names 
would  be  the  best  and  simplest.  The 
<^d  county  names  were  just  as  historic 
as  any  of  the  names  proposed,  and 
were  quite  as  suitable. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  8 ;  Noes 
IJO :  Majority  1 1 2.— (Div.  list,  No.  170.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  an  Amend- 
ment,  the  object  of  which  was  to  give 
the  alternative  name  of  ^'Thomond''  to 
the  West  Glare  Division.  He  thought 
the  proposal  ought  to  receive  the  unani- 
mous approval  of  the  House.  Clare 
was  in  l^e  ancient  Kingdom  of  Tho- 
mondy  and  there  was  no  more  ancient 
name  in  the  whole  range  of  Irish  his- 
tory. It  was  quite  true  that  owing  to 
the  way  in  wmch  the  county  of  Clare 
had  been  cut  up  this  name  could  not  be 
^[^ed  to  East  Glare  as  well ;  but  if 
ihtkt  division  had  been  awarded  the  al- 
tematiTe  name  of  Inchiquin,  the  county 
would  have  been  worthily  divided,  and 
two  names  which  ought  to  be  dear  to 
Iriah  Nationalists  -would  have  been  pre- 
served. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  93, 
Kne  8,  after  "West  Glare,''  insert  "or 
Thomond."— (ifi-:  (yjhnnell) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  'or  Tho- 
rnond  Division '  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE,  in  op- 
podng  the  Amendment,  expressed  his 
legret  that  the  honi  Member  felt  it  ne- 
cessary to  press  these  proposals.  He 
reminded  ^e  hon.  Member  that  the 
names  which  appeared  in  the  Bill  had 
been  adopted  in  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  measure,  in  compliances  with  the 
wish  of  the  Irish  Members  themselves. 

Mb:  sexton  wished  to  explain  why 
it  was  that  he  could  not  support  a  pro- 
posal to  amend  any  of  these  names.  The 
matter  was  one  which  had  been  freely 
diaciiased  in  tiie  Irish  Press  several 
FK*"^  ago ;  at  public  meetings,  and  by 
icptuumtativee  of  the  Nationalists  and 


every  other  political  Pariy  who  ap- 
peared before  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  result  was  an  agree- 
ment to  adopt  a  coherent  and  consistent 
plan  for  all  the  Irish  counties.  The 
county  names  adopted  in  Committee  had 
now  been  before  the  people  for  several 
weeks,  and  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party,  who  were  in  close  communica- 
tion with  the  responsible  representatives 
of  public  opinion  in  Ireland,  had  not 
received  a  single  communication  in  fa- 
vour of  an  alteration  of  the  names. 
However  admirable,  or  ancient,  or  his- 
torical, firom  a  sentimental  point  of  view, 
the  name  of  Thomond  might  be,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  respectful  to 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  to  make  any 
alteration  now. 

Mb:  KENNY  said,  there  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why,  personally,  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  Amendment.  As  ap- 
plied to  West  Glare,  the  name  of  Tho- 
mond would  not  be  historically  correct ; 
but  if  it  was  to  be  adopted  at  all,  it 
ought  to  have  been  attached  to  the 
Eastern  rather  than  to  the  Western 
portion  of  the  county.  He  had  himself 
appeared  before  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners when  these  names  were  dis- 
cussed, and  he  had  had  the  advantage 
of  co-operating  with  the  nephew  of  Lord 
Inchiquin,  who  quite  agreed  with  him 
that  the  names  selected  for  the  two 
county  divisions  should  be  East  Glare 
and  West  Clare.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  sug- 
gested that  the  Eastern  Division  of  the 
coimty  might  receive  the  alternative 
name  of  "Inchiquin ;"  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  barony  of  Inchiquin  was  cut 
in  two  by  the  Bill,  and  a  portion  placed 
in  each  division,  so  that  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  attach  the  name  to 
one  side  more  than  the  other.  No  doubt, 
the  name  of  "Thomond"  was  a  name 
much  admired  by  historical  students  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  was  a  name  which  was 
not  generally  known  even  in  the  locality 
with  which  in  olden  times  it  was  con- 
nected. Under  these  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  revive 
the  name  of  Thomond  for  the  purpose 
of  finding  a  new  name  for  a  county  divi- 
sion which  was  to  send  a  Member  to 
an  English  Parliament. 

Question  put,  and  n$gativ$d. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  his  next 
Amendment  had  reference  to  the  county 
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of  Cork,  which  was  divided  by  the  Bill 
into  seyen  divisions^  the  names  of  which 
were  taken  from  the  points  of  the  com- 
pass. To  him  this  mode  of  dividing  the 
county  appeared  to  be  very  unintelligible, 
and  he  might  remind  the  House  that 
even  hon.  Members  who  supported 
names  selected  from  the  points  of  the 
compass  were  quite  unable  to  make 
themselves  sure  under  which  point  any 
particular  division  should  be  placed.  If 
hon.  Members  would  look  at  the  Paper 
of  Amendments  they  would  find  that, 
later  on,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  whose  great 
labours  in  connection  with  the  BSI  he 
had  no  disposition  to  disparage,  had 
given  Notice  of  Amendments  for  the  pur- 
pose of  shifting  about  the  South  ana  the 
East,  and  so  on.  In  fact,  it  was  ]per- 
f ectly  impossible,  according  to  the  points 
of  the  compass,  to  settle  the  divisions. 
There  were  at  least  two  North  Corks, 
and  to  call  either  of  them  North-East 
or  North- West  was  perfectly  gratui- 
tous. Mid  Cork  was,  he  presumed, 
called  '*  Mid  "  from  the  peculiar  reason 
that  it  was  not  Mid  Cork  at  all,  but 
that  it  was  all  on  one  side  next  the 
county  of  Kerry.  A  division  in  accord- 
ance with  the  points  of  the  compass  in 
the  case  of  Cork  was  altogether  absurd. 
In  regard  to  North  CorJc,  it  was  the 
most  Nationalist  portion  of  the  county, 
and  he  believed  that  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  people  thereto  have  the 
division  known  by  the  name  of  '*  North 
Cork."  It  could  not  be  forgotten  that 
in  '98  the  North  Cork  Militia  played  by 
no  means  a  national  part,  and  there  was 
no  reason  to  revere  the  name.  He  pro- 
posed, therefore,  to  strike  out  the  name 
"  North  Cork,"  and  to  substitute  that  of 
two  baronies  included  in  the  division, 
each  of  which  was  an  ancient  and  dis- 
tinguished name — ^namely,  ''Duhallow 
and  Orrery." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  93, 
line  19,  leave  out  '*  North  Cork,"  and 
insert  '^Duhallow  and  Orrery."^(iA'. 
ffDonrull) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  'North 
Cork '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  opposed 
the  Amendment.  The  names  of  the 
points  of  the  compass  had  been  adopted 
after  full  consideration ;  and  there  cer- 
tainly could  be  no  difficulty  in  regard  to 
this  one,  whatever  might  be  said  in  re- 


gard  to  the  rest.  So  far  as  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  were  concerned,  the  only 
question  raised  by  them  was  whether 
No.  4  division  diould  not  be  called 
"East  Cork"  and  No.  7  ''South-East 
Cork,"  the  names  as  they  now  stood  in 
the  Bill  being  simply  reversed.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  compass  names  were 
preferable  to  those  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell). 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  said,  he  thought  there 
was  no  reason  for  disturbing  the  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  arrived  at. 
Indeed,  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
adopt  the  names  of  baronies  in  the 
county  of  Cork — first,  because  there  was 
so  many  of  them ;  and  next,  because  they 
were  only  known  to  the  officials  of  the 
county,  and  were  unfamiliar  to  the 
people.  Ninety-nine  persons  out  of 
100  would  be  unable  to  say  where 
Duhallow  or  Orreiry  was,  and  the  onlv 
historical  association  connected  with 
either  was  that  one  of  them,  for  a  good 
many  years,  had  possessed  a  famous 
pack  of  hounds.  If  an^  district  in  the 
county  of  Cork  had  a  right  to  have  its 
name  retained  it  was  the  town  of  Mal- 
low, which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, seeing  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  promised  that  the  names  of  existing 
constituencies  should  not  be  altogether 
efiaced.  The  people  of  Mallow,  how- 
over,  were  perfectly  satisfied  to  accept 
the  compass  names  with  the  alterations 
about  to  be  proposed  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan (Mr.  fiealy),  feeling  that  the  best 
course  was  to  derive  the  generic  name 
from  the  name  of  the  oounty.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  not  a  NationaliBt  in 
the  county  who  would  not  prefer  to  be 
known  as  a  Cork  man  rather  than  to  be 
designated  by  the  name  of  a  barony. 

Ms,.  HEAlY  said,  that,  to  a  certain 
extent,  he  had  been  responsible  for 
changing  the  names  of  the  Irish  counties. 
He  thought  one  great  advantage  was  in 
having  l£em  selected  upon  a  consistent 
principle,  instead  of  pock-marking  the 
map  of  Ireland  with  a  series  of  names 
that  were  comparately  unknown.  If 
these  Amendments  were  adopted  they 
would  so  disturb  the  geographical  ideas 
of  the  people  that  most  of  them  would 
have  to  go  to  school  again.  As  a  role^ 
tiiere  had  been  no  difficult  in  girin^ 
oompass  names  to  the  Irisn  oonnties; 
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bat  he  oonfeBsed  that  in  regard  to  the 
ooimtj  of  Oork  there  was  a  little  diffi- 
culty. It  was,  however,  very  easily 
overoome,  and  in  the  Amendments  which 
he  proposed  to  move  later  on  he  simply 
leyened  the  names  of  two  of  the  divi- 
doQs,  Btill  leaving  them  compass  names, 
withoat  attaching  to  them  the  names  of 
eeven  local  towns  and  baronies.  He 
believed  that  everybody  was  satisfied 
except  thehon.  Member  for  Dungarvan, 
who  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  county 
•talL 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  93, 
Hne  23,  to  include  in  the  North  Oork 
Uyiaion  ''the  townland  of  Ballylofen 
in  the  parish  of  Kilquane/'  —  (Sir 
Chrhi  W.  Dille.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  to  amend 
the  name  of  the  2nd  Division  by  striking 
oat  "North-Bast  Oork,"  and  inserting 
"Fermoy  Division."  The  hon.  Member 
nu'd  he  did  not  propose  to  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  division ;  but  he  wished 
to  pat  on  record  the  fact  that  he  had 
Again  sought  to  "pock-mark"  the  map 
of  the  county  of  Oork  with  an  ancient 
Inih  historical  association. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  93, 
Kne  24,  to  leave  out  "North-East  Oork," 
and  insert  "  Fermoy  Division."— (Jfr. 
VJhmell) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'North- 
Ettt  Oork '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  remarked,  that,  as  a 
Btttar  of  faet,  Fermoy  was  the  least 
Qdent  and  the  least  historical  of  the 
^Mroniee  included  in  this  division.  There 
vers  others  that  would  be  much  prefer- 
aUS|  from  their  historical  associations, 
telWmoy.  In  comparison  with  Mallow, 
Vctmoy  was  a  place  of  yesterday.  At  a 
^  when  Fermoy  did  not  even  exist 
Htvinage,  Mallow  was  the  stronghold 
^  fte  great  power  of  the  Esmonds  in 
^&mth  of  Irdand,  so  that  the  hon. 
Vnabcu  was  not  even  historically  accu- 

Kl  OaX)NNELL  said,  that  Fermoy 
^iM  in  the  first  or  second  century  of 
«  Qbristiaii  era,  and  The  Book  ofFer- 
f  vas  one  of  the  most  ancient  manu- 
iB  Irish  literature.  As  to  its 
Vemoj  was  antiquity  itself, 


compared  with  Barrymore,    Oondons, 
Olangibbon,  and  Kinnatalloon. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  G'BEIEN  moved  an  Amendment 
to  include  within  the  North-East  Oork 
Division  "so  much  of  the  barony  of 
Barretts  as  comprised  the  parish  of 
Moume  Abbey." 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Me.  G'DONNELL  said,  that  he  cer- 
tainly felt  inclined  to  press  the  next 
Amendment  to  a  division.  Its  object 
was  to  omit  the  name  of  "  Mid  Oork  " 
as  the  name  of  the  Srd  Division,  and 
to  substitute  that  of  "Muskerry."  In 
fact,  the  division  called  "Mid  Oork" 
consisted  almost  entirely  of  the  baronies 
of  East  and  West  Muskerry.  The  only 
other  barony  included  was  that  of  Bar- 
retts, so  that  by  calling  it  "  Muskerry," 
they  would  be  selecting  a  name  tikat 
was  almost  completely  applicable  to  the 
case.  In  history  it  was  intimately  asso- 
ciated with  the  great  Oork  race  of  the 
Macarthys.  [A  laugh.l  He  was  not 
surprised  that  English  Members  should 
laugh  at  this  attempt  to  "pock-mark" 
the  Irish  map  with  ancient  Irish  asso- 
ciations. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  94, 
leave  out  "  Mid  Oork,"  and  insert 
"Muskerry."— (ifr.  G'Donnell) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'Mid  Oork' 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sm  0HAELE8  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  no  doubt  "  Muskerry  "  was  a  very 
good  name ;  but  the  Oommissioners  had 
themselves  suggested  "  Macroom."  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  not  to  alter 
the  compass  arrangement,  but  to  retain 
"Mid  Oork." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  they  all  knew  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  since  he  had  entered  the 
House  had  become  an  adept  at  Ae 
changing  of  names.  He  had  shown 
himself  so  much  of  a  proficient  in  that 
respect  that  he  had  even  been  successful 
in  changing  Irish  patronymics.  Before, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  proposed  the 
name  of  Muskerry  for  this  division  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  pronounce  it.  He 
q£[.  Healy)  thought  the  change  was 
undesirable. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to.    ^^ 
[Third  Night. 
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Mb.  O'BEIEN  moved,  in  line  3,  after 
"  the  barony  of  Barretts,"  to  insert  "  ex- 
cept so  much  as  is  comprised  in  the 
parish  of  Moume  Abbey." 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  another 
Amendment,  to  describe  the  4th  Division 
as  "Cloyne"  instead  of  "South  East 
Cork."  Oloyne  was  another  ancient 
historical  name,  and  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  the  appellation  was  vastly 
superior  to  the  phrase  ''South  East 
Cork." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  94, 
line  4,  leave  out  "  South  East  Cork," 
and  insert  "  Cloyne."—(  1/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  'South 
East  Cork '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  strike  out  the  word 
"  South,"  which,  in  accordance  with  a 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan,  would  describe  the 
division  as  East  instead  of  South  East 
Cork. 

Question,  that  "  South  "  stand  part 
of  the  Schedule,  put  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "that  'East  Cork' 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

.  Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Commissioners  had  originally  suggested 
"  Youghal,"  and  the  hon.  Member  now 
proposed  "Cloyne."  For  the  reasons 
he  had  already  given,  he  thought  it 
would  be  undesirable  to  change  the 
name. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  to  leave 
out  "West  Cork,"  and  substitute 
"Beare  and  Carbery."  Both  names 
were  well  known  in  Irish  history.  The 
district  of  Beare  was  associated  with 
the  famous  clan  of  O'Sullivan,  and  Car- 
bery was  also  full  of  glorious  associa- 
tions. He  regretted  to  have  to  trouble 
English  Members  by  proposing  these 
names,  but  he  felt  himself  compelled  to 
do  so  as  a  matter  of  principle.  He  had 
fully  expected  to  have  been  able  to  pro- 
pose them  when  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  he  had  been  pro^ented  by 
iUness  firom  being  present.  He  thought 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  preserve 
these  names.  No  country  was  more  rich 
in  historical  assooiatioiiB  than  Ireland, 


and  the  very  fact  that  these  historical 
associations  had  been  allowed  to  be  for- 
gotten, ought  to  impose  upon  the  Irish 
Nationalists  the  solemn  duty  of  reviving 
them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  94,  line 
8,  leave  out  "  West  Cork "  and  insert 
"Beare  and  Carbery."  —  (ifr.  (yDon* 
nell) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'West 
Cork '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in 
opposing  the  Amendment,  pointed  out 
that  portions  of  East  and  West  Carbery 
were  included  in  two  other  divisions,  the 
South  and  East. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked  that  as  the 
Bill  was  originally  drafted,  this  was 
called  the  ' '  Bantry  "  Division.  He  had 
regretted  very  much  to  find  himself  com- 
pelled to  move  the  omission  of  tiiat 
name,  as  Bantry  was  the  place  in  whicb 
he  was  bom ;  but  he  had  sacrificed  his 
afifection  for  Bantry  in  order  to  secure 
consistency  in  adopting  names  from  the 
points  of  the  compass.  At  the  present 
moment  the  best  part  of  the  district  in- 
cluded in  this  division  was  known  aa 
West  Cork. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  simply 
proposed  the  next  Amendment  by  way 
of  a  protest — namely,  to  leave  out 
"  South  Cork,"  and  insert  "  Ross." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  94, 
line  14,  leave  out  "  South  Cork,"  and 
insert  "  Ross."— (ifr.  O'Donnell) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'South 
Cork '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIYAN  asked  if  there 
was  any  practical  use  in  persisting  with 
these  Amendments,  after  the  decisions 
already  arrived  at  by  the  House  ?  He 
did  not,  for  a  moment,  question  the  good 
intentions  of  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
matter;  but  the  hon.  Member  could  make 
no  better  case  for  any  future  Amend- 
ment than  he  had  made  for  those  which 
had  gone  before,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  whether  it  was  courteous 
or  considerate  to  delay  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  bv  Amendments  which  were 
only  made  for  the  purpose  of  being  ne- 

Sktived?    He  trustea    that    the    hon. 
ember  would  consent  to  spare  the  time 
of  the  House. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  only 
answer  he  could  make  to  the  hon. 
Member,  for  whose  advice  he  had  a 
great  regard,  was  that  on  many  other 
occasions,  for  much  less  reason,  he  had 
not  spared  the  time  of  the  House.  In 
this  case  he  felt  bound  to  place  on  re- 
cord his  protest  against  this  wholesale 
system  of  dragging  down  the  history  of 
an  ancient  country  to  the  level  of  that 
of  a  newly-discovered  island,  which 
could  only  be  described  by  points  of  the 
compass.    

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
the  Irish  Members  owed  a  debt  of 
gratitude  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  for  the  interest 
he  had  manifested  in  this  matter,  and 
he  must  say  that  he  entirely  sympa- 
thized with  the  hon.  Member.  He  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  could  not  forget  that 
he  represented  a  county  which  had  now 
entirely  dropped,  as  far  as  its  Parlia- 
mentary representation  went,  the  old 
name  of  ''Queen's  Coimty"  for  those 
of  "Leix"  and  "Ossory.'*  Nothing 
had  afforded  more  unbroken  satisfaction 
to  the  people  of  the  county ;  but,  at  the 
present  moment,  neither  division  repre- 
sented the  old  Irish  divisions  of  Leix 
or  Ossory ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  hoped 
that  some  of  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member,  although  not  strictly  repre- 
senting the  division  marked  out  in  the 
Schedule,  might  have  been  acceptable 
to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved,  after 
"North  Donegal,"  to  insert  '*or  **In- 
aishowen  Division."  As  a  humble  mem- 
ber of  the  clan  of  O'Donnell,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  name  of  ''Innis- 
howen  "  adopted.  It  was  a  name  very 
dear  to  the  people  of  the  district ;  but 
he  admitted  that  in  this  instance  also 
Her  Majesty's  Commissioners  had  some- 
what seriously  interfered  with  the  proper 
delimitation  of  the  district.  He  felt  it 
due  to  his  own  sense  of  the  history  of 
tile  North  of  Ireland  to  make  this  pro- 
posal— that  the  name  of  Innishowen, 
the  land  of  the  O'Donnells  and  the 
O'Dohertys,  should  be  given  as  an  alter- 
native name  to  that  of  North  Donegal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  95,  line 
4,  after  "North  Donegal,"  insert  **or 
Innishowen  Division."— (ifr.  (fDon- 
neH) 

TOL.  OOXOVin.    [thibd  sbmbs.] 


Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thought 
the  House  ought  to  agree  to  the  desig- 
nation adopted  in  Committee.  At  the 
same  time,  he  admitted  that  much  could 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  name  "Innis- 
howen ; "  and  he  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  present  io  make  his 
proposal  when  the  subject  was  con- 
sidered in  Committee.  It  was  unfortu- 
nate that  the  matter  had  not  been 
brought  on  earlier. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  16;  Noes 
97  :  Majority  81.— (Div,  List,  No.  171.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  "W. 
DiLKE,  Amendment  made,  in  page  95, 
line  10,  before  *'  Glenalla,"  by  inserting 
**  Drumherrive." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL,  who  intimated 
that  he  would  not  divide  the  House 
upon  the. Amendment,  moved  to  give 
the  alternative  name  of  **Klilmacreenan" 
to  the  West  Donegal  Division. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  95, 
line  11,  after  "  West  Donegal,"  insert 
**  or  Kilmaoreenan  Division."  —  {Mr. 
(yDonnell) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved,  after 
**  North  Down,"  to  insert  "  or  the  Ards 
Division."  The  Ards  was  one  of  the 
most  ancient  divisions  of  Ulster,  and, 
according  to  the  old  chroniclers,  the 
heights  of  Ulster  were  '^  the  heights  of 
Ards."  It  would  form  an  admirable 
name  for  a  division ;  but  he  only  pro- 
posed it  by  way  of  protest. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  96,  line 
4,  after  ** North  Down,"  insert  "or  the 
Ards  Division."— (1/r.  O'Donnell) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  small  moved,  in  line  7,  to 
leave  out  the  barony  of  Upper  Ards. 
He  explained  that  his  object  was  to 
transfer  this  barony  from  North  Down 
to  East  Down,  in  order  to  equalize  the 
population  of  the  two  divisions.  If  this 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  he  intended 
to  propose  that  the  parishes  of  Lambeg, 
Drumbeg,  Blaris,  and  Drumbo,  and  so 
much  of  the  barony  of  Upper  Ards  as 
comprised  the  parish    of   Ballywater, 
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should  be  added.  The  result  would  be 
to  transfer  to  East  Down  a  population  of 
3,700,  and  to  bring  into  North  Down 
a  population  of  1,295 ;  and  the  difference 
between  the  aggregate  populations  of 
the  two  dinsions  would  then  be  a  little 
more  than  1 50  instead  of  more  than  2,000, 
as  at  present.  The  proposal  of  the  Qt)yem- 
ment  was  to  place  the  extreme  part  of 
East  Down  in  the  Northern  Division, 
whereas  his  Amendment  proposed  to 
take  the  extreme  part  of  East  Down  out 
of  the  Northern  Division.  There  was 
also  another  argument  strongly  in  favour 
of  his  proposal — namely,  the  argument 
of  compactness.  The  arrangement  of 
the  divisions  of  the  county,  according 
to  the  Bill,  gave  two  long  and  incon- 
venient divisions  in  North  Down;  but 
by  the  adoption  of  the  plan  which  he 
proposed  there  would  be  two  compact 
and  symmetrical  divisions.  He  was 
aware  that  between  the  boundary  of 
Upper  Ards  and  the  boundary  of  East 
Down  there  was  Lough  Strangford,  and 
that  the  GK>vemment  had  made  use  of 
that  fact  as  an  argument  for  refusing 
to  alter  the  scheme  of  the  Conmiissioners 
with  regard  to  the  county ;  but  he  denied 
that  they  were  entitled  to  give  that  as  a 
reason  for  objecting  to  his  proposal. 
When  it  was  a  question  of  joining  the 
people  of  the  North  of  Donegal  for 
political  purposes,  they  made  light  of 
the  fact  Uiat  there  was  a  lake  of  con- 
siderable size  between  the  districts  they 
wanted  to  join  together ;  they  thought 
nothing  of  the  people  having  to  cross 
the  broad  and  stormy  waters  of  Lough 
Swilly ;  but  the  circumstance  that  there 
was  the  narrow  and  particularly  calm 
Lough  Strangford  to  be  crossed  was  now 
held  out  as  a  reason  for  not  agreeing  to 
an  arrangement  that  would  give  com- 
pactness and  homogeneity  to  the  divisions 
of  County  Down.  Then  he  came  to  the 
question  of  the  wishes  of  the  people, 
which  he  said  were  entirely  in  favour  of 
his  proposal  as  against  the  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  asserted,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  Upper  Ards 
would  prefer  to  be  joined  with  East 
Down  rather  than  remain  as  they  were 
now  placed  by  the  Bill  in  North  Down ; 
and  that  did  not  rest  on  his  statement 
alone,  because  at  the  inquiry  at  Down- 
patrick  they  had  the  evidence  of  a  num- 
ber of  respectable  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Ards,  which  showed  that  the  people 

Mr.  8maU 


would  very  much  prefer  the  arrange- 
ment which  he  advocated.  As  he  had 
several  times  pointed  out,  all  their  busi- 
ness relations  and  communications  were 
with  Downpatrick.  For  these  reasons 
he  was  quite  unable  to  see  what  objec- 
tion the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  have 
to  adopt  the  arrangement;  and  he 
therefore  trusted  that  he  would  now  see 
his  way  to  ag^ree  to  the  Amendment 
which  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed^  in  page  96> 
line  7,  to  leave  out  "Upper  Aj3s." — 
{Mr.  Small.) 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had 
very  moderately  laid  his  Amendment 
before  the  House.  He  was,  however, 
obliged  to  point  out  that  there  existed  a 
considerable  amount  of  opposition  to 
the  arrangement  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed.  The  objections  to  the 
Amendment,  which  had  already  been 
stated  in  Committee,  were  such  that  the 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  it 

Captaik  KEB  said,  he  rose  to  oppose 
this  Amendment.  The  arrangement  of 
the  Commissioners  which  had  been  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill  had  been  received 
with  general  approval ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  there  would  be  a  strong  feel- 
ing of  dissatisfaction  among  both  Libe- 
rals and  Conservatives  in  the  district  in 
question  if  the  boundaries,  as  they  were 
at  present  fixed,  were  in  any  way  inter- 
fered with.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford had  supported  his  Amendment  by 
the  statement  that  nearly  all  the  busi- 
ness relations  and  communications  of 
the  people  of  Upper  Ards  were  with 
Downpatrick;  but  he  (Captain  Ker) 
denied  in  toto  that  such  was  the  case, 
for  the  very  good  reason  that  North 
Down  was  separated  from  East  Down 
by  Strangford  Lough,  a  body  of  water 
of  considerably  g^reater  breadth  than 
the  hon.  Member  had  stated.  The  hon. 
Member  named  half  a  mile,  but  in 
doing  so  he  had  much  understated  the 
case.  He  would  point  out  that  there 
was  a  reg^ar  system  of  cars  between 
Newtown  Ards  and  Portaferry,  and  not 
only  that,  but  a  line  of  railway  was  in 
contemplation.  He  was  speaking  for 
both  Liberals  and  Conservatives  in  op- 
posing this  Amendment ;  and  he  pointed 
out  that  while  people  of  those  views 
constituted  the  great  bulk  of  the  popu- 
lation of  County  Down,  and  were  in 
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iaTonr  of  retaining  the  boundaries  laid 
down  by  the  Commissioners,  the  Na- 
tionalist Party,  who  were  opposed  to  that 
Arrangement,  were  in  a  very  small  mi- 
nority. The  Nationalist  Party  had,  in- 
deed, nothing  to  do  with  the  county; 
there  was  no  ground  for  the  alteration 
they  proposed ;  and  he  trusted  that  in 
this  case  the  GoTernment  would  firmly 
adhere  to  the  position  they  had  taken  up 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  otherwise 
their  conduct  would  be  looked  upon  as 
a  piece  of  jerrymandering  by  both  Libe- 
rals and  Conservatives  in  County  Dqwn, 
who  wanted  to  hold  their  own  against 
the  Nationalists. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
who,  in  the  course  of  his  observations, 
spoke  of  the  Nationalist  Party  in  County 
Down  as  being  a  very  small  one.  He 
could,  how^ever,  assure  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  that  it  was  large  enough 
for  him.  Had  it  not  been  for  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  at  the  last  election,  who, 
declining  to  vote  for  a  Whig  candidate, 
voted  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
he  would  not  have  occupied  a  seat  in 
that  House — ^it  was  to  the  Nationalist 
Party  that  he  owed  his  election.  He 
believed  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman intended  to  put  up  for  East 
Down  at  the  next  election ;  but  the 
people  of  these  districts  would  be  able 
to  appreciate  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  this  Amendment, 
and  when  he  presented  himself  as  a  can- 
didate he  would  probably  find  that  his 
opposition  would  deprive  him  of  the 
support  of  the  Nationalists,  which  had 
been  so  useful  to  him  on  a  previous 
ocoesion.  He  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Tory  Party,  by  its  opposition  to 
the  alteration  of  the  schemes  of  the 
Oommissioners,  had  been  absolutely 
playing  into  the  hands  of  the  Whigs. 
This  was  a  matter  which  affected  the 
lives  and  politics  of  the  population  of 
North  Down ;  and  he  would  say  without 
hesitation  that  the  people  of  that  division 
woold  show  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man at  the  next  election  that  by  their 
attitude  throughout  the  discussion  of  all 
these  Amendments  he  and  his  Party 
had  been  simply  giving  seats  to  their 
Whig  opponents.  The  result  of  the  elec« 
tion  would  probably  be  that  the  Whig 
Ptaitf  would  carry  two  seats  and  the 


Nationalists  one,  while  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  lose  any  chance 
he  might  previously  have  had  of  being 
returned.  [** Order,  order!"]  They 
were  on  the  question  of  the  politick, 
division  of  the  county,  and  he  was  dis- 
cussing the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
opposition  to  the  Amendment  in  that 
sense.  He  would  conclude  by  repeating 
that  the  opposition  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  would  probably  lead  to 
this — that,  instead  of  there  being  three 
Tories  and  one  Nationalist  returned  for 
County  Down,  there  would  be  one  Na- 
tionalist, two  Whigs,  and  one  Tory,  and 
that  the  one  Tory  would  not  be  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  84  ;  Noes 
25  :  Majority  69.—(Div.  List,  No.  172.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished, 
after  **  West  Down,"  to  insert  the  words 
**  or  Iveagh."  A  glance  at  the  Schedule 
would  show  that  the  division  of  West 
Down  was  entirely  in  Iveagh  territory, 
and,  as  was  well  known  in  Ireland, 
Iveagh  was  an  ancient  Irish  designation. 
Nothing  could  be  more  appropriate  at 
the  present  time,  in  order,  not  exactly  to 
reinstate  Irish  historical  names  taken 
from  local  baronies,  but  to  give  a  more 
marked  recognition  to  them,  to  put  them 
in  the  Bill  in  the  way  he  proposed.  He 
would  not  delay  the  House  by  any  fur- 
ther observation,  but  would  merely,  pro 
formd^  move  the  Amendment  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
"  West  Down,"  to  insert  **  or  Iveagh." 
— (4/r.  O'Donnell) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
wished  to  add,  in  page  97,  line  20,  after 
*'St.  Peter's,"  the  words  **and  of  the 
townland  of  Cherry  Orchard,  in  the 
parish  of  St.  Nicholas  Without." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  97, 
line  20,  after  *'St.  Peter's,"  insert  "  and 
of  the  townland  of  Cherry  Orchard,  in 
the  parish  of  St.  Nicholas  Without." — 
{8ir  Charles  W.  Dtlke,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  before  this 
Question  was  put,  he  should  like  to  ask 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  this 
Amendment  wonld  make  any  change 
whatever  in  the  Bill,  or  whether  it  was 
simply  a  consequential  Amendment  ? 

Sib   CHARLES    W.    DILKE:     It 
will  make  no  change  whatever. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished, 
on  page  98,  line  7,  to  add  words  to  give 
North  Galway  the  alternative  name  of 
Tuam.  He  attached  considerable  im- 
portance to  this  Amendment.  It  had  been 
pointed  out  that  there  were  no  letters  or 
requisitions  asking  the  House  to  insert 
local  names  to  describe  county  divi- 
sions ;  but  that  had  not  been  so  in  this 
case.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Memorial 
from  the  Tuam  Town  Commissioners  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  he  was  now 
making.  As  this  alteration  had  been 
requested  by  the  locality,  and  as  it  was 
in  accordance  with  the  general  wish  of 
the  people  of  the  district  that  the  alter- 
native name  should  be  given,  he  felt 
bound  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House.  The  question  as  regarded  the 
town  of  Tuam  stood  in  a  different  posi- 
tion to  the  other  questions  that  had 
been  raised  to-night.  There  was  not, 
so  far  as  he  knew,  a  sinele  case  in  which 
a  county  Member  had  asked  for  the 
name  of  a  constituency  to  be  changed — 
at  any  rate,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned. ^  What  he  was  asking  for  was 
the  addition  of  a  very  old  name  to  that 
of  North  Oalway.  No  one  knew  at 
what  period  the  town  of  Tuam  got  its 
name;  it  had  been  so  called  for  1,400 
or  1,600  years,  and  it  had  given  to  Ire- 
land a  line  of  most  illustrious  Prelates, 
some  of  them  having  been  the  most  illus- 
trious Bishops  and  Archbishops  the  coun- 
try had  ever  produced.  He  saw  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  smile ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  his  observation  was 
not  confined  to  Prelates  of  the  Catholic 
Church,  to  which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  be- 
longed, but  all  Protestant  gentlemen, 
claiming  continuity  with  St.  Patrick, 
must  feel  the  same  interest  in  some  of 
the  Bishops  they  had  had  in  Tuam. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  had  made  some  observa- 
tions as  to  inconvenience  and  confusion 
arising  from  having  two  names  attached 
to  these  divisions ;  l>ut  the  hon.  Member 
himself  revelled  in  two  Christian  names, 
and  presumably  he  would  not  declare 
that  that  fact  confused  his  identity  and 
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prevented  his  being  well  known  and 
deservedly  popular  in  Ireland.  If  the 
change  which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  pro- 
posed were  made,  he  did  not  believe  it 
would  lead  to  the  slightest  confusion. 
Even  if  only  one  name  were  used,  in  the 
event  of  the  alternative  he  proposed 
being  adopted,  no  difficulty  would  occur 
in  that  regard,  because  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  brought  in  a  clause  to 
prevent  any  objection  being  taken  on 
such  a  technicality.  No  technical  diffi- 
culty would  arise.  None  of  the  county 
towns,  of  which  there  were  several  in 
the  district,  wished  to  rival  Tuam.  The 
name  was  one  very  well  known  in  GW- 
way  and  Mayo,  and  this  case  he  thought 
was  one  which  might  be  allowed  to 
stand  upon  its  own  merits.  It  was  one 
on  which  the  inhabitants  had  shown  far 
more  interest  in  the  question  of  nomen- 
clature than  had  been  shown  in  most 
parts  of  Ireland.  No  doubt  there  were 
many  Irish  Members  who  were  wedded 
to  what  was  called  the  single-name  sys- 
tem ;  but  this  appeared  to  be  a  case  in 
which  legitimate  exception  could  be 
made,  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  would 
gratify  the  wishes  of  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  present  con- 
stituency in  County  Galway  by  allowing 
the  proposed  addition. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  98, 
line  7,  after  **  North  Galway,"  insert 
"  or  Tuam."— ( Colonel  Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  'or  Tuam' 
be  there  inserted." 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
if  it  was  the  general  feeling  in  Ireland 
and  of  the  Irish  Members  that  this 
change  should  be  made,  he  should  be 
happy  to  assent  to  it.  He  had  heard  it 
given  as  a  reason  for  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman's  Amendment  that  the 
Amendment  was  intended  to  show  his 
respect  for  meum  and  tuum. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  quite  correct;  I  have  both 
those  names  in  my  constituency. 

Sir  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE :  I  think, 
however,  the  local  feeling  is  in  fjavour 
of  the  county  name  only. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  general  feel- 
ing amongst  the  Irish  Members  was  in 
favour  of  the  adoption  of  the  oonnty 
names  to  the  exclusion  of  town  names. 
There  were  several  places  of  equal,  if 
not  greater  importance,  than  Tuam  in 
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the  division;  for  instance,  there  was 
Ballinasloe,  which  was  a  most  important 
town  connected  with  the  greatest  agri- 
cultural fair  in  the  county.  Then  there 
was  the  town  of  Qort,  which  was  also  im- 
portant. That  name  had  heen  struck 
out,  and  it  was  now  proposed  to  retain 
Tuam  simply  because  it  was  an  eccle- 
siastical centre.  No  doubt  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Tuam  were  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  change  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  majority  of  the  people  in  the 
district  would  support  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman's  view.  If  divisions 
were  to  be  named  after  Archbishoprics, 
there  was  every  reason,  he  thought, 
why  another  town  should  lend  its  name 
to  one  of  the  county  divisions,  if  not  on 
account  of  its  present  Archbishop,  at 
any  rate  on  account  of  a  past  Archbishop 
— ^namely,  the  town  of  Cashel. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, as  one  of  the  Members  for  Galway, 
not  to  g^o  to  a  division  on  this  matter. 
The  hon.  and  ^Uant  Member  seemed 
to  be  determined  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  question,  and  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  sorry  for  it,  be- 
cause, though  one  of  the  Members  for 
that  region,  he  should  be  obliged  to 
vote  against  the  proposal.  He  was 
sorry  to  have  to  go  against  the  town  of 
Tuam,  for  which  he  had  a  very  great 
respect ;  bat  it  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was,  after  all,  a  matter  where  local  feel- 
ing should  give  way  to  what  was,  after 
all,  a  great  national  issue.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
put  him  in  the  unfortunate  position  of 
being  compelled  to  vote  against  him. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  supported 
the  Amendment,  not  merely  in  conse- 
quence of  the  local  feeling  of  the  people 
of  the  town  of  Tuam,  but  in  consequence 
of  the  historical  significance  of  the  town, 
and  because  of  its  being  the  centre  of 
religion  and  civilization  in  the  West  of 
Iremnd. 

Mr.  OAIiLAN  said,  for  the  very  same 
reason  urged  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  he  (Mr.  Callan) 
should  oppose  the  Amendment.  Every- 
one who  had  been  in  Tuam,  after  a  lapse 
of  a  considerable  period  of  time,  must 
hare  noticed  that,  excellent  as  the  town 
was  from  its  ecclesiastical  and  historical 
aasodations,  it  was  a  town  very  rapidly 
decreasing  in  importance.  The  only 
is^ortance  he  attached  to  the  district 


of  Tuam  was  that  it  stood  over  lime- 
stone ;  a  limestone  district  was  good  for 
the  raising  of  sheep,  and  he  always  pre- 
ferred to  buy  his  sheep  there.  But  he 
had  never  heard  any  other  reason  given 
for  a  preference  for  Tuam,  except  that, 
under  the  Act  forbidding  the  assump- 
tion of  ecclesiastical  titles,  it  was  tne 
only  place  in  Ireland  from  which  an 
Archbishop  could,  or  rather  did  with 
impunity,  take  his  title  without  subject- 
ing himself  to  the  punishment  of  the  old 
and  effete  law  to  which  he  referred.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
not  to  go  to  a  division,  because,  if  he 
did,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  should  be  obliged 
to  vote  against  him.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  to  be  accepted,  he  should 
regret  that  he  had  not  voted  for  the 
equally  impracticable  Amendments  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dun- 
earvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  who  had  intro- 
duced much  more  important  names  than 
this  of  an  obscure  town  in  a  limestone 
district  like  Tuam. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  20 ;  Noes 
84  :  Majority  64.— (Div.  list,  No.  173.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  proposed 
to  give  the  South  Kerry  Division  the 
alternative  name  of  "Desmond."  He 
need  not  say  that  Desmond  was  a  name 
which  figured  very  prominently  in  Irish 
history.  The  country  of  Desmond  ex- 
tended from  the  Shannon  to  the  Black - 
water ;  but  the  special  district  of  Des- 
mond was  in  Kerry.  Desmond  was  a 
name  well  known  in  the  time  of  James 
I.,  and,  with  the  exception  of  a  single 
barony,  the  present  division  of  South 
Kerry  covered  the  space  known  as  Des- 
mond. Ho  did  not  think  any  Irishman 
need  be  ashamed  of  being  known  as  the 
Member  for  Desmond. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99, 
line  1,  after  **  South  Kerry,"  insert  **  or 
Desmond  Division." — {Mr.  G*Donnell,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  might  remind 
the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  to  give 
the  name  of  Desmond  to  one  division  of 
Kerry  that  Desmond  extended  over  four 
counties. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  he  stated, 
in  moving  the  Amendment,  that  tho 
country  of  Desmond  extended  from  the 
Shannon  to  the  Blackwater.    The  cor- 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99,  line 
19,  after  ** South  Kildare,"  insert  "or 
Offaly  Division.''— (1/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted/'  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  MABUM  proposed  to  leave  out 
**Fassadinin  andQalmoy"  in  line  31, 
paee  99,  and  insert  "Crannagh,  Fas- 
sadinin,  Galmoy,  and  Shillelogher." 
This  was  not  a  case  of  a  change  of 
name,  but  of  a  change  of  boundary. 
The  change  would  conduce  to  the  com- 
pactness of  the  divisions,  and  would  also 
secure  the  equalization  of  the  valuation 
and  area  of  the  divisions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99,  line 
31,  leave  out  '*  Fassadinin  andGalmoy," 
and  insert  *'  Crannagh,  Fassadinin,  Gal- 
moy,  and  Shillelogher." — {Mr,  Marum.) 

Question,  *'That  the  words  Fassa- 
dinin and  Galmoy "  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99, 
lines  32  and  33,  leave  out  **  except  so 
much  as  is  comprised  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary borough  of  Kilkenny." — f  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke.) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Schedule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99, 
leave  out  lines  32  and  33.  —  {Mr. 
Marum.) 
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rection  of  the  hon.  Member  was,  there- 
fore, unnecessary. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  3 ;  Noes  91 : 
Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  174.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  not 
propose  to  give  ''East  Kerry"  the 
alternative  name  of  "  Killarney,"  but 
would  move  that  the  division  of  "  South 
Kildare  "  be  given  the  alternative  name 
of  "  Offaly."  Offaly  was  another  of  the 
great  historical  names  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not  intend  to  carry  the  Amendment 
to  a  division,  but  merely  to  enter  his 
protest — he  was  quite  aware  that  the 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Irish  Benches 
behind  him  would  prevent  the  Bill  being 
pock-marked  with  a  single  historical  di- 
vision. 


ion,  "That  those  lines  stand 
part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  99, 
lines  34  and  35,  leave  out  "  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough  of  Kilkenny,  or  in." — 
{Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.) 

Question,  '*That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  100, 
lines  5  and  6,  leave  out  "except  so 
much  as  is  comprised  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary boroughof  Kilkenny." — {Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  100, 
leave  out  lines  5  and  6. — {Mr.  Marum.) 

Question,  "  That  those  lines  stand 
part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  100,  line  7,  leave  oat  "  parish  of 
Inistioge/' and  insert '*  parithci  or  parti  of  the 
parishes  of  Inistioge,  Pleberstown,  Famma,  Jer- 
point  Abbey,  Jerpoint  West,  Thomastown,  Ballv- 
linch,  Kilfane,  Columbkillc,  Graiguenamanagh, 
and  Ullard."— (3fr.  Marum.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  parish 
of  Inistioge '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  the  following  Amendments  made : 
— In  page  100,  line  26,  leave  out  lines 
25  and  26,  and  insert — 

**  So  much  of  the  Barooj  of  Leitrim,  a«  oom- 
priscs  the  parish  of  Kiltubbrid,  and  in  the  parish 
of  Kiltoghert  the  townlands  of  Acres,  Aghagrania, 
Aghnagollop,  Ardcolum,  Bamameenagb,  Bama- 
meenagh  West,  Blackrock,  Carriokbaun,  Carriok- 
nabrack,  Corloogb,  Corloughlin,  Cormeeltan,  Cor- 
mongan,  Cornamoddagh,  Coroashamsoge,  Cor- 
rachuill,  Corrjard,  Creenagb,  Crey,  Derrintober, 
Derrintonny,  Dorryhallagh,  Derrynaseer,  Derry- 
teigeroe,  Dorrusawiliin,  Dristernaon,  Drameoora. 
Drumcroman,  Drumderg,  Dromhalwy,  Dramdoff, 
Drumshanbo,  Greaghfarnagh,  Greagboagaillaao» 
Largan,  Largan  Mountain,  Lavmar,  Mahaoagh, 
Moneynore,  Murliaun,  Rosoannisb,  Shanourry, 
and  Sheskinacurry ; " 

line  30,  leave  oat  "Leitrim,"  and  insert 
"  Carrigallen ; "  and  in  line  31,  leave 
out  "  Carrigallen,"  and  in»ert  "  Lei- 
trim." 
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Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  had  now 
an  Amendment  to  propose  which  he 
hoped  would  unite  the  Irish  Party.  He 
wished  to  give  to  the  Eastern  Division 
of  Limerick  the  alternative  name  of 
Sarsfield.  Sarsfield  was  a  name  which 
had  rallied  the  Irish  people  in  times 
past,  and  he  hoped  it  would  do  bo 
again. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  101, 
line  10,  to  insert,  after  the  word  **  Lime- 
rick," the  words  "  op  Sarsfield  Division." 
—{Mr.  (ySuUivan.) 

Question,  '*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  proposed  in  page 
101,  line  17,  to  leave  out  '*  London- 
derry," and  insert  "Derry."  He 
thought  that  at  the  time  when  the 
London  Companies  were  despairing  of 
retaining  their  hold  upon  Derry  this 
Amendment  would  be  accepted  by  the 
House.  The  Amendment  would  be 
welcomed  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  where 
the  county  in  question  was  always 
spoken  of  as  Derry,  and  not  as  London- 
deny. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  101, 
line  17,  leave  out  "Londonderry,"  and 
insert  "  Derry."— {ifr.  O'Donnell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Londonderry '  stand  part  of  the  Sche- 
dule." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  thought 
it  would  bo  better  to  discuss  the  matter 
involved  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy).  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  "Londonderry" 
was  the  legal  name  of  the  county,  and 
that  to  change  it  would  cause  great  con- 
fusion.  

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  would,  undoubt- 
edly, give  rise  to  legal  difiBculty  if  the 
name  of  the  county  were  altered.  What 
he  proposed  to  do  was  that  they  should 
alter  tne  name  of  the  division.  Such 
an  alteration  would  not  give  rise  to  aoy 
difficulty. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
nght  hon.  Baronet  would  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy). 
If  they  adopted  the  name  of  "  Derry  " 
they  would  only  adopt  a  name  which  was 
universally  adopted  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  should 
h«ve  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 


Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy); 
but  any  inconvenience  which  might 
come  from  the  change  of  the  name  of  the 
county  was  to  be  commended.  He  would 
lose  no  opportunity  of  stripping  "  Derry  " 
of  a  name  which  was  not  flattering  to 
it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  proceeded  to  a  division : — 

Mr.  0*DoNNELL  was  appointed  one  of 
the  Tellers  for  the  Noes,  but,  no  Mem- 
ber appearing  to  be  a  second  Teller  for 
the  Noes,  Mr.  Speakeb  declared  ^at  the 
Ayes  had  it. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  healy  said,  that  everyone 
spoke  of  the  divisions  of  the  county  as 
North  Derry  and  South  Derry.  They 
wanted  to  retain  the  name  of  Derry, 
which,  in  Irish,  referred  to  the  woody 
nature  of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  101, 
line  20,  leave  out  "Londonderry,"  and 
insert  "  Derry."— (i/r.  Bealy.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  although  it 
did  not  seem  very  logical  to  say  that  the 
proper  name  of  Uie  county  was  London- 
derry, and  that  the  divisions  were 
"North  and  South  Derry,"  he  felt 
bound  to  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  begged  to  say  that 
the  City  of  Londonderry  was  spoken  of 
both  as  Derry  and  Londonderry.  The 
name  of  Derry  was  given  when  it  was 
spoken  of  as  a  separate  division  of  the 
county.  There  was  no  doubt  that  great 
prosperity  had  grown  up  there  in  olden 
times  owing  to  its  connection  with 
London. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  if 
any  proof  were  necessary  of  the  de- 
sirability of  changing  the  name  of  Lon- 
donderry to  that  of  Derry  it  would  be 
found  in  the  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket).  The  reason  he  had  given 
brought  to  his  mind  more  than  any- 
thing else  the  fact  that  "  Londonderry  " 
was  anti-Irish;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, vote  against  the  retention  of  that 
name. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  had  halted  between  the 
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decision  of  tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Local  Goyernment 
Board  and  that  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy).  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  had  always  stated  that  he 
was  proud  to  call  himself  as  good  an 
Irishman  as  any.  He  would  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  they  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  town  being  called  by 
this  hybrid  appellation  instead  of  by  its 
good  old  Irish  name  ;  and  he  felt  sure 
tiiat  English  Members,  if  the  question 
went  to  a  division,  would  not  see  the 
necessity  of  tacking  on  an  English  name 
to  the  Irish  name,  seeing  that  the  latter 
appealed  strongly  to  the  feelings  and 
was  the  wish  of  the  people.  He  might 
point  out  that  the  Apprentice  Boys,  who 
were  among  the  most  violent  partizans 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  his  political  Friends,  did  not  call 
themselves  Londonderry  apprentices,  but 
Derry  apprentices.  The  wars  were 
*'  Derry 's  wars" — they  were  not  spoken 
of  as  Londonderry's  wars.  If  there 
was  to  be  further  opposition  to  this 
Amendment  he  was  satisfied  it  would 
not  come  from  any  English  Member  ; 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  regret  to  him 
that  the  only  opposition  ^ould  come 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin,  who  had  spoken  in  favour  of 
retaining  the  hybrid  name  of  London- 
derry. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAKTHY  said,  he 
had  an  excellent  authority  to  cite  in 
support  of  the  Amendment.  Thackeray, 
in  ms  **  Peg  of  Limavaddy,"  had  it :— 

"  Riding  from  Goleraine, 
Famed  for  lovely  Kittj, 
Came  a  Cockney,  bound 
Unto  Derry  City." 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
believed  that  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
was  always  spoken  of  as  the  Bishop  of 
Derry — a  fact  that  was  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment.  The  only  question  with 
him  was,  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
change  the  name  in  the  Bill  ?  The  ad- 
visers of  the  Government  who  prepared 
the  Bill  saw  no  objection. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in 
error  in  saying  that  the  style  of  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  was  "  The  Bishop 
of  Derry."  He  believed  that  dignitary 
was  always  consecrated  as  '*  The  Bishop 
of  Londonderry."      He  had  not  risen, 
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however,  to  oppose  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  Apprentice  Boys  of  Derry  were 
extremely  proud  of  the  name  of  Derry. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  if  he  was  not 
wrong  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin,  when  he  spoke  at  the  Con- 
stitutional Club  in  Dublin,  referred  to 
the  siege  of  Derry ;  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  he  would  do  the  same  if  he 
spoke  of  it  ten  times  a  day.  Derry,  as 
a  name,  was  very  popular  with  the  Ap- 
prentice Boys,  and  it  was  also  exceed- 
ingly popular  with  the  Nationalists.  It 
was  **  Derry  is  our  own."  He  could  see 
no  sufficient  reason  for  retaining  the 
name  of  Londonderry ;  London  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter,  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  to  disagree  with  the 
almost  unanimously  expressed  feeling  of 
the  House  in  favour  of  Derry. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  be  might  be 
permitted  by  the  kindness  of  the  House 
to  say  that  he  could  not  withdraw  the 
opinion  he  had  expressed  ;  as,  however, 
the  general  sense  of  the  House  seemed 
to  lie  the  other  way,  he  should  express 
his  opposition  to  the  Amendment  by 
saying  "  No  "  when  it  was  put  from  the 
Chair,  and  should  not  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Question,  "  That '  Londonderry'  stand 
part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  Derry '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  a^eed  to. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  at 
the  time  when  the  Bill  was  passing 
through  its  earlier  stages  there  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  doubt  as  to  whether 
Londonderry  was  or  was  not  a  county 
of  a  city.  The  Government  had  since 
ascertained  that  Londonderry  was  a 
county  of  a  city,  but  not  so  for  Parlia- 
mentary purposes;  he  had,  therefore, 
put  down  two  Amendments  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  introduce  into  the 
Schedule,  and  which  he  would  now  move. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  101, 
lines  23  and  24,  leave  out  **  except  so 
much  as  is  comprised  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough  of  Londonderry."  — 
{Sir  Charles  IT.  IHlks,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule." 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  wished  to  put 
it  on  record  that  it  was  the  Irish  Mem- 
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bers  on  those  Benches  who  had  raised 
the  question  in  Committee  on  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  the  freeholders  of  Derry, 
who,  had  it  not  been  for  that  fact, 
would  have  been  entirely  disfranchised. 
He  could  not  but  express  his  surprise 
that  neither  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Lewis)  nor  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Tory  Party  had  called  atten- 
tion to  the  matter  ;  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned  they  would  have  allowed 
something  like  200  freeholders  of  the 
city  of  Derry  to  remain  unenfranchised. 
He  thought  that  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  might  claim  that  the  freeholders 
in  question  owed  the  vote  they  would 
now  have,  not  to  their  own  Eepresenta- 
tives  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  to 
the  Members  of  the  Nationalist  Party. 
He  had  gathered,  from  the  way  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  conducted 
the  debate  on  the  portion  of  the  Schedule 
which  dealt  with  the  divisions  of  the 
county  of  Londonderry,  that  the  arrange- 
ment set  forth  in  the  Bill  would  be  re- 
considered owing  to  the  fact  that  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  was  a 
Bepresentative  of  the  county.  He  was 
astonished,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  the  Government  should  be  content 
to  allow  the  question  of  the  divisions  of 
the  county  to  remain  in  its  present  un- 
satisfactory position.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  the  slight  alteration  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  just  proposed 
to  make,  everything,  it  seemed,  was  to 
be  left  as  before. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  101, 
lines  25  and  26,  leave  out  ^^  except  so 
nmeh  as  is  comprised  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough  of  Londonderry." — 
{Sir  Charles  W.  Lilke.) 

Question,  '^  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  102, 
line  1,  leave  out  **  Londonderry,"  and 
insert  •'  Derry."— (Ifr  Eealy.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  London- 
derry '  stand  part  of  the  Schedule,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  go  to  a  division  on  the  next 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  ;  but 


it  was  due  to  the  district  called  in  the 
Schedule  **  South  Londonderry  "  to  say 
that  in  all  historical  maps  down  to  a 
late  period  it  was  described  as  Okane- 
land.  He  merely  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment to  record  that  fact. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  102, 
line  1,  after  ''South  Londonderry"  in- 
sert "or  Okaneland  Division." — {Mr. 
O'DonneU.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
insert  the  name  "Famey"  after  "South 
Monaghan."  He  thought  Famey  would 
be  a  most  appropriate  name  &om  its 
historical  associations.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  go  to  a  division  on  the  question 
if  the  House  was  not  prepared  to  accept 
his  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  104, 
line  28,  after  "  South  Monaghan,"  in- 
sert "or  Farney  Division."  —  {Mr. 
O'Donnell.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  kind  enough  to  say 
that  he  would  not^  go  to  a  division  he 
begged  to  offer  him  his  sincere  thanks 
for  letting  his  county  alone. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  106, 
line  17,  by  inserting,  after  the  words 
"Nortii  Tipperary,"  the  words  "or 
Ormond  Division."— (Ifr.  O'Donnell.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  wished  at  this 
stage  to  submit  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  with  regard  to  the  Bill  as 
it  would  stand  after  Report.  Since  the 
Bill  came  into  Committee,  the  maps 
which  had  been  prepared  showing  the 
proposed  divisions  had  been  consider- 
ably altered,  and  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther new  maps  would  be  issued,  con- 
taining the  changes  made,  and  showing 
the  divisions  as  finally  arranged  by  the 
House?  For  instance,  in  Kilkenny, 
great  changes  had  been  made,  and  it 
would  be  desirable  for  those  interested 
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in  the  district  to  see  exactly  what 
arrangements  had  been  made,  and  what 
alterations  had  been  effected. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber would  giye  a  few  days'  Notice  of  a 
Question  on  this  subject,  so  as  to  draw 
attention  to  the  matter,  and  enable  him 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  to  consult  with 
those  who  would  haye  entrusted  to  them 
the  duties  of  preparing  the  maps.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  put  a  Question 
on  Thursday  next,  he  should  be  happy 
to  giye  him  a  full  answer. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  said,  he  begged 
to  mo  ye  to  leaye  out  from  line  15  to 
line  26,  in  page  109,  in  order  to  insert — 

'<No.  1.  North  Wioklow.  The  baronies  of 
RathdowD,  Talbotttown  Lower,  Ballinacor  North, 
Newcastle,  and  to  much  of  the  barony  of  Arklow 
as  is  comprised  in  the  parishes  of  Kilpoole  and 
Dramkay.  No.  2.— South  Wioklow.  The  baro- 
nies of  Talbotstowa  Upper,  Ballinacor  South, 
and  Shillelagh,  and  the  barony  of  Arklow,  except 
the  parishes  of  Kilpoole  and  Drumkay." 

He  desired  to  state  that  this  Amendment, 
if  accepted,  would  completely  equalize 
the  area,  population,  and  yaluation  in 
both  diyisions.  He  had  reason  to  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  haye 
accepted  this  Amendment.  The  people 
in  the  locality  felt  that  the  division  of 
North  Wicklow  and  South  Wicklow 
would  be  a  yery  proper  one ;  and  he  (Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet^  did  not  see  why,  under  the 
circumstances,  it  should  not  be  accepted. 
The  division,  as  it  had  been  left  by  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  divided  the 
county  into  one-third  and  two-thirds, 
giving  a  very  great  inequality  to  the 
diyisions ;  and  he  could  not  see  how  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  refuse  his  con- 
sent to  the  alteration.  He  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  serious  oppo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  He  knew  very  well  that  the 
Commissioners,  in  the  first  instance,  had 
decided  to  have  this  division  he  pro- 
posed, and  that  further  on  they  nad 
proposed  to  take  it  into  their  considera- 
tion when  it  was  brought  before  them 
by  Gentlemen  representing  the  county. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  100,  lino  17,  by  leaving  out  from  the 
words  "  West  Wicklow  "  to  the  end  of  the  Sche- 
dule, and  insert  the  words, — 

**  No.  1.— North  Wicklow. 

*' The  baronies  of  Knthdown,  Talbotstown 
Lower,  Ballinacor  North,  Newcastle,  and  so  much 

Mr.  HeaJy 


of  the  barony  of  Arklow  as  is  comprised  in  the 
parishes  of  Kilpoole  and  Drumkay. 

"  No.  2.— South  Wicklow. 
''  The  baronies  of  Talbotstown  Upper,  Ballinacor 
Southland  Shillelagh,  and  the  barony  of  Arklow, 
except  the  parishes  of  Kilpoole  and  Dmmkay," 
^{Mr,  William  Corbet,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Schedule." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  not  said  a  word  in  cases  where  the 
Amendments  proposed  had  the  unani- 
mous approval  of  the  Irish  Members 
and  of  the  district  affected,  and  where  the 
Commissioners  had  decided  in  favour  of 
that  unanimous  feeling.  He  certainly 
did  not  think  that  this  question  would 
have  any  political  bearing,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  it  had ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  communications  had  been  made 
to  him  indicating  that  the  proposed 
Amendments  would  not  be  acceptable  to 
a  not  considerable  portion  of  the  inhabi- 
tants. When  he  had  submitted  this 
proposal  to  the  Commissioners  they 
were  not  very  clear  about  it.  They 
would  have  been  glad  to  agree  to  the 
Amendment,  only  that  they  were  con- 
scious of  a  cert€dn  amount  of  local  feel* 
ing  adverse  to  the  proposed  change. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  could  not 
see  his  way  to  accepting  the  proposal. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  proposal  was 
to  return  to  the  original  scheme  of  the 
Commissioners,  when  they  acted  on  the 
strength  of  maps  and  figures,  and  be- 
fore they  had  allowed  local  influence  to 
bear  upon  them.  The  country  affected 
was  all  mountainous ;  and  he  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) had  looked  closely  into  the  maps, 
and  found  that  the  division  made  by 
the  Commissioners  started  at  the  top  of 
one  range  of  mountains  and  ended  at 
the  top  of  another.  If  the  scheme  were 
closely  examined  into,  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  found  one  which  would 
recommend  itself  to  any  impartial  au- 
thority with  equal  force  to  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  ^Mr.  Sexton)  regretted 
that  such  a  proposal  as  this  should  de- 
pend upon  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
called  **  general  assent."  Up  to  the 
present  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
yielded  to  the  Irish  Members  on 
several  occasions  in  matters  of  form, 
but  never  in  connection  with  matters  of 
substance.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  hoped 
that  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
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about  to  complete,  so  honourably  to 
liimself,  his  protracted  and  skilful 
labours  in  oonnection  with  this  Bill, 
which  had  added  to  his  previous  repu- 
tation as  a  skilful  politician  a  new  re- 
pute as  a  Parliamentary  strategist,  he 
would  perform  the  graceful  act  of 
handing  the  Bill  from  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  House  of  Lords,  by  ac- 
cepting an  Amendment  from  the  Irish 
Members,  containing  a  little  substance 
in  it.  The  Amendment  would  have  the 
effect  of  equalizing  the  districts,  and  of 
getting  rid  of  all  the  inequalities  in  the 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  He  hoped 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  conscious  of  the 
abundance  of  the  victory  they  had  won, 
would  offer  the  Irish  Members  below 
the  Gangway  this  little  consolation  for 
the  hara  season  of  disasters  they  had 

6XD6F16H.Ced 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  resist  the  eloquent  appeal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Sexton) ;  but  by  a  great  effort 
of  pulling  himself  together  he  thought 
he  had  succeeded  in  doing  so.  He 
heartily  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  compliment  he  had  paid  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  his  able  conduct 
of  this  measure  through  the  House. 
The  temptation  which  had  been  thrown 
oat  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  very  strong 
one,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  thought  himself  enabled  to  yield  in 
this  region  of  tranquillity  and  peace,  so 
different  to  the  stormy  scenes  of  which 
they  had  had  some  experience  in  past 
times,  but  through  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  managed  the  Bill  and 
kept  his  temper  with  most  consummate 
skill.  But  in  the  matter  at  present  before 
the  House  all  the  arguments  now  ad- 
vanced had  been  already  pressed  on  the 
one  side  and  replied  to  on  the  other  before 
the  Commissioners.  There  had  been  an 
abundance  of  argument  brought  forward 
against  this  proposal ;  and  the  Commis- 
sioners, after  carefully  considering  the 
point,  had  abandoned  their  original  sug- 
gestion, and  had  decided  upon  the  plan 
in  the  Bill.  He  said  emphatically  that 
there  was  a  most  decided  objection  to 
the  Amendment  now  proposed  amongst 
a  large  section  of  the  population  in  the 
county  of  Wicklow,  a  great  many  of 
whom  had  communicated  with  himself 
and  other  Members  on  the  subject.    He 


must  therefore  urge  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  adhere  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Colonel  KING-HAHMAN  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  hold 
to  the  decision  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  (Colonel  King-Harman)  had  had  a 
great  many  letters  sent  to  him  on  this 
subject ;  and  it  would  be  found  that  a 
large  section  of  the  population  of  the 
county  of  Wicklow  were  in  favour  of 
the  arrangement  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill. 
K  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
desired  to  have  a  triumph  to  finish  with, 
he  would  propose  that  it  should  be  done 
by  an  alteration  in  the  Bill  so  as  to 
effeot  this  alteration— that  having  begun 
with  the  Member  for  Donnybrook  they 
should  wind  up  with  a  Member  for 
Shillelagh. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  that  as 
the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  to  the  peaceful  sympathies 
of  the  House  had  been  unsuccessful,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  now  appeal 
to  the  bellicose  element  amongst  them 
generally,  and  see  if  he  could  meet  with 
better  success.  He  thought  they  should 
seize  the  opportunity  of  proving  that 
they  were  above  the  influence  of  either 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Boardy  or  the  more  soothing  syrup  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
( Mr.  Plunket) .  This  was  not amatter  over 
which  there  ought  to  be  any  political 
feeling ;  and  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
felt  so  strongly  upon  it.  He  would  ap- 
peal to  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
answer  with  frankness — as  he  was  sure 
they  would  do— this  appeal.  There  was 
not  the  least  chance  for  a  Conservative 
Member  getting  in  for  either  division, 
however  division  was  effected ;  and  he 
would  ask  them  to  say  frankly  whether 
it  was  not  the  fact  that  however  the 
county  was  divided  two  National  Mem- 
bers were  sure  to  be  returned?  [**  No, 
no!"]  Well,  however  hon.  Members 
might  seek  to  deny  the  fact,  it  was  per- 
fectly notorious  that  two  National  Mem- 
bers were  sure  to  be  returned,  therefore 
it  was  from  no  political  feeling  that 
the  Amendment  was  proposed — it  was 
brought  forward  simply  for  the  sake  of 
convenience.  The  House  should  take  the 
division  in  three  most  important  points 
— first,  in  connection  with  area.     The 
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Commissioners'  scheme  put  the  division 
in  this  way — 334,788  acres  in  one  division 
and  only  167,000  acres  in  another.  They 
had  there  the  extraordinary  disparity  of 
nearly  double  the  number  of  acres  in  one 
division  as  compared  with  the  other ;  but 
the  division,  according  to  the  scheme  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  would  put  232,000  acres 
in  one  division,  and  247,000  in  another, 
making  them  practically  equal.  Then, 
with  regard  to  valuation,  the  scheme  of 
the  Commissioners  would  put  a  valua- 
tion of  £121,000  in  one  division,  and 
£151,000  in  another,  or  a  difference  of 
£30,000 ;  but  the  valuation  of  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  £134,000  in  one  divi- 
sion, and  £137,000  in  another,  or  a  dif- 
ference of  only  £8,000.  Then,  lastly, 
let  them  take  the  question  of  population. 
In  the  Commissioners'  scheme  one  divi- 
sion would  contain  35,787,  and  the  other 
34,595  ;  whereas  the  scheme  of  his  hon. 
Friend  would  put  35,416  in  one  divi- 
sion, and  34,917  in  the  other.  His 
hon.  Friend,  in  fact,  had  brought  the 
divisions,  so  far  as  population  was  con- 
cerned, as  nearly  alike  as  any  two  divi- 
sions in  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) thought  that  under  these  three 
heads,  the  di£Perence  of  acreage,  the 
difference  of  valuation,  and  the  difference 
of  population,  it  was  evident  the  scheme 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  by  far  the  more 
convenient  of  the  two.  He  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if  he  were 
to  consult  his  own  personal  inclinations 
alone,  would  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment.  He  was  not  sure  whether 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  going 
to  make  this  a  (Government  division  or 
not ;  but  if  he  did  there  could  be  no  doubt 
it  would  be  on  account  of  the  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  him  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  opposite  to  him.  He 
was  sure  that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
voted  against  this  Amendment  his  heart 
would  be  with  the  Irish  Members. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
that  a  very  extraordinary  phrase  fell 
from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  when  he  was  making  the 
announcement  that  the  Government 
would  not  accept  the  alteration  in  the 
scheme  of  the  division  of  the  county  of 
Wicklow  proposed  by  the  hon.  G^entle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  county  (Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  was  favourable  to  the  proposed 

Mr,  T,P.  O'Connor 


alteration,  and  that  he  would  have  been 
disposed  to  adopt  it,  but  that  he  found 
there  was  not  a  complete  unanimity  of 
feeling  in  the  locality  with  reference  to 
the  matter.  Why,  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  it  was  extremely  hard  to  find  a 
complete  unanimity  of  feeling  in  a  loca- 
lity, and  especially  in  a  county  wherein 
there  was  a  great  diversity  both  of  re- 
ligious and  political  opinion.  That  being 
so,  what  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  It  was  to  ascertain  which  pro- 
posal the  majority  of  the  people  were  in 
favour  of,  and  to  adopt  that  proposal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  opposition  in 
the  county  of  Wicklow  to  this  scheme. 
What  did  he  mean  by  a  certain  amount 
of  opposition  ?  He  did  not  say,  but  it 
was  evident  he  meant  that  the  landlords 
and  a  few  of  the  leading  Conservative 
magnates  of  the  county  were  opposed 
to  the  scheme.  Such  was  the  certaia 
amount  of  opposition  which  existed  in 
the  county  of  Wicklow  to  the  scheme  ; 
and  in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  a 
small  class  of  landed  proprietors  the 
Government  were  going  to  refuse  this 
newly-proposed  scheme,  although  it  was 
approved  of  by  a  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  county.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  if  a  poll  of  the 
county  of  Wicklow  were  taken  to-mor- 
row, 90  per  cent  of  the  people  would  be 
found  to  approve  of  this  scheme,  which 
divided  the  county  in  a  much  better  way 
than  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  object  of  the  Government  had  been 
made  plain  to-night.  The  Government 
hoped,  by  the  division  of  the  county 
made  by  the  Bill,  to  be  able  to  return 
one  Conservative,  or  Liberal,  or  Loyalist, 
or  whatever  a  man  who  belonged  to  the 
English  Parties  was  called.  They  were, 
however,  very  much  mistaken,  because 
it  was  quite  certain  that  two  Nation- 
alists would  be  returned.  The  opposi- 
tion to  this  scheme  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  landlords  of  Wicklow,  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  County  of  Dublin  (Colonel  King- 
Harman),  and  the  right  hon.  and  leameil 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  objected  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet). 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
question  was  not  which  Party  would 
get  an  advantage  by  the  way  the  county 
was  divided,  but  whether  the  decision 
of  the  Oommissioners  should  be  upheld 
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or  the  whole  matter  he  re-opened. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gk>yemment  Board  had 
already  said  there  was  not  a  general 
agreement  in  regard  to  the  proposal, 
and,  therefore,  he  felt  himself  unable  to 
agree  to  this  rast  change.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  must  remind  the  House 
that  they  had  maintained  the  decisionB 
of  the  Commissioners,  except  where,  by 
general  agreement,  a  decision  had  been 
come  to  that  an  alteration  should  be 
made.  The  Qoremment  were  not  now, 
on  the  last  Amendment  to  the  Bill,  pre- 
pared to  alter  their  course  of  action. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefeyre)  could  not 
support  the  Amendment,  because  it 
would  make  such  a  vast  change.  Was 
there  anything  in  that  argument  ?  Had 
they  not  just  agreed  to  important 
changes  in  the  eases  of  Leitrim,  Kil- 
kenny, Waterford,  and  Louth?  And 
was  it  in  this  one  case,  where  it  was  ad- 
mitted there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the 
county  against  the  proposal  of  the  Com- 
missioners, that  the  Goyemment  were 
to  refuse  an  alteration  ?  He  asked  any 
hon.  Member,  who  wished  to  yote  upon 
the  merits  of  the  case,  to  take  the  map 
and  notice  the  way  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners had  diyided  the  county.  The 
Commissioners  had  thrown  all  die  sea- 
hoard  into  one  diyision,  and  all  the 
mountains  into  another.  It  was  the 
only  case  in  the  Three  Kingdoms  where 
this  had  been  done.  Had  it  been  done 
in  the  case  of  Antrim,  the  Nationalists 
would  return  a  Member.  Why  was  it 
not  done  in  the  case  of  Antrim  ?  No 
political  question  was  inyolyed  here; 
but  the  people  themselyes  complained 
that  all  the  chief  towns  on  the  seaboard, 
such  as  Wioklow  and  Arklow,  were 
thrown  into  one  diyision,  and  that  no- 
thing but  a  parcel  of  mountains  had  been 
left  in  the  other  diyision.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  to  consider  this  proposal 
on  its  merits.  Irish  Members  had  sup- 
ported some  English  Members  on  ques- 
tions on  which  they  felt  yei^  strongly ; 
and  he  asked  those  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
giye  a  vote  now— on  the  last  Amend- 
ment to  the  Bill — which  would  giye 
great  satisfaction  to  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people. 

M&.  OALLAN  wished  the  House  to 
mark  the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners. 
Of  course,  there  were  on  the  Commis- 
sion most  courteous  and  considerate  offi- 


cials. Mr.  Thomas,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission,  for  instance,  had  by  his 
courtesy,  by  his  attention,  by  the  care 
with  which  he  attended  to  all  the  ob- 
jections made,  made  Irishmen  wish  to 
heayen  that  he  woald  be  sent  oyer  to 
clean  out  Dublin  Castle.  If  there  were 
more  officials  in  Dublin  like  Mr.  Thomas, 
there  would  be  far  more  kindly  consi- 
deration from  Irish  Members  towards 
Irish  officials.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  at- 
tended the  inquiry  in  Louth,  and  found 
that  upon  the  two  Amendments  he  had 
brought  forward  with  reference  to  that 
county  Captain  Purchas  was  taking  eyi« 
dence.  But  what  did  the  Commissioner 
do  ?  Why,  decided  in  each  case  against 
the  eyidence.  The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet)  was  a  most 
reasonable  one,  and  it  would  only  be  a 
graceful  concession  if  the  Goyernment 
were  to  accede  to  it. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  appealed 
to  the  Gbyemment,  who  seemed  to  haye 
no  particular  ayersion  to  the  scheme  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet),  to  leaye  the  matter  entirely 
open.  If  they  left  the  question  to  the 
unfettered  conscience  of  the  House,  he 
was  perfectly  sure  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  successful. 

Mb.  MASXJM  said,  that  this  was  a 
yery  analogous  case  to  that  of  his  own 
county.  The  Amendment  would  produce 
an  equalization  of  yaluatiou  and  popula- 
tion, two  points  upon  which  the  people 
were  greatly  concerned.  The  people  of 
Wicklow  were  under  the  impression  that 
the  county  was  yery  imfairly  diyided. 
Of  course.  Members  of  the  House  knew 
that  these  diyisions  were  only  made  for 
Parliamentary  purposes ;  but  the  people 
imagined  they  were  for  taxation  pur- 
poses. As  this  was  not  a  matter  in- 
yolying  a  yery  important  point,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  Goyemment  to  leaye  it  to 
the  fair  judgment  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  40;  Noes 
44  :  Majority  5.— (Diy.  List,  No.  175.) 

LobdEICHAEDGEOSVENOB:  Mr. 
Speaker — Sir,  I  haye  to  report  that  an 
hon.  Member  was  in  the  Lobby  when 
the  Question  was  put.  I  belieye  the  hon. 
Member  was  there  by  mistake. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  be- 
lieyed  that  it  was  usual  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion again  to  an  hon.  Member  under 
such  circumstances. 
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The  SPEAKEE  :  Was  the  Hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  Hoase  when  the  Question 
was  put  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  No,  Sir. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

EIGHTH  SCHEDULE. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  1 10,  line  3.  by  leaving  oat  line<  3  to  8, 
both  inclusiTe,  and  inserting, — 
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Question,  <*  That  the  words 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  ScSied'ule," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserteid." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  regretted  rery 
muoh  having  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  on  a  question  raised  by  this 
Schedule.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  resist 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  to  re- 
lieve certain  voters  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 


whose  corrupt  conduct  had  been  of  so 
disgraceful  a  character  that  they  were 
some  years  ago  struck  off  the  Electoral 
Roll.  The  proposal  of  the  Government 
was  to  put  an  end  to  their  period  of 
purgatory  and  make  them  voters  once 
more.  In  1870  a  Royal  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  corrupt 
practices  alleged  to  exist  in  the  City  of 
Dublin;  it  was  presided  over  by  the 
late  Lord  Chancellor,  then  Mr.  Law,  and 
amongst  its  Members  were  Mr.  O'Connor 
Morris  and  other  distinguished  Queen's 
Counsel;  the  Commissioners  reported 
unanimously  to  the  effect  that  the  Free- 
men of  Dublin  were  about  the  most  cor- 
rupt body  that  ever  existed  in  Ireland. 
They  were  disfranchised;  and  it  was 
proved  also  that  the  conduct  of  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness  had  been  of  such  a 
character  that  he  was  compelled  to 
vacate  his  seat,  and  a  fresh  election  had 
to  be  held.  At  the  time  referred  to  it 
was  found  that  the  Freemen  of  Dublin 
were,  for  the  most  part,  gentlemen  who 
resided  continually  in  the  workhouse, 
who  were  taken  out  of  the  workhouse, 
had  a  sovereign  given  to  them,  spent 
the  sovereign  in  drink,  and  went  back 
to  the  workhouse.  These  were  the  per- 
sons whom  the  Government  proposed  to 
reinstate.  Who  had  asked  for  that? 
No  one  whatever.  The  Government 
had  passed  the  Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices  at  Elections  Act,  in  which 
there  were  the  most  stringent  provisions 
against  bribery  and  corruption.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  in  1870,  was 
in  favour  of  disfranchising  the  whole 
body  of  Freemen  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 
now  proposed  to  enfranchise  them — 
men  who  had  been  scheduled  by  name, 
whose  names  had  been  marked  with, 
infamy  by  a  Royal  Commission,  were 
now  declared  worthy  of  being  on  the 
Electoral  Roll.  He  appealed  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  in  the  interest  of 
decency,  and  in  the  interest  of  purity 
and  fair  play,  not  to  give  their  consent 
to  the  re-enfianohisement  of  these  gen- 
tlemen who,  in  1870,  Parliament  de- 
clared to  be  disfranchised  for  life.  In 
1870  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  favour 
of  disfranchising  the  whole  body  of 
2,000  voters  in  the  City  of  Dublin  ;  but 
now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to 
re-enfranchise  the  most  corrupt  section 
of  them — namely,  the  Freemen  of  Dub- 
lin. He  did  not  want  to  go  into  the 
painful  history  of  Sir  Arthur  Ghiinness, 
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whose  connection  with  those  persons 
would,  in  the  minds  of  men  in  Ireland, 
always  associate  his  name  with  bribery 
and  corruption.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunhet)  to  read  the  judgment  of  Mr. 
Justice  Keogh  upon  that  election ;  and 
he  would  ask  whether  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Speaker  at  the  time  was  obliged 
to  state  from  the  Chair  that  bribery  and 
corruption  had  extensively  prevailed  in 
the  City  of  Dublin,  and  that  Sir  Arthur 
Guinness  was  declared  to  have  lost  his 
seat  ?  The  inquiry  in  Dublin  lasted  for 
weeks;  and  so  extensive  was  the  corrup- 
tion that  prevailed,  owing  to  the  money 
spent  by  this  great  brewer,  that  the 
name  of  Freeman  in  Dublin  was  now 
synonymous  with  pauperism  and  cor- 
ruption. He  asked  the  House  whether 
they  would  allow  this  amendment  of  the 
law  to  be  placed  on  the  Statute  Book, 
and  thereby  undo  the  work  which  the 
Royal  Commission  in  1870  solemnly  de- 
clared ought  to  be  done?  They  were 
told  that  an  Act  of  that  House  was  to 
be  repealed,  and  that,  too,  without  a 
single  person  in  Ireland  asking  for  this 
amendment  of  the  law.  He  repeated 
that  no  one  in  Ireland  had  asked  for  it. 
These  men  were  to  be  again  taken  out 
of  the  poor-houses,   given  a  guinea  to 

Send  in  drink,  and  then  taken  back  to 
e  poor-house.  That  was  the  proposal 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  it 
was  one  which  he  viewed  with  indigna- 
tion and  horror.  He  admitted  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Gt)vemment  did  not 
affect  more  than  70  or  80  persons ;  that 
a  considerable  number  of  the  electors 
of  the  time,  and  of  this  particular  body 
of  persons,  had  passed  away;  but  still 
he  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  relieving  men  of  the  stigma  justly 
cast  upon  them  by  a  Eoyal  Commission, 
and  that  they  were  trying  to  remove  the 
brand  that  would  rest  upon  the  brow  of 
Sir  Arthur  Guinness,  let  his  coronet 
cover  it  as  it  might. 

Th«  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabrxb  Hebsohell)  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  the  personal  matter 
wi^  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
dealt  in  his  speech ;  he  had  risen  to  ex- 
plain why  the  provision  of  which  the 
Don.  and  learned  Member  complained 
bad  been  inserted  in  the  Schedule.  It 
would  be  in  Ae  reooUection  of  the  House 


that,  as  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  was 
originally  drawn,  all  those  persons  re- 
turned as  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  in 
1880  were  to  be  disfranchised  for  life; 
but  when  the  matter  was  considered  in 
the  Committee  a  strong  and  universal 
opinion  was  expressed  that  their  dis- 
franchisement should  be  limited  to  a 
period  of  seven  years.  That  was  car- 
ried ;  and  at  the  time  it  was  done  the 
Attorney  General  pointed  out  that  the 
result  would  necessarily  be  the  recon* 
sideration  of  the  case  of  those  persons 
who  had  been  disfranchised  at  previous 
dates.  He  (the  Solicitor  General)  re- 
gretted very  much  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
was  not  able  to  be  present  at  that  mo« 
ment  to  put  the  matter  before  the 
House;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
there  were  certain  boroughs  in  England 
with  respect  to  which  the  Commissioners 
reported,  and  upon  those  Reports  Acts 
of  disfranchisement  were  passed  many 
years  ago.  Well,  it  was  quite  allowed 
that  it  would  be  extremely  xmfair  that  in 
respect  of  those  who  in  1880  were  found 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices  the  punishment 
should  only  be  a  period  of  seven  years' 
disfranchisement,  whilst  those  who  had 
already  suffered  15  years'  disfranchise- 
ment were  to  remain  in  exactly  the  same 
situation  for  the  rest  of  their  lives ;  it 
was  felt  at  the  time  that  it  was  not  even- 
handed  justice — that  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely unjust.  It  followed,  then,  that 
they  had  to  consider  what  should  be 
done  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  In  the  case 
of  Ireland  there  had  been  two  similar 
Disfranchisement  Acts ;  but  it  was  only 
to  one  of  them  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan  had 
alluded ;  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber took  no  notice  of  the  Act  which 
dealt  with  Sligo  and  Cashel.  There 
had  been  an  Act  passed  in  respect  of 
those  places  in  the  same  year  as  the  Act 
relating  to  Dublin ;  it  dealt  with  the 
same  class  of  offences ;  and  it  was  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  persons  who  were 
disfranchised  under  those  Acts  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way  as  it  was  proposed 
to  deal  with  those  persons  who  were 
disfranchised  under  the  Acts  relating  to 
Sandwich,  Bridgwater,  and  other  Eng- 
lish boroughs.  He  believed  that  the 
suggestion  came  from  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  that  Sligo 
and  Cashel  should  be  dealt  with  in 
that  way.     [Mr.  Sexton:   I  said  so.] 

DigifJZ»frrfJViyA^.]|lC 


95       ParUafMntary  Eleeium       {COMMONS}  {Re&Utrihution)  JBiU.         96 


Exactly.  Why,  then,  should  not  Dab- 
lin  be  so  dealt  with  ?  How  could  any 
person  deal  with  this  matter  in  con- 
sonance with  justice  and  equity  if,  hav- 
ing limited  the  period  of  disfranchise- 
ment in  the  case  of  the  electors  of  the 
English  boroughs,  he  should  not  do  the 
same  with  regard  to  persons  guilty  of 
precisely  the  same  acts  in  Dublin  ?  It 
seemed  to  him  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  tsike  any  other  course  than 
they  had  taken,  because  if  they  were  to 
treat  this  case  exceptionally  they  would 
not  be  dealing  out  even-handed  justice. 
If  they  dealt  with  Sligo  and  Cashel  in  a 
particular  way  they  must  deal  in  the 
same  way  with  Dublin.  At  the  time 
when  the  Eoyal  Commission  reported 
there  were  93  persons  named  in  the 
Schedule,  and  he  need  not  say  that  that 
was  15  years  ago.  Of  those  93  persons 
a  great  many  had  since  left  the  place, 
and  passed  away  by  death;  and  pro- 
bably the  proposisil  of  the  Government 
did  not  now  concern  more  than  40  or  50 
persons  at  the  outside.  Finally,  he  re- 
peated that  it  would  be  impossible  in 
any  spirit  of  fairness  not  to  deal  with 
Dublin  on  grounds  similar  to  those  on 
which  they  had  dealt  with  Sligo  and 
Cashel;  and  therefore  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  had  no  foundation  on 
which  to  rest  his  case. 

SiK  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
believed  there  was  a  great  distinc- 
tion between  the  re-enfranchisement 
of  the  Freemen  of  Dublin  and  the  re- 
enfranchisement  of  the  electors  of  Sligo 
and  Cashel.  The  latter  had  certain 
qualifications  as  householders  and  rate- 
payers, and  as  such  they  had  to  prove 
their  right  to  the  francmse.  That  was 
not  the  case  with  the  Freemen  of  Dublin ; 
they  had  in  the  past  a  prescriptive  right 
to  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament ;  and 
they  having  been  disfranchised  for  grave 
and  criminal  excesses,  he  ventured  to  say 
there  was  not  a  mere  distinction,  but 
the  greatest  possible  difference,  between 
the  case  of  Dublin  and  the  case  of  Sligo 
and  Cashel.  The  Government  proposal 
was  to  set  up  as  voters  again  men  who 
had  forfeited  a  prescriptive  right  because 
they  had  been  convicted  as  participators 
in  a  gross  system  of  corruption,  and  as 
personal  recipients  of  bribery — a  system 
than  which  no  grosser  was  on  record  as 
having  come  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons or  any  of  the  Judges. 

The  Solicitor  General 


Mb.  PLTTNKET  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  add  anything  to  the  argument 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli- 
citor General,  who  by  his  speech,  he  be- 
lieved, had  entirely  convinced  the  House 
that  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  depart,  in  the  case  of  the  Free- 
men of  Dublin,  from  the  way  in  which 
it  was  proposed  in  the  Bill  to  deal  with 
other  persons  who  had  been  disqualified. 
He  asked  the  House  to  allow  him  to 
make  a  brief  statement  in  reply  to  the 
attack  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Healy)  who  introduced  this 
subject  had  made  upon  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  for  many  years  a  Member 
of  that  House,  long  after  all  the  circum- 
stances stated  by  t^e  hon.  Member  were 
alleged  to  have  occurred ;  who  had  been 
returned  without  opposition  as  Member 
for  Dublin  City,  and  who  was  held  in  as 
much  respect  and  honour  in  Ireland  as 
any  gentleman  at  the  present  day.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  in- 
troduced this  Amendment  had  thought 
fit  to  make,  in  most  bitter  and  offensive 
language,  an  utterly  unfounded  attack 
upon  the  Gentleman  in  question  in  his 
absence.  He  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  that  kind  of  controversy  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  would 
content  himself  with  quoting  what  the 
learned  Judge,  whose  opinion  and  judg- 
ment had  been  appealed  to,  said  on 
that  occasion,  and  would  then  ask  the 
House  to  say  what  amount  of  truth  and 
fairness  there  was  in  the  language  now 
used  by  the  hon.  Member.  Judge 
Keogh  said — 

<'  Sir  Arthur  Omnness  was  called  on  the  table, 
and  he  gave  his  evidence — a  high-minded  and 
honourable  gentleman — in  a  manner  creditable 
to  himself,  and  equally  creditable  to  those  who 
had  selected  him  to  succeed  his  esteemed  and 
respected  father.  Let  me  say  that  there  is  not 
a  particle  of  foundation  for  the  most  remote 
shadow  of  suspicion  of  any  act  of  bribery  hav- 
ing been  conmiitted  with  the  personal  know, 
ledge  of  Sir  Arthur  Guinness ;  therefore,  so  inx 
as  his  personal  position  and  personal  character 
and  personal  acts  are  concerned,  he  is  entitled 
to,  and  shall  have  from  me,  the  most  unquali- 
fied testimony  that  his  hands  are  clean  and 
his  character  unaspersed  by  these  proceed- 
ings." 

He  (Mr.  Plunket)  would  now  leave  it  to 
the  honour  of  the  House  to  judge  of  the 
justice  of  the  attack  whidfi  Imd  been 
made  on  Lord  Ardilaun. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  cases  of 
Sligo  and  Cashelhad  been  referred  to;  but 
theoorruptionin  these  places  was  not  to  be 
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compared  with  tbat  which  had  been  dis- 
coTered  in  some  English  constitnenciee — 
constituencies  which  had  been  proved  to 
be  absolute  sinks  of  oormption.  Seeing 
that  only  a  small  number  of  people  in 
Sligo  and  Cashel  had  fallen  victims  to 
the  seductions  of  the  lawyers  and  others 
who  had  gone  amongst  them  for  pur- 
poses of  bribery,  and  seeing  that  they 
had  already  suffered  14  years'  disfran- 
chisement, which  was  double  the  amount 
of  punishment  proposed  to  be  inflicted 
upon  sinners  in  England  of  double  the 
guilt,  he  thought  the  disfranchised 
voters  of  these  places  should  be  included 
in  the  measure  of  amnesty.  The  Eng- 
lish Attorney  General  had  acknowledged 
the  fairness  of  the  claim  by  acceding  to 
it  in  the  case  of  English  constituencies. 
With  regard  to  the  claims  made  in  this 
respect  by  the  Oity  of  Dublin,  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  voters  there  were  in  an 
entirely  different  position.  The  corrup- 
tion in  Dublin  was  brought  about  by  a 
body  of  persons  who  were  imposed  upon 
the  electorate  as  an  excrescence,  and 
were  the  result  of  a  fancy  franchise. 
The  persons  who  possessed  this  fancy 
francnise  should  have  been  the  last  to 
yield  to  corrupt  influences — ^they  should 
have  recognized  their  position;  they 
should  have  known  that  their  conduct 
ought  to  be  exemplary,  and  should  have 
felt  that  any  evO-doing  on  their  part 
would  be  punished  with  greater  seve- 
rity than  offences  on  the  part  of  any 
other  class  of  electors.  The  incidents  of 
the  election  were  at  the  time  so  noto- 
zious,  and  were  even  now  so  well  re- 
membered, that  he  felt  it  unnecessary  to 
reaort  to  invective  in  referring  to  them. 
The  corruption  which  took  place  was 
vast,  and  afforded  an  excellent  example 
of  the  virtue  of  the  governing  classes  in 
dealing  with  the  Irish  electors.  It  was 
unquestionable  that  at  that  election 
bribery  was  carried  on  at  the  Hole-in- 
the- Wall  with  a  total  absence  of  con- 
cealment, and  in  a  manner  which  argued 
for  all  concerned,  but  particularly  for 
those  who  supplied  the  money,  a  cynicism 
and  shamelessness  which  no  amount  of 
excuse  and  explanation  could  overcome. 
No  language  could  too  strongly  condemn 
the  conduct  of  those  who  had  engaged 
themselves  in  the  corruption  of  this 
poverty-stricken  class  of  men  in  Dublin. 
The  corruption  was  so  bad  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  small  as  was  the  number 
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of  persons  scheduled,  it  woidd  be  a  good 
thing  to  sweep  them  off  the  Electoral 
Boll  for  ever. 

Mb.  "T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  there 
was  an  enormous  difference  between  the 
disfranchised  electors  of  Sligo  and  Cashel 
and  the  disfranchised  Freemen  of  Dub- 
lin. The  former  were  ratepayers ;  they 
were  a  class  of  persons  who  continued 
to  pay  their  rates,  and  whose  qualifica- 
tion, tiierefore,  remained  good.  In  the 
case  of  the  Freemen  of  Dublin,  however, 
their  qualification,  as  had  been  pointed 
out,  was  merely  a  fancy  affair.  It  had 
no  right  whatever  to  exist ;  the  qualifi- 
cation was  a  thing  in  the  air ;  and  he 
contended  that  even  if  this  charge  was 
not  laid  against  them,  or  proved  against 
them,  the  francluse  was  one  that  ihould 
be  now  abolished ;  indeed,  which  ought 
to  have  been  abolished  long^  since.  These 
Freemen  of  Dublin  had  been  a  notori- 
ously corrupt  body  for  a  long  series  of 
years.  Oormption  was  no  new  thing 
with  them,  and  the  Dublin  Election  now 
referred  to  was  an  especial  case.  Cor- 
ruption was  the  well-known  and  estab- 
liuied  character  of  this  body  of  men ; 
they  were  in  the  market;  their  votes 
were  always  to  be  had  for  a  considera- 
tion, and  for  a  very  small  consideration 
too.  Their  ill-doing  simply  culminated 
in  this  notorious  election  of  Sir  Arthur 
Guinness  for  the  City  of  Dublin.  They 
then  and  there,  so  to  speak,  filled  up 
the  measure  of  iniquity  until  it  over- 
flowed. Why,  it  was  notorious  that 
some  of  the  men  who  voted  at  the  elec- 
tion were  brought  over  from  England, 
clothes  being  provided  for  them  to  enable 
them  to  make  a  decent  appearance  when 
they  arrived  in  Dublin.  Others  were 
brought  out  of  the  workhouses ;  others 
from  the  Marshalsea  Prison  in  Dublin ; 
and  all,  he  believed,  got  this  money  be- 
fore they  came  to  vote.  In  fact,  one  of 
the  attendants  in  the  prison  he  had 
named  had  had  something  to  do  with 
the  bribery.  Well,  it  was  proposed  to 
introduce  these  Freemen  into  an  elec- 
toral body  which  the  Gbvemment,  who 
were  introducing  them,  hoped  would  be 
a  pure  one.  Was  that  the  way  the 
Government  would  deal  with  cattle 
coming  from  countries  in  which  diseases 
were  known  to  exist  ?  No ;  in  such  a 
case  they  would  refuse  to  allow  the  cattle 
to  be  introduced  into  the  country  lest 
they  should  bring  with  them  diseases 
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which  would  infect  the  sound  herds. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Government 
had  no  defence  at  all  to  make  in  this 
matter.  He  protested  against  thib  fran- 
chise altogether,  no  matter  whether  those 
"who  possessed  it  exercised  it  purely  or 
otherwise.  It  was  an  absurd  franchise, 
and  should  not  be  allowed  to  exist.  He 
protested  against  its  continuance  for  the 
sake  of  a  mere  handful  of  men  who  had 
proved  themselves  to  be  a  most  corrupt 
body,  not  at  one  election  but  at  every 
election.  So  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
the  more  elections  there  were  the  better; 
if  an  election  came  once  every  twelve 
months  the  better  for  them — Ihe  more 
thev  would  gain  by  it.  It  was  proposed 
to  oring  tms  rotten  lot  back  into  the 
electorate  of  Dublin.  As  a  citizen  of 
Dublin  he  protested  against  it  both  in 
the  interests  of  electoral  purity  and  for 
the  sake  of  common  sense  and  pro- 
priety. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  it  must  be 
recollected  that  a  large  number  of  the 
persons  who  had  been  disqualified  at 
this  election  had  been  brought  out  of 
the  poor-house.  The  mere  fact  of  their 
having  been  in  the  poor-house  should 
have  disqualified  them.  The  Govern- 
ment disqualified  one  man  because  he 
got  relief  to  the  extent  of  a  shilling ; 
and  yet  these  men,  who  made  a  practice 
of  living  on  the  ratepayers  in  Dublin, 
were  to  be  allowed  to  vote.  That  should 
be  made  a  reason  for  their  disqualifica- 
tion.   

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  Act  of  1870,  which  dis- 
franchised certain  voters  in  the  City  of 
Dublin,  did  not  deprive  them  of  the  IVee- 
man's  franchise,  but  operated  as  a  per- 
sonal disfranchising  measure,  disfran- 
chising certain  individuals  reported  on 
by  the  Commissioners.  It  might  be  that 
certain  of  these  persons  had  since  beoome 
respectable  voters  and  ratepayers  in  the 
City  of  Dublin.  If  that  were  so,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  the  franchise  under 
the  Act  of  1870.  To  keep  that  Act  un- 
repealed, and  to  allow  the  people  in 
Sligo  to  vote  whilst  those  in  Dublin 
were  disqualified,  would  be  an  injus- 
tice. 

Mb.  SEXTON  thought  that  the  people 
of  Sligo  and  Cashel  and  of  Dublin 
should  be  treated  in  a  di£Perent  spirit. 
In  the  case  of  Sligo  and  Cashel,  the 
electors  were  the  victims  of  lawyers  who 


Mr.  Z  D.  SuClivm 


came  down  from  Dublin,  whilst  those 
who  had  committed  the  same  offence  in 
Dublin  had  been  guilty  of  the  most 
shameless  corruption. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  some 
hon.  Members  thought  that  these  Dublin 
electors  were  disfranchised  as  Freemen, 
but  could  vote  as  householders.  Was 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  men  were  disfran- 
chised altogether,  so  that,  however  much 
they  might  become  ratepayers,  they 
coidd  not  vote  as  such  ?  Whilst  sym- 
pathizing with  the  spirit  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  support  a  perpetual  dis- 
franchisement of  Ihat  kind. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that,  having  been 
Lord  Mayor  of  DubHn,  and  having  ad- 
mitted people  to  the  Boll,  he  was  fami- 
liar with  the  point  under  discussion.  He 
could  state  that  when  these  Ereemen 
were  disfranchised  they  lost  their  posi- 
tion as  voters  altogether.  The  Freedom 
franchise  could  not  now  be  obtained 
from  that  House.  It  was  obtained  from 
the  City  of  Dublin  and  was  given  at  tiie 
Court  of  the  Lord  Mayor.  If  people 
were  deprived  of  the  Freedom  they  could 
not  get  it  given  to  them  again  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  proposed  to 
leave  out  of  the  Amendment  lines  12 
and  13.  He  had  not  intended  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  reference  to  Judge 
Keogh's  judgment,  nor  yet  with  the  ela* 
borate  details  of  the  dommission ;  but 
as  he  had  been  challenged  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  who  represented  Trinity  Col* 
lege  as  to  Sir  Arthur  Ouinness's  conduct, 
he  would  read,  for  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentieman's  satidaotion,  two 
or  three  lines  of  Judge  Keogh's  judg- 
ment. The  learned  Jud^  said  Sir 
Arthur  Guinness  had  not  been  asked 
whether  he  had  intimated  that  there 
was  a  limit  at  which  he  would  stop ;  he 
had  not  been  asked  whether  he  hi^  in- 
timated to  his  agents  that  they  were  not 
to  draw  upon  his  purse  to  any  amoont. 
Fortunately  for  himself  and  those  de- 
pending on  him,  his  resources,  said  the 
Judge,  appeared  to  be  very  great.  Hia 
Lordship  had  gone  on  to  refer  to  the 
cheques  signed  by  Sir  Arthur  Ouinneoa. 
It  was  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket),  who 
was  a  relative  of  Sir  Arthur  (jhiume68y 
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(a  Loid  ArdilauQ  as  he  was  now — ^Lord 
Croiskeen  Lawn  as  he  was  called  in  Ire- 
land  

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  that  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature must  be  spoken  of  with  respect  in 
this  House.  Besides,  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Ardilaun  is  not  now  imder  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  only  quoted 
the  words  of  the  learned  Judge,  who 
had  said  to  Sir  Arthur  GKiinness's  counsel 
that  it  was  extraordinary  that  he  had 
never  asked  his  client's  agents  what  this 
large  amount  of  money  was  paid  for. 
He  had  asked  whether  they  had  allowed 
this  money  to  be  taken  out  of  their 
pockets  wholesale  without  putting  ques- 
tions to  these  people  ?  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  bound  to  speak  with  respect  of 
Members  of  the  Upper  House.  He  was 
only  sorry  he  was  not  able  to  speak  as 
plainly  as  Judge  Keogh  had  done  of 
the  condact  of  certain  gentlemen  he  had 
disqualified.  These  men  were  Freemen, 
and  becanse  they  were  Freemen  they 
were  not  subjected  to  disqualification 
for  ordinary  relief  or  workhouse  re- 
lief. They  remained  in  the  workhouse 
from  one  end  of  the  year  to  the 
other,  and  the  clerk  never  objected 
to  the  retention  of  their  names  on 
the  Beg^ister  of  Voters.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  men  possess- 
ing the  franchise  whom  the  Judges  of 
the  land  had  over  and  over  agam  de- 
clared unworthy  to  possess  it. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  lines  12 
and  13. — {Mr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
pvoposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

8iB  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
wrong  in  supposing  that  a  Freeman  was 
not  disqualified  for  parochial  relief.  [Mr. 
Hbalt:  Not  in  Dublin.]  Did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
if  an  objection  were  made  to  a  Freeman 
OB  the  ground  that  he  had  received 
parodiial  relief  he  would  not  be  struck 
eff  the  Begister  ?  A  man  might  come 
mX  d  the  workhouse  and  vote  if  he 
Vi  am,  the  Begister ;  but  that  did  not 
iftll  Us 'right;  he  ought  to  be  struck 


Mb.  healy  said,  that  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  appealed  to 
him,  the  House,  no  doubt,  would  per- 
mit him  to  say  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Union  did  not  deal  with  the  Freeman 
Boll  at  all.  The  Clerk  of  the  Union  only 
dealt  with  the  Batepayers  Boll,  and  no 
one  but  the  Clerk  to  the  Union  could  ob- 
ject to  anybody  for  getting  medical  re- 
lief. Would  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
support  his  Amendment  to  provide 
that 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DHiKE  under- 
stood  that  FoorLaw  Belief  did  disqualify; 
he  was  not  speaking  of  medical  relief. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  if  the  House 
could  restore  Freemen  ? 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Fareeb  Hersohell)  imagined  it  could 
not.  The  Act  did  not  disqualify  men  as 
Freemen,  but  individually.  If,  there- 
fore, this  Amendment  were  carried  every 
one  of  these  men,  even  if  they  became 
respectable  ratepayers,  paying  rent  and 
taxes,  would  be  disfranchised. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  58  ;  Noes 
28  :  Majority  30.— CDiv.  List,  No.  176.) 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  thanking  the  House  for  the  long 
Sitting  that  night,  he  wished  to  say  he 
did  not  propose  to  take  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  then.  He  would  put  the 
third  reading  down  as  second  Order  for 
Monday,  when  he  did  not  apprehend 
there  would  be  any  opposition. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  on  the  ques- 
tion that  the  third  reading  be  fixed  for 
Monday,  he  wished  to  express  his  per- 
sonal sense  of  the  great  courtesy  and 
distinguished  ability  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  displayed  in  conducting  the  Bill 
through  the  House.  He  would  also 
refer  to  the  services  of  Mr.  Howel 
Thomas,  Secretary  of  the  Boundary 
Commission,  as  deserving  of  the  highest 
praise.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  had  been  TOund 
to  criticize  the  action  of  the  Lrish  Com- 
missioners ;  but  he  could  only  wish  that 
so  painstaking  and  courteous  an  official 
had  to  deal  with  the  Irish  boundaries. 
As  he  (Mr.  Healy)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
regarded  the  Bill  from  first  to  last  as  a 
bad  Bill,  they  would  divide  against  the 
third  reading. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 
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WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— P^ill  162.] 

(Mr.  Daniel  Orant,  Mr,  Torrent,  Mr.  Selater- 

Booth,  Mr.  Arthur  Cohen,  Mr.  Mitchie,  Mr. 

William  Lawrence,  Baron  Senry  De  Worme.) 

OONSIDERATION. 

Billy  88  amended,  eotuidered. 

Olaase  1  (Explanation  of  s.  68.  of 
Act  10  &  11  Vict.  0.  17). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
1 6,leaye  out  '*  in  the  parishes  and  unions 
subject  to  valuation." — {Mr.  Torrens.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  this  was  an  Amendment  he  sug- 
gested to  his  hon.  Friend  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Oommittee.  It  was  to  make  two 
areas  coincide ;  it  only  made  a  difference 
with  regard  to  two  hamlets. 

Question  put,  and  nagatived. 

Mb.  wills  proposed  in  page  2,  line 
1,  after  the  word  '^  shall,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  so  far  as  relate  to  the  Metro- 
politan area."  His  object  in  moving 
this  Amendment  was  to  make  it  more 
dear  than  it  was  at  present  that  the  Bill 
was  confined  to  the  Metropolis. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
1,  after  the  word  "shall,"  insert  the 
words  "  so  far  as  relates  to  the  Metro- 
politan areas."— (Ifr.  WilU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

.  Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  North  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Birkbeck)  proposed  to  insert 
the  words  "for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act"  after  the  word  "shall."  Those 
words  were  simple  words,  and  those  who 
advised  him  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  in 
these  matters  thought  they  were  pre- 
ferable words. 

Mb.  WILLS  said,  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wWidr&wn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
1,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  insert  the 
words  "  for  the  purposes  of  this  Aot"-» 
{Mr.  Biribaok.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  Mgr^ai  U. 
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Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 


FHday  next. 

WATER  COMPANIES  (REGULATION  OP 

POWERS)  BILL  [Xorrff.]— [Bill  161.] 

{Mr.  BiUMe.) 

SEOOUD  BBADDTG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Eitehie.) 

Mb.  BBYOE  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  second  reading,  though  he 
disapproved  of  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form.  When  tiie  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords  it  was  a  verygood 
little  Bill  in  two  clauses.  The  Water 
Oompanies  got  hold  of  it  and  knocked  it 
about ;  indeed,  they  had  piled  up  12  ad- 
ditional clauses,  and  at  the  same  time 
had  whittled  down  towards  a  vanishing 
point  most  of  what  was  valuable  in  the 
measure.  The  Bill  was  now  conceived 
more  in  the  interests  of  the  London 
Water  Oompanies  than  in  those  of  the 
public ;  it  seemed  to  promise  much,  but 
it  performed  little,  and  would  be  of 
little  service  to  the  poor.  In  Oommittee 
he  should  endeavour  to  bring  the  Bill 
back  nearer  to  its  original  chitfacter,  by 
moving  a  series  of  Amendments. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  did  not 
think  the  Bill  was  as  bad  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bryce) 
imagined.  He  (Sir  Charles  W.  DUke) 
had  objections  to  one  or  two  points ;  but 
he  did  not  go  so  far  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  that  so  far  as  he 
had  examined  the  Bill  it  would  be  of 
great  value,  especially  to  the  poor,  for 
one  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  was  that 
the  Water  Companies  could,  under  no 
droumstances,  cut  off  the  water  in  oases 
where  the  owner  of  the  property  was 
liable  to  pay  the  water  rates. 

Question  put,  and  •grioi  U. 

Bin  read  a  second  time,  and  eowmiUad 
fox  Mandojf  next. 

WATS  AJSm  MEASS. 
OOKSOIJDATSD  FUVD    (VO.   3)  BILL. 

Rafolation  [Haroh  7]  rf^orted,  and  oftrnd 
to.*— Bill  ordired  to  ha  bnmght  in  by  Sir 
Abthva  Otwat,  Hr.  CHAxcBLLon  of  the  Sx- 
CHiQusm,  mnd  Hr.  Hibbbst. 

mipremmud,  and  read  tha  fint  time. 
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MOTIONS. 


TBiMWlYS  PB0YI8I0NAL  OBDEBS    (KO.    2) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,  Bill  to  confirm 
oertain  Proyirional  Orders  made  hj  the  Board 
of  Trade,  under  "The  Tramways  Act,  1870,*' 
relating  to  Dudley  and  Kingswinford  Tram- 
ways, Llw3mpoid  (Carmarthen)  Tramways, 
Paisley  Tramways,  and  Salford  C!oTporation 
IVamways,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Houcsand  Mr.  Ohambbbladt. 

WLpr$tmt4d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

T1AMWAY8    PBOTISIONAL  OBDEBS  (KO.    3) 

BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,.  Bill  to  confirm 

eeitain  PtoTisional  Orders  made  by  tiie  Board 

of  Trade,  under  "  The  Tramways  Act,  1870," 

relating  to  Birmingham  and  Western  Districts 

Tramways,    Birmingham    Central   Tramways 

l^ztenaion),     and     Birmingham    Corporation 

Tramways,  ortUnd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 

Holms  and  Mr.  Chambbklain. 

Bi]ljvMM/#i#,  andread  the  first  time.  [Billl67.] 

LOCAL  GOTEBNlCEirT  FBOYISIOKAL  OBDBBS 
(VO.  3)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Oborob  Bussbll,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
CoTstument  Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of 
Bangor,  the  Local  Government  Districts  of 
BlaouiTon  and  Brynmawr,  the  Borough  of 
Bvnley,  the  liOcal  Gk>vemment  District  of  Great 
Driffield,  the  Boroughs  of  Haverfordwest  and 
Leeds,  the  Improvement  Act  District  of  Leek, 
the  Borough  of  Pwllheli,  and  the  Local  Go- 
Temment  District  of  Widnes,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Gbobob  Russbll  and  Sir 

OriBLBS  W.  JDlLXB. 

HSlpr^stnUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

LOGAL  OOYBBinCENT  PBOTISIONAL  OBDBBS 
(KO.   4)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gbobob  Bussbll,  Bill  to 
confirm  oertain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
GoTsmment  Board  relating  to  the  Bural  Sani* 
tary  District  of  the  AUierstone  Union,  the  Local 
Government  District  of  Festiniog,  the  Rural 
Banitarr  District  of  the  Leybnm  Union,  the 
Boroughs  of  Newport  (Monmouthshire)  and 
PMtoo,  the  Local  Government  District  of  Raw- 
te,  and  the  Rural  Sanitary  Districts  of  the 
Tideaster  and  Wangf  ord  Unions,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  hy  Mr.  Gbobob  Russbll  and  Sir 
Cbaxlbs  W.  Dilkb. 

^iXLpretmUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  169.] 

LOCAL  GOYEBNICENT  (gAs)  PBOYISIOKAL 
OBDBBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Georob  Russell,  Bill  to 
OQofimi  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
GoTonment  Board,  under  the  provisions  of 
"The  Gas  and  Water  Works  Facilities  Act 
WO,"  and  "The  PubHo  Health  Act,  1876," 
nlttiag  to  the  Local  Government  Districts  of 
East  Dereham,  Ellesmere,  and  Haverhill,  or^ 
^^nd  to  be  bitmght  in  by  Mr.  Gbobgb  Russbll 
aoifir  C11ABI.BS  W.  DnjLB. 

BaijrcMiifcif,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  170.] 


TUBNPIKB  ACTS  OONnNTJANOS. 
Ordered,  That  it  be  a  further  Instruction  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Turnpike  Acts  Con- 
tinuance, to  take  into  consideration  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Roads  under  the  management 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Highways  of  &e  Ide 
of  Wight,  and  to  report  to  tiie  House  whether 
any  step  should  be  taken  in  regard  to  the  con- 
tinuance or  discontinuance  of  Uie  arrangements 
under  which  these  roads  are  now  partly  main- 
tained out  of  tolls  levied  thereon. — (Mr.  George 
EuteeU.) 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ckancbllob  of  the  Ex- 
CHBQUBB,  Bill  to  suspend  for  a  period  certain 
payments  on  annuities  created  under  the  Na- 
tional Debt  Act,  1883,  and  to  reduce  for  a  like 
period  the  permanent  annual  oharj^  of  the 
National  Debt,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Chancbllob  of  the  Exchbqubb  and  Mr.  Hib- 

BBBT. 

'BiSlpreeeHtedf  and  read  the  first  time.  P^ill  1 72.] 

House  adjourned  at  twentv-five 

minutes  after  Three  o  clock 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  \Uh  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills—  Fir#*  Reading 
— (Jas  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  ♦  (108). 

Second  Reading — Highways  •  (98). 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2]*  (80);  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  rPoor  Law)  (No.  6)  •  (00) ; 
Local  (Government  rrovisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  6)*  (94);  Local  Gbvenmient 
Provisional  (>rders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  7)* 
(91),  ijnipaeeed, 

CART  NAVIGATION  BILL. 

(The  Duke  of  Abereom,) 

SBOOND  EEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Dtjkb  of  ABERCOEN,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  enable  the 
Trustees  of  the  Eiver  to  widen  and 
deepen  it.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
Town  Council  of  Paisley,  which  had  the 
nomination  of  a  certain  number  of  the 
Trustees,  should  be  empowered  to  levy 
an  assessment  of  not  more  than  3J.  in 
the  pound,  to  be  called  '^  The  Oart  Gua- 
rantee Fund.''  A  meeting  of  3,000  rate- 
payers had  been  called  to  consider  the 
matter  last  October,  and  only  100  or 
150  were  opposed  to  the  scheme.  Other 
towns  had  benefited  very  largely  by  the 
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improTement  of  the  rivers  on  which  they 
were  built.  The  population  of  New- 
castle and  other  Tyneside  towns,  for 
example,  had  been  more  than  doubled 
since  the  improvements  on  the  Tjne  had 
been  carried  out ;  and  ouly  the  other  day 
their  Lordships  had  sanctioned  the 
gigantic  scheme  of  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  deny  to  Paisley  a  privilege  that  had 
been  accorded  to  other  towns. 

Movedy  «ThattheBillbenowread2\» 
--{The  Duke  ofAhereom.) 

The  Eael  op  EBDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
KAK  of  Committees)  said,  he  would  ask 
their  Lordships  not  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  proceeded  with  in  the  usual 
manner  as  a  Private  Bill.  He  objected 
to  it  on  the  ground  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  financial  condition  of  the 
place  did  not  justify  tiie  concession  of 
the  powers  sought  by  the  Town  Coun- 
cil to  be  laid  out  on  the  Cart  Navi- 
gation. There  was  a  debt  of  £10,000 
raised  for  the  improvement  of  the  Eiver 
Cart,  the  interest  of  which  had  not  been 
paid.  One  portion  of  the  Bill  provided  that 
this  debt  should  be  paid  off  at  the  rate  of 
7«.  6d,  per  £1,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
this  was  a  mode  of  proceeding  which  it 
was  proper  to  allow.  Another  objection 
was  uie  guarantee  fund  of  8  J.  in  the  pound 
on  the  whole  borough  for  navigation 
purposes  only.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
tiie  House  could  not  properly  allow  the 
Town  Council  to  borrow  £100,000,  when, 
at  the  same  time,  they  found  it  necessary 
to  ask  for  power  to  pay  off  a  debt  of 
£10,000  at  a  discount,  not  having  been 
hitherto  able  to  pay  the  interest  on  that 
smaller  sum. 

The  Eakl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  the 
points  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl 
were  exactly  those  which  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  deal  with. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  waive 
his  objection  to  the  Bill,  and  allow  a 
Select  Committee  to  be  appointed  to  deal 
with  the  matters  referred  to,  which  were 
simply  points  of  detail. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said,  the  points 
raised  were  those  ujpon  which  a  Select 
Committee  should  judge  and  report 
upon. 

Viscount  CEANBROOK  said,  that 
this  seemed  to  him  to  be  distinctly  a  case 
to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

On  Question  ?  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2% 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Duh  ofAhereom 


INDIA—THE  AMEEE  OF  AFGHANISTAN 

—THE  IKAWXJL  PINDI  OON- 

FEEENCE.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  ware  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  speech  of 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin  at  the  recent  Dur- 
bar was  rightly  given  by  the  news- 
papers ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  noble 
Earl  will  put  your  Lordships  in  posses- 
sion of  the  correct  version  of  it  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  In  this  case  I 
can  give  full  information  to  my  noble 
Friend.  It  appears  that  the  Earl  of 
Dufferin  never  made  any  speech  at  all. 
The  words  attributed  to  him  were  spoken 
by  the  Ameer. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER.— QUESTION. 

The  Mahquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
wish  to  ask,  as  the  noble  Marquess  at 
the  head  of  the  War  Department  isgoing 
to  make  a  statement  in  the  other  House 
on  the  policy  of  the  Government —  I  may 
be  wrong,  but  that  is  the  impression 
abroad — ^whether,  if  that  is  so,  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  has  any- 
thing to  communicate  to  this  House  with 
respect  to  the  policy  to  be  pursued  in  the 
Soudan,  or  in  regard  to  the  Afghan 
Frontier  ?        

Eabl  GRAN7ILLE :  lamnotaware 
of  what  is  going  on  in  the  other  House ; 
but  certainly  it  would  not  be  my  inten- 
tion to  make  any  statement  to  your 
Lordships  with  regard  to  the  Soudan. 
The  noble  Earl  on  the  Gross  Benches. 
(the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  has  given  Notioe 
of  a  Motion  on  that  subject,  and  he  has 
postponed  it  from  to-day.  Therefore,  I 
am  not  now  in  a  position,  without  pre- 
paration, to  make  any  statement  to  your 
Lordships.  But  it  may  be  satisfactory, 
with  regard  to  another  question,  that  I 
should  make  a  short  statement — it  does 
not  go  far,  but  as  far  as  it  does  go  it  is 
satisfactory — with  regard  to  the  Afghan 
boundary.  A  reference  having  oeen 
agreed  to  by  this  country  and  Russia  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly 
State  as  to  a  point  of  honour  that  hsA 
arisen,  and  as  we  do  not  anticipate  any 
difficulty  in  the  details  of  that  agree- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Government  thought 
it  right  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  and  myself  should  meet  M. 
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de  Staal  and  M.  Lessar,  and  go  over 
with  them  the  question  of  the  delimita- 
tion of  the  frontier.  I  can  onlj  state 
now  that  we  have  arrived  substantially 
at  an  agreement,  wMcli  is  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  the  Earl  of  Dufferin,  and  to  the 
Council  of  India.  That  agreement  lias 
been  transmitted  to  the  Government  of 
Bussia  by  the  Bossian  Bepresentatives 
in  this  country. 

AORICULTUBAL  HOLDINGS  ACTT,  1883 

—COUNTY  COURTS— POWER  OP 

BAILIFFS.-QUESTION. 

LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDEBLEY 
asked  the  Lord  Ohancellor,  If  he  has 
ootioed  the  decision  of  the  York  Bank- 
ruptcy Court,  by  which  the  action  of  a 
baili£f  under  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act,  1883,  is  limited  to  the  district  of 
the  Jud^  who  gave  him  an  authoriza- 
tion, a  decision  which  will  cause  great 
mconvenience  to  those]  bailiffs  who 
usually  do  business  in  more  than  one 
Oounty  Goart  district ;  whether  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  would  recommend 
County  Court  Judges  to  give  their  au- 
thorization to  any  bailiff  who  has  already 
got  the  authorization  of  another  County 
Court  Judge  and  who  has  not  miscon- 
ducted himself  since  receiving  the  first 
authorization ;  whether  the  revocation  of 
the  authority  of  a  bailiff  by  one  County 
Court  Judge  should  not  carry  with  it  the 
lerocation  of  an  authorization  given  by 
any  other  Oounty  Court  Judge ;  and,  if 
it  is  true  that  the  decision  of  the  York 
Bankruptcy  Court  has  been  reversed  on 
appeal? 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said,  it 
▼as  true  that  the  decision  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred  had  been  reversed 
on  ^»peal;  and,  this  being  so,  there  was 
«o  occasion  for  any  suggestion  on  his 
part  to  the  Coimty  Court  Judges,  even 
if  sudi  a  suggestion  woidd  be  otherwise 
proper. 

BU88IA  —  CIECULAR    DESPATCH    OP 

PBINCE  GORTCHAKOPF,  1864. 

BSSOLXmON. 

In  Dues  of  ABQYLL,  who  had 
pfen  Notice  to  caU  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  Circular  Despatch 
•ddresaed  by  Prince  Gortchakow  to 
T^naaian  Bepresentatives  abroad,  dated 
2lat  November  1864,  said:  My  Lords, 
I IM  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the 


attention  of  the  House  to  a  document 
of  very  great  and  curious  interest  which 
is  much  too  little  known  generally  in 
this  country.    Indeed,  I  find  upon  in- 
quiry that  there  are  a  great  many  noble 
Lords  who  do  not  know  where  to  see  it 
or  where  to  find  it ;  and,  therefore,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  shall 
change  my  Notice  to  one  moving  that 
the  document  be  reprinted  and  circu- 
lated among  the  Members  of  the  House. 
It  was  printed  in  the  Indian  Blue  Book, 
No.  2,  Central  Asia,  1878.    Very  few 
persons  appear  to  take  any  notice  of  it, 
and  when  it  was  taken  notice  of  in  pub- 
lications of  great  authority,  it  was,  in 
my    opinion,    entirely   misrepresented. 
And  yet,  so  important  is  that  document, 
that  I  will  venture  to  say  that,  within 
the  four  comers  of  that  one  Paper,  you 
will  find  laid  down  by  the  Bussian  Oo- 
vemment  every  one  of  the  principles  and 
axioms  of  policy  on  which  they  have 
acted  during  the  last  15  or  20  years,  and 
which  have  now  brought  us  to  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  of  grave  importance. 
Before   calling  your  attention  to  this 
Paper,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  to 
explain  my  purpose  in  doing  so.    It  is 
only  a  fortnight  to-day  since  the  Prime 
Minister  addressed  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  a  speech  which  was  uni- 
versally taken  as   portending   a   very 
grave  event — ^namely,  the  suspension  of 
amicable    relations    with    one    of    the 
greatest  Powers  of  Europe.    When  I 
read  that  speech  I  confess  I  could  not 
help  saying  to  myself  —  Here  we  are 
once  more  in  the  rapids  of  another  Cri- 
mean War,   and  this  time  without  a 
single  ally  in  Europe,  and  with  a  great 
many  European  faces  turned  towards  us 
with  an  expression  of  angry  suspicion. 
I  rejoice  most  sincerely  that   by  the 
efforts  of  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) and  his  Colleagues  that  danger 
at  least  appears  for  the  present  to  be 
turned  away.    I  hope  we  may  take  the 
announcement  made  oy  my  noble  Friend 
to-night  as  portending,  on  the  contrary, 
that,  so  far  as  that  particular  incident 
is  concerned,  which  was  the  immediate 
danger  a  fortnight  ago,  the  danger  is 
greatly  mitigated,  if  not  averted ;  but 
my  noble  Friend  will  fully  admit  that 
the  grave  differences   which  were   in 
question  between  England  and  Bussia 
three  weeks  ago  still  weigh  and  press 
on  the  public  mind.    WeU,  my  Lords, 
that  is  not  the  only  point  on  which 
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anxiety  as  to  foreign  affairs  exists.  The 
question  of  Egypt  is  full  of  danger  for 
the  pacific  relations  of  the  Ghreat  Powers 
of  the  world ;  but  my  noble  Friend  pro- 
mised in  a  few  days  a  statement  on  that 
question.  What  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  House  is  that  there  is  in  the  country 
generally,  on  all  sides  of  politics,  a  sense 
of  dissatisfaction,  if  not  of  alarm.  We 
are  not  sure  how  far  peace  has  been 
secured  by  the  concessions  which  have 
been  made.  What,  then,  is  the  condi- 
tion of  our  affairs  at  home,  when  such  is 
the  state  of  the  public  mind  about  foreign 
affairs  ?  We  are  about  to  enter  upon 
a  great  General  Election  under  entirely 
new  conditions  as  regards  the  constitu- 
encies of  this  country.  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  forecast  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
new  democracy  upon  the  foreign  policy 
of  this  country ;  but  this  I  must  say — 
that  democracies  are  not  generally  of  an 
eminently  pacific  character.  They  are 
not,  perhaps,  so  inclined  ^to  undertake 
wars  for  ambition  as  great  conquering 
Sovereigns ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
are  more  apt  to  get  into  war  out  of  mere 
sentiment  and  emotion.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  help  pointing  out  to  the  House 
how  rapidly  this  element  of  emotion  is 
increasing  in  its  influence  upon  our 
foreign  affairs.  It  is  impossible  to  have 
followed  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  my  noble  Friend  below  me 
(Earl  GranTUle)  on  the  I^yptian  Ques- 
tion— he  will  pardon  me  for  saying  so^ 
without  feeling  that  it  has  been  largely 
influenced  by  the  Press,  and  by  the  pre- 
dominant feeling  expressed  in  the  P^ss 
of  the  popular  mind.  They  have  ad- 
Tanced  with  the  wave  of  passion,  and 
they  have  retreated  when  there  has  been 
a  loud  and  popular  agitation ;  and  I  am 
afraid  from  what  I  nave  heard  that  I 
shall  have  to  express  my  deep  regret  at 
the  further  retreat  which  they  are  now 
about  to  make  in  their  Egyptian  policy. 
There  are,  my  Lords,  many  more  in- 
stances of  this  emotional  effect  on  the 
foreign  pNolicy  of  this  country,  the  in- 
creasing influence  of  the  Press  and  of 
the  electric  telegraph.  We  feel  it  in  our 
private  life,  the  electric  telegraph  makes 
us  sit  by  the  beds  of  our  dying  friends, 
in  warwe  hear  the  groansof  the  wounded, 
we  see  the  vultures  feeding  on  the  dead, 
and  in  diplomacy,  so  great  is  the  power 
of  the  Pi^ss  in  interviewing  prominent 
men  in  different  countries  of  the  world 
that  we  hear  the  irritated  wranglings  of 

The  Bi^h  of  Argyll 


the  most  secret  diplomacy.  My  Lords* 
under  these  circumstances,  going  to  new 
constituencies,  it  seems  to  be  the  duty  of 
public  men  that  they  should  keep  their 
heads  cool,  and  give  to  the  public  of  their 
best,  in  respect  of  their  superior  know- 
ledge and  information  upon  the  facts  of 
history  which  are  telling  on  the  present. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  desire  to  direct 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  this 
most  important  public  document,  as 
bearing  in  a  most  important  decree 
upon  our  understanding  of  the  motives 
and  policy  of  the  Russian  Gk^vemment. 
Let  me  look,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
speeches  which  have  been  made  on  be- 
half of  the  Conservative  Party.  I  look 
to  some  of  the  most  powerful  and  able 
speeches  made  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  upon  tiie  condition  in  which 
we  now  are ;  and  I  rejoice  to  see  that  my 
noble  Friend  gave  no  indication  of  any 
approval  of  a  war  for  the  mere  sake  of 
a  strip  of  desert  on  the  confines  of  Af- 
ghanistan, or  of  a  war  against  one  of 
the  greatest  Powers  of  Europe  on  account 
of  an  accidental  affair  of  outposts.  On 
the  contrary,  the  gist  and  tenour  of  his 
speech  was  this — that  the  dangers  of  a 
war  arising  from  these  comparatively 
small  points  was  a  danger  due  to  the 
mismanagement  of  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers. That  is  an  ar^;ument  which  is 
r»rfeotly  fair  to  maintam,  and  on  which 
am  not  going  to  express  any  opinion 
now.  We  have  not  got  the  Papers  be- 
fore us.  We  do  not  know  how  it  is  that 
it  is  an  affair  of  outposts,  neither  do  we 
know  from  what  train  of  drcumstanoes 
it  rose  to  such  a  dangerous  point.  I  now 
pass,  my  Lords,  from  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  who  is  the 
Leader  of  the  0>nservative  Party,  to 
look  to  another  quarter.  I  would  remind 
your  Lordships  of  an  anecdote  which  is 
told  of  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield.  On 
one  occasion  he  was  met  going  up  to  the 
Gallery  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
was  adced  by  a  friend — "What  brin^ 
your  Lordship  here  to-night  ?  "  He  said 
— <*  I  have  come  to  look  at  the  Fourth 
Party."  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed,  now 
and  then,  to  go  and  listen  to  and  look  at 
the  Fourth  Party ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  some  speeches  lately  made  by 
the  Leader  of  that  Party  are  speeches  of 
great  eloquence  and  of  Yerj  considerable 
power,  and  I.  for  one,  rejoice  to  see  anv 
addition  to  the  eloquence  and  powerwhich 
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we  have  in  Parliament.  Well,  my  Lords, 
hemadeaspeechtheotlierdaywithregard 
to  our  situation  as  to  public  affairs,  in 
which  there  was  a  very  steong  opinion  ex- 
pressed with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Kussia  in  her  adyance  in  Central  Asia. 
I  rejoice  that  he  also,  in  unison  with  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite,  expressed  not 
not  only  indifference,  but  positive  ridi- 
cole  and  contempt,  at  the  idea  of  a  war 
which  was  to  be  waged  for  the  mere 
sake  of  a  strip  of  territory  between 
Herat  and  Merv,  or  for  a  mere  affair  of 
outposts  between  two  Armies.  But  then 
he  proceeded  to  draw  a  tremendous  ar- 
raignment against  Bussia  for  ber  deceit 
and  treachery  in  connection  with  her 
advance  in  Central  Asia.  Now,  in  his 
narrative,  my  firm  conviction  is  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  draw  his  information 
from  first  sources.  The  literature  on  the 
sabject  is  enormous.  Books  and  pam- 
phlets without  number  have  been  written 
representing  the  treachery  of  Eussia  in 
her  course  throughout  Asia,  some  of 
them  by  persons  of  eminence  and  dis- 
tinction, and  those  are,  no  doubt,  the 
Boorcee  ^om  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
drawn  his  information.  The  gist  of  the 
noble  Lord's  observations  was  that  all 
the  advances  of  Eussia  in  Asia  had  been 
in  violation  of  the  most  solemn  promises 

fiven  over  and  over  again  to  the  Great 
'owers  of  Europe,  and  especially  to  our- 
selves. Well,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  know 
that  I  shoald  have  noticed  these  obser- 
vations at  all  in  your  Lordships'  House 
had  it  not  been  that  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  alluded  to  them,  and  said  that 
he  believed  that  the  noble  Lord's  repre- 
sentation of  facts  could  not  be  contro- 
verted. 

Thb  Mabqtjess  of  SALISBURY: 
The  precise  words  I  used  were,  that  they 
were  historically  unimpeachable. 

The  Dukb  of  ARGYLL :  That  is  not 
my  opinion.  The  fact  of  Eussia  having 
advanced  by  these  steps  is,  of  course,  an 
hirtorical  fact  within  the  knowledge  of 
all  of  us ;  but  these  facts  are  strung  to- 
gether by  relative  statements  with  re- 
gaxd  to  the  assurances  of  Eussia ;  and 
if  my  noble  Friend  means  that  those 
Btatements  are  unimpeachable  then  I 
etnnot  agree  with  him,  for  I  think  that 
I  shall  prove  they .  are  not  only  not 
vpisipeachable,  but  wrong  from  begin- 
iQBKto  end.  I  rest  my  case  almost  en- 
™t|r  on  the  particular  document  for 
wUdh  I  have  moved.    I  direct  attention 


to  this  subject  on  account  of  the  very 
strong  language  that  has  been  used,  be- 
cause I  think  when  we  are  appealing  to 
the  public  of  this  country  at  the  time  of 
a  General  Election,  whatever  may  be 
our  dangers  from  Eussia,  public  opinion 
should  not  be  excited  by  language 
clearly  exaggerated.  After  all,  we  shall 
have  to  live  with  Eussia  as  one  of  the 
great  family  of  European  nations.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  anyone  will  be  so  ex- 
travagant as  to  affirm  that  we  are  never, 
under  any  circumstances,  to  make 
Treaties  with  that  country.  The  noble 
Lord  talks  of  deceit  and  treachery. 
These  are  his  words — 

'*  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  of  all  the 
treachery  and  dublicity  of  which  examples 
could  he  found  in  the  annals  of  diplomacy  and 
international  intercourse  none  could  exceed 
theirs  for  hlackness  and  perfidy.'' 

I  wish  to  prove  to  your  Lordships  that 
this  is  a  completely  erroneous  interpre- 
tation of  the  facts  of  the  case  in  regard 
to  the  advances  of  Eussia  in  Central 
Asia.  I  think  I  shall  show  that  I  do 
not  disavow  the  special  doctrine  which  is 
held  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite  and 
the  head  of  the  Fourth  Party — namely, 
that  we  ought  not  to  trust  for  the  safety 
of  India  to  the  promises  of  Eussia. 
"With  that  I  entirely  agree ;  but  I  sup- 
port the  doctrine,  as  I  shall  show,  upon 
other  grounds  and  for  other  reasons. 
In  the  meantime,  I  shall  strive  to  prove 
that  Eussia  cannot  be  justly  charged 
with  the  perfidy  and  bad  faith  laid  to 
her  door.  Let  me  remind  the  House  of 
the  occasion  when  this  document  waA 
issued.  Your  Lordships  will  remember 
that  during  the  first  hedf  of  the  present 
century  the  advances  of  Eussia,  which 
were  very  great  and  very  formidable, 
were  advances  chiefiy  against  Persia  and 
Turkey.  During  the  middle  of  the  cen- 
tury there  was  a  pause;  but  in  1863 
Eussia  resumed  her  great  march  in  Cen- 
tral Asia.  That  was  the  occasion  when 
she  issued  this  document.  I  believe  it 
was  intended  to  be  a  secret  document. 
It  was  an  instruction  to  her  Ambassadors 
at  all  the  Courts  of  Europe  as  to  the 
language  which  they  should  hold  in  the 
event  of  questions  being  asked  of  them 
or  erroneous  ideas  being  spread  in  re- 
gard to  her  Asiatic  policy.  I  believe 
the  publication  of  the  document  was,  in 
the  first  instance,  due  to  accident.  How- 
ever, it  was  published.  It  lays  down 
the  doctrine  that — 
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are  not  sufficiently  organized.  All  these 
Khanates,  then,  were  to  be  swallowed  up. 
The  document  proceeds  to  laj  down  that 
these  general  statements  are  to  be  used 
by  way  of  explanation  if  questions  are 
asked  or  credence  is  given  to  erroneous 
ideas.  That  is  important,  because  it 
shows  that  these  propositions  were  pro- 
vided for  the  purpose  of  being  given  as 
information,  ana  not  as  promises  or 
pledges.  The  document  only  contained 
the  language  that  was  to  be  held  by  the 
Russian  Ambassadors  if  they  were 
asked  inconvenient  questions.  And, 
lastly,  the  ninth  proposition  is  this — 

"  That  in  the  pnmiit  of  this  policy,  and  in 
the  fulfilment  of  these  prindplea,  and  putting 
into  practice  these  axioms,  uie  Imperial  Qdy* 
yemment,  in  pursuing  this  task,  takes  as  its 
guide  the  interest  of  Russia 

— not  the  sentiment  of  tenderness  or 
jealousy  of  other  States — 


"  That  Russia  in  Central  Asia  is  in  the  same 
position  as  all  civilized  States  in  contact  with 
savage  and  nomad  tribes,  with  no  fixed  social 
organization." 

The  writers  illustrate  what  they  mean 
by  examples,  which  I  do  not  think  are, 
all  of  them,  very  pertinent.  They  call 
attention  to  the  relations  of  the  United 
States  towards  the  American  tribes,  to 
the  case  of  Holland  and  her  Colonies,  to 
the  case  of  France  in  Algeria,  and, 
with  a  touch  of  irony,  to  the  case  of 
England  and  India.  The  second  doctrine 
laid  down  is  this — 

''  That  in  all  such  cases  the  civilized  8tate 
is  forced  to  exerdse  a  certain  ascendancy." 

I  hope  your  Lordships  wiU  observe  the 
beautiful  delicacy  oi  this  expression; 
and  then  it  goes  on  to  a  little  broader 
language,  and  explains — 

"That  when  these  tribes  commit  raids  or 
pillage,  they  must  be  reduced  to  more  or  less 
perfect  subjugation." 

That  is  a  considerable  advance  on  the 
previous  paragraph.  The  next  proposi- 
tion is  this — 

"  That  these  tribes,  when  civilized,  become, 
in  their  turn,  exposed  to  the  depredations  of 
robber  tribes  further  on,  who  must  then  be 
subjected  to  the  same  process." 

The  fifth  proposition  is  this,  and  it  is  a 
very  important  one — namely — 

"That  when  robber  tribes  have  been  pun- 
ished,  and  the  expedition  has  been  withdrawn, 
the  lesson  which  they  have  been  taught  is  soon 
forgotten,  and  the  withdrawal  is  by  them  as- 
cribed to  weakness." 

I  need  not  point  out  the  conclusion 
drawn  from  that,  that  where  the  robber 
tribes  are  punished  the  expedition  should 
take  hold  of  their  country  and  should 
not  be  withdrawn.    The  secret  is  this — 

"  That  all  nomad  tribes  are  bad  neighbours' 
and  that  agricultural  and  commercial  popula- 
tions attached  to  the  soil  are  more  advanced 
social  organizations,  and  are  more  capable  of 
being  dealt  with  in  peaceful  relations." 

This  is  a  description  which  takes  in 
every  one  of  the  Khanates  of  Central 
Asia.  Then  I  come  to  No.  7,  and  I 
especially  beg  attention  to  a  proposition 
so  many  years  ago  announced  to  the 
Powers  of  Europe — 

**  That,  consequently,  our  frontier  line  ought 
to  swallow  up  the  former,  and  stop  short  of  the 
limits  of  the  latter." 

Thus,  the  States  to  be  swallowed  up 
are  all  those  that  are  comparatively  un- 
organized ;  and  it  is  left  to  the  Russian 
O^uicellerie  to  say  what  States  are  or 
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<<  believing  at. the  same  time  that  it  is  promoting 
the  interests  of  humanity  and  civilization." 

I  confess  that  when  I  read  this  Paper  it 
was  inconceivable  to  me  how  all  these 
accusations  could  be  brought  against 
Eussia  with  regard  to  her  subsequent  ad* 
vances;  and  yet  I  find  that  so  distin- 
guished a  man  as  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson 
has  originated  this  charge  of  perfidy  and 
bad  faith,  and  I  have  very  Httle  doubt 
that  Lord  Bandolph  Ghurdiill  took  his 
information  from  that  source.  But  there 
is  nothing  like  going  to  first  authori- 
ties, and  one  seldom  does  so  without 
finding  that  they  have  been  wrongly  re- 
presented. The  blindness  of  European 
statesmen  in  misrepresenting  this  docu- 
ment  as  they  have  done  reminds  me  of 
an  anecdote  which  was  told,  I  think,  in 
the  Memoirs  of  Lord  Cockbum^  when 
the  Scottish  Jud^^  were  famous  for 
their  curious  sayings,  uttered  in  the 
broadest  vernacular.  A  lawyer  was 
pleading  on  behalf  of  his  client  that 
he  was  an  uneducated  and  stupid 
man,  and  the  Judge  interrupted  him 
with  the  remark  —  "The  law  takes 
no  co^eesance  o'  stupeedity."  Now, 
on  this  occasion  I  cannot  either  pro- 
pound the  doctrine  of  stupidity  to 
account  for  the  blindness  to  which  I 
have  referred,  because  it  has  been  shared 
by  the  ablest  men.  Well,  this  docu- 
ment pretends  that  in  the  Khanate  of 
Khokand  had  been  found  the  conditions 
necessary  to  enable  the  Bussians  to  stop 
at  the  point  which  they  had  then 
reached.    The  document  says  that  the 
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adTance  which  had  been  made  pat  the 
Bofisians  in  the  immediate  neighbonr- 
hood  of  Elhokand,  and  continues — 

**  We  find  ounelyes  there  in  the  presence  of 
of  a  more  solid,  more  compact,  and  better  or- 
ganised sodal  State,  fixing  for  us  a  geogra- 
phical position  at  which  we  must  stop.*' 

NoWy  that  is  the  sentence  which  is  alone 
quoted  bj  those  who  differ  from  me 
upon  this  question  ;  but  what  follows  ? 
Why,  the  document  goes  on  to  explain 
what  ads  ''  must "  means,  and  it  means 
onlpr  that  to  go  further  would  involve 
eenous  sacrifices  and  contests  with  more 
important  Powers.  Having  shown  your 
Lordships  that  this  document  laid  down 
principles  applying  to  all  these  Central 
Asian  Dependencies,  I  now  wish  to  call 
attention  to  the  conf^leteness  with  which 
those  prineiples  apply  to  the  more  re- 
cent advances  of  Hussia  on  Khiva  and 
Merv.  My  Lords,  there  is  no  denying 
that  the  tribes  of  the  Khanates  of 
Khiva  and  Bokhara  are  essentially 
robber  tribes.  If  your  Lordships  look 
at  one  of  the  works  of  Sir  Henry  £aw- 
linson,  yea  will  see  that  he  mentions  es- 
pecially that  one  of  the  most  vital  blows 
^vento  Khiva  was  that,  by  the  sub- 
jection of  certain  tribes  outside  the 
Border,  they  lost  the  large  revenue 
hitherto  derived  from  their  slave  mar- 
ket The  same  observation  applies  to 
Merv.  The  Correspondent  of  The 
Standard  with  the  Staff  of  Sir  Peter 
Lomsden  gives  the  most  distinct  and 
emphatic  testimony  that  the  country, 
until  the  Hussian  conquests,  had  been 
wholly  deserted  because  the  peasantry 
had  been  unable  to  cultivate  the  fields, 
and  tiiat  already — the  Bussian  conquest 
of  Merv  not  having  been  accomplished 
for  much  more  than  12  months — culti- 
vation is  rapidly  extending  wherever  it 
is  possible  to  have  irrigation  along  those 
desert  sands.  The  principles  laid  down 
in  the  despatch  of  1864  apply  closely  to 
every  one  of  the  advances  made  by 
Buasia  from  her  position  at  that  time. 
Those  advances  have  been  very  remark- 
able. Between  1864  and  1869  Eussia 
seized  first  of  all  Tchemkend,  then 
Tathkend,  then  Khokand,  all  in  the 
upper  valley  of  the  Jazartes,  and  very 
soon  she  crossed  the  mountain  range 
which  separates  the  head  waters  of  the 
Jazartes  from  the  rivers  beyond.  She 
tot  hold  of  Samarkand.  She  had  Bok- 
han  at  her  feet,  and  once  this  hap- 
psMd,  ahe  became,  what   the  French 


call,  limitrophe  with  the  Afghan  people. 
It  was  in  the  middle  of  this  great  course 
of  conquest,  which  brought  Kussia  from 
the  shores  of  the  Sea  of  Aral  to  the  head 
waters  of  the  Jaxartes,  and  the  rivers 
which  flow  from  Samarkand  and  Bok- 
hara, that  I  had  the  honour  of  goinff  to 
the  India  Office.  One  of  the  first  thugs 
I  did  was  to  ask  for  the  last  expression  of 
opinion  g^ven  by  my  Predecessor  in 
Office— Sir  Staffoi^d  Northcote — in  which 
I  found  the  following  words,  which  I 
quote,  not  for  polemicd,  but  for  historical 
purposes.  In  answer  to  a  despatch  from 
the  Government  of  Sir  John  Xawrence, 
directing  the  attention  of  the  India  Office 
to  these  advances  on  the  part  of  Eussia, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  replied  in  these 
terms: — 

<'  On  this  point  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmen 
see  no  reason  for  any  uneasiness  or  any  jea- 
lousy. The  conc^uests  which  Russia  has  made, 
and  apparently  is  still  making,  in  Central  Asia 
appear  to  be  the  natural  result  of  i^e  situation 
in  which  she  finds  herself  placed." 

My  Lords,  nothing  is  more  remarkable 
than  the  fact  that  circumstances  happen- 
ing at  one  moment  will  excite  the  whole 
country,  and  the  same  circumstances  hap- 
pening at  another  moment  will  produce 
no  impression  whatever.  What  I  want 
to  point  out  is  that  Conservatives  and 
Liberals  both,  up  to  the  year  of  which  I 
now  speak — ^up  to  the  outbreak  of  the 
Eastern  "War  in  Europe — were  compara- 
tively indifferent,  and  expressed  them- 
selves indifferent,  to  those  advances  of 
Eussia  through  the  deserts  of  Central 
Asia.  ^  I  believe  that  it  is  entirely  owing 
to  accidental  circumstances  that  the 
agitation  has  become  so  great.  But 
now  that  Eussia  has  advanced  —  as 
I  think,  on  the  whole,  by  legitimate 
steps — to  Merv,  we  are  in  a  new  poli- 
tical position,  and  we  must  take  a  new 
departure.  We  must  look  round  to  our 
new  position ;  and  without  making  un- 
just accusations  against  Eussia,  we  must 
remember  that  we  are  responsible  for 
the  safety  of  India  against  a  possible 
quarrel  with  one  of  the  greatest  ^Powers 
in  the  world ;  and,  whether  we  can  trust 
her  or  not,  we  are  boimd  to  consider  the 
case  of  war,  and  to  defend  India  by 
every  means  in  our  power.  There  is 
one  great  comfort  I  find  with  re&;ard  to 
these  advances  of  Eussia — namely,  that 
our  own  annexations  during  that  period 
have  been  far  larger,  far  richer,  far 
more  important,  far  more  warlike,  in 
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the  populations  we  have  subdued.  About 
five  years  ago  I  took  the  trouble  to  go 
closely  into  the  question,  and  I  will  tell 
the  House  the  result  at  which  I  then 
arrivedy  though  recently  I  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  verifying  it.  "Within  the 
last  45  years  we  have  annexed  and  in- 
cluded in  our  Indian  Empire  territories 
and  populations  representing  13,000,000 
of  human  souls.  Some  of  the  people  so 
included  are  among  the  most  warlike  of 
the  populations  of  India ;  they  are  the 
very  core  now  of  our  Native  Army ;  and, 
through  the  genius  and  influence  mainly 
of  the  two  Lawrences,  they  are  among 
the  most  faithful  of  all  the  tributary 
races.  Oompare  this  series  of  annexa- 
tion with  the  annexations  of  Eussia. 
Her  advance  has,  indeed,  been  enormous ; 
but  it  has  been  over  enormous  wastes  of 
deserts  and  sand,  sand  with  here  and 
there  an  occasional  oasis.  When  you 
hear  a  man  like  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson,  and 
others  who  have  travelled  in  the  East,  talk- 
ing of  the  extraordinary  fertility  and  re- 
sources of  this,  that,  and  the  other  small 
oasis,  you  can  only  account  for  the  im- 
pression they  have  partly  by  the  histori- 
cal memory  of  time  long  past,  when 
these  places  were  the  seats  of  a  teeming 
population  and  a  great  military  Empire, 
and  partly  because  these  men  have  al- 
most aU  travelled  on  camels  and  on 
horseback  through  long  stretches  of 
desert  sand,  and  having  suddenly  come 
on  an  oasis,  they  see  a  long  tract  of 
country  full  of  gardens  and  wonderful 
melons — ^pumpkins  as  big  as  this  House 
—and  they  exclaim — "There  never  was 
such  a  country  as  this."  Just  think  of 
that  one  Province  of  India  called  Oude, 
with  its  40,000,000  of  people,  and  con- 
taining a  great  deal  of  the  richest  soil 
in  the  world.  Think  also  that  of  all 
our  annexations  in  India  we  have  the 
riches  in  the  South,  and  the  martial 
populations  in  the  North.  If  we  can- 
not show  a  good  face  against  Bussia 
under  these  conditions,  the  sceptre  will 
have  deserved  to  have  passed  from  us. 
The  received  estimate  of  the  total  popu- 
lation between  the  Caspian  and  Merv, 
annexed  by  Kussia,  is  less  than  1 ,000,000 ; 
and  I  very  much  doubt  whether,  includ- 
ing the  tribes  of  the  rich  and  well- 
watered  valleys  of  the  head  waters  of 
the  Jaxartes,  and  those  of  Samar- 
kand and  Khokand,  the  whole  Kussian 
population  in  Central  Asia  comes  to 
10,000,000,  which  is  less  than  the  popu- 
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lation  of  a  Province  of  Lower  Bengal. 
That  is  a  comforting  consideration,  and 
one  that  ought  to  be  soothing  to  the 
public  mind,  and  prevent 

At  this  point  His  (trace's  speech  was 
interrupted  by  the  sudden  and  startling 
illness  of  Lord  Dormer. 

Further  debate  immediately  adjourned 
till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

paat  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  Wth  May^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— (wi*tVfor«i  in  CommitU€ 
— Besolutions  [May  7]  reportsd. 

Privatb  Bill  (*y  Order)— Second  Reading  — 
Greenwich  and  MiUwall  Sabway.* 

Public  Bills — Ordered — OommonB  BegnlatioB 
(Aahdown  Forest)  Provisional  Order  * ;  Oom- 
mons  Eefifulation  (Drumburgh)  Provisional 
Order  * ;  Inclosure  (Llanybyti&er)  Provisional 
Order  .♦ 

Second  Reading -^IjootX  Oovemment  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  • 
[1661;  ConsoUdatedFund  (No.  3). 

Third  Reading — Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional 
Orders  *  [123] ;  Parliamentary  Eleetions  (Ro- 
distribution)  1ri34],  and  pasted;  East  India 
Unclaimed  Slocks  [136],  [Hoose  counted 
out]. 

MOTIONS. 


OOKMONS  REOXTULTIOir  (aSHDOWK  VOBBST) 
PROVISIONAL  OBDBB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  HsmbtH.  Fowlbk,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provisional  Order  for  the  Regula- 
tion of  Ashdown  Forest,  situate  in  the  Panshea 
of  East  Grinstead,  Hartfield,  Withyham,  Bax- 
ted,  Maresfield,  and  Fletching,  in  the  County  of 
Sussex,  in  pursuance  of  a  B^port  of  the  liand 
Commissioners  for  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hinrt  H.  FowLUt  and  6e« 
cretftfy  Sir  William  Ha&cou&t. 

OOKMOKS  BEaXTLATIOK  (dRUMBUKOH)  PRO- 
YIBIOKAL  ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hskkt  H.  Fowlbb,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provisional  Order  for  the  Begula- 
tion  of  Drumburgh  Common  and  Moss,  situate 
in  the  Township  of  Drumburgh,  in  the  parish 
of  Bownees,  in  the  County  of  Cumberland,  in 
pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners for  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  HnrBT  H.  FowLxaandSeoreUry  Sir  Wil* 
LiAM  Hakooubt. 
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IBCI08X7BX  (LLAmrBTTHEB)  PBOYISIONAX. 
OBDBB  BELL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbkrt  H.  Fowlsb,  Bill  to 
oonfinn  the  Proyisional  Order  for  the  IncloBore 
of  Llanybyther  Common,  sitaate  in  the  Parish 
of  Lknybyther,  in  pursuance  of  a  Beport  of 
the  Ltnd  Gommisaioners  for  England,  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Henbt  H.  Fowlbb 
and  Secretary  Sir  William  Haroouht. 

QUJSSTI0N8. 


ARMY— THE  BRIGADE  OF  GUARDS. 

Mb.  GABBETT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  could  advise 
the  angmentation  of  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  by  the  addition  of  a  regiment 
to  be  called  the  ''Irish  Ouards,"  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  being  already  repre- 
sented by  the  Grenadier,  Coldstream, 
and  Scots  Ouards? 

The  Mabouess  of  HARTINGTON 
m  reply,  said,  that  several  questions  had 
been  under  consideration  affecting  the 
establishment  of  the  regiments  of  the 
Guards.  No  official  decision  had  yet 
been  come  to  as  to  what  would  be  done, 
oor  would  be  till  next  year's  Estimates 
were  under  consideration.  At  that  time 
the  suggestion  would  be  considered; 
but  he  was  not  at  present  able  to  say 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  take  a 
different  yiew  on  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  from  that  taken  by 
lereral  of  hi6  Predecessors. 

BURIALS— NONCONFORMIST  BURIAL 
AT  HOLMBEACH. 
Kb.  BUSTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  ibr  the  Home  Department,  Wlie- 
ther  he  is  aware  that  at  the  recent  burial 
with  a  Nonconformist  service  of  Mr.  M. 
F.  Peei,  a  parishioner  of  Holmbeach, 
i^  a  fee  had  been  paid  for  the  tolling 
tf  the  beU,  and  it  had  been  tolled  for 
•ereral  minates,  the  Bev.  J.  Hemmans, 
^e  vicar,  ordered  the  ringing  to  be 
rtopped ;  whether  this  was  done  without 
^knowledge  of  the  churchwardens, 
who  have  enressed  regret  at  the  occur- 
venee ;  whether  the  vicar  has  stated  that 
he  has  acted  in  accordance  with  a  reso- 
htioa  d  aeveral  of  the  neighbouring 
«lng7;  whether  an  application  to  the 
&ibop  of  linooln,  to  use  his  influence 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  a  pro- 
dding, has  been  ineffectual;  and, 
wbetiier  the  Cbvemment  will  take  any 
>^V  to  protect  parishioners  in  connec- 
tion 1^  the  bunal  of  the  dead? 


Sm  WnUAM  HABCOTJRT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  although  he  had  no  know- 
ledge of  this  matter  he  had  received  a 
letter  respecting  it.  If  the  facts  were  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  they  were  deplorable,  and 
very  much  to  be  condemned ;  but  it  was 
not  a  matter  in  which  he  had  any  autho- 
rity to  interfere. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  DONEGAL 
WORKHOUSE— CATHOLIC  ASSISTANT 
TEACHER. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  majority 
of  the  Donegal  Guardians,  at  their  meet- 
ing on  the  2nd  instant,  refusing  the 
appointment  of  a  Catholic  assistant 
teacher  for  the  workhouse ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Protestant  majority  of 
the  same  Board  have,  for  the  past  two 
years,  repeatedly  refused  the  appoint- 
ment of  any  Catholic  teacher  for  the 
spiritual  instruction  and  training  of  the 
Catholic  children ;  whether  90  per  cent 
of  the  inmates  are  Catholics,  and  not 
even  one  Catholic  official  allowed  in  the 
house ;  whether,  when  there  was  a  va- 
cancy for  schoolmistress,  the  Catholic ' 
chaplain  applied  to  the  Guardians  to 
have  a  Catholic  teacher  appointed,  on 
the  ground  that  almost  all  the  pauper 
chil^en  were  Catholics  and  idl  the 
officials  Protestants,  there  being  no  one 
to  teach  the  children  their  prayers  or 
catechism;  whether,  when  the  applica- 
tion for  a  Catholic  teacher  was  refused, 
the  chaplain  applied  for  a  catechist  for 
the  Catnolic  children,  and  whether  this 
appointment  also  was  refused  repeatedly 
by  the  Protestant  Guardians ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
late  Chief  Secretary,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
approved  of  the  applications  of  the 
Catholic  chaplain,  and  termed  them 
'^ reasonable;''  whether,  ''as  a  settle-, 
ment  of  the  question,"  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  suggested  that  a  Catholic  assistant 
teacher  shoidd  be  appointed,  an  arrange- 
ment they  thought ''  that  would  satisfy 
all  parties  ; "  whether,  previous  to  their 
last  refusal  to  appoint  a  Catholic  assis- 
tant teacher,  the  Protestant  Guardians 
have  several  times  already  rejected  the 
Motion ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  Protestant  Guardians,  and 
their  hostile  attitude  to  Catholic  claims 
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in  respect  of  the  workhouse  paapers,  the 
parish  priest,  the  Very  Kev.  Hugh 
M'Fadden,  resigned  the  chaplaincy  of 
the  workhouse;  whether,  inconsequence, 
the  Donegal  Workhouse  is  without  a 
Catholic  chaplain  for  two  years,  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  Catholic  inmates 
deprived  of  Divine  Service  on  Sundays 
and  holidays,  and  the  ministrations  of 
their  religion  at  Easter  and  other  times 
of  the  year,  only  comparatively  few  being 
able  to  attend  the  church  in  Donegf^ 
town;  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  allow  this  state  of  things  to 
be  continued,  and  permit  such  spiritual 
destitution  to  exist  in  the  Donegal 
Workhouse,  and  whether  a  remedy  will 
be  provided  by  setting  aside  the  present 
Board,  and  appointing  Yice-Ouardians ; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  pre- 
sent teacher  of  the  workhouse,  whom 
the  Protestant  Guardians  persisted  in 
appointing,  was  found  on  examination 
by  the  National  Board  two  years  suc- 
cessively to  be  incompetent  for  his  posi- 
tion? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
Beyond  the  fact  that  the  Guardians  have 
again  passed  a  resolution  declining  to 
appoint  an  assistant  teacher,  there  is 
nothing  new  in  the  position  of  this  case, 
which  has  been  the  subject  of  repeated 
Questions.  The  views  and  powers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  the  matter 
have  been  frequently  explained,  and  I 
can  add  nothing  to  the  answers  already 
given. 

Mb.  HEALT:  Would  the  Qovem- 
ment  consider  the  propriety  of  dissolving 
the  Board  of  Guardians  for  constantly 
and  repeatedly  refusing  to  carry  out 
the  orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  will  find  that, 
too,  was  answered  in  reply  to  the  Ques- 
tions referred  to. 

Mr.  HEALY:  No;  it  was  not.  I 
asked  the  Question  20  times,  and  it  was 
not  answered. 

THE  KOYAL  UNIVEBSITY  OF 
IBELAND. 
Mr.  KENNT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Government  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  granting  additional  powers 
to  the  Senate  of  the  Boyal  University, 
with  a  view  to  facilitating  the  obtaining 
of  degrees  by  medical  men  qualified  be- 

Mr.  Biggar 


fore  the  passing  of  the  Boyal  TTniversity 
Act? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN  : 
A  power  such  as  that  referred  to  waa 
granted  to  the  Senate  in  their  original 
charter,  but  lasting  for  three  years  only. 
It  expired  in  November  last,  and  the 
Senate  have  not  sought  to  have  it  re- 
newed. There  was  an  obvious  reason  for 
giving  it  in  the  first  instance  which  does 
not  now  hold  good,  and  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  intention  to  revive  it. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-THE   FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  SPIRIT  DITTIES. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NOETHCOTE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  has 
considered  the  probability  that  the  pro- 
posed increase  of  the  Spirit  Duties  will 
lead  to  the  increased  consumption  of 
newly  distilled  spirit  of  a  quality  likely 
to  be  deleterious  to  the  health  of  the 
consumer;  and,  if  he  can  see  his  way 
to  propose  such  a  graduated  increase  on 
spirits  as  will  favour  the  consumption  of 
those  over  twelve  months  in  bond? 

Mr.  HIBBEBT:  This  is  a  point 
which  has  already  been  considered.  Ex- 
perience shows  that  a  larger  portion  of 
matured  whisky  is  consumed  now  than 
previous  to  1860,  in  spite  of  the  in- 
crease of  duties;  and  looking  to  the 
present  facilities  for  bonding,  and  the 
probable  improvement  in  the  consumer's 
taste,  there  seems  no  reason  to  fear  that 
this  increased  proportion  will  not  be 
maintained.  The  suggested  sliding 
scale  is  considered  by  Uie  Bevenue  Au- 
thorities to  be  impracticable.  Apart 
from  the  action  of  the  consumers,  the 
only  feasible  way  of  securing  what  we 
all  desire— a  check  on  the  oonsumptioii 
of  new  and  unwholesome  spirits — seems 
to  be  that  all  spirits  should  be  required 
to  be  kept  in  bond  for  the  period  of  at 
least  a  year.  This  is  hardly  a  Bevenue 
question;  but  I  may  observe  that  the 
adoption  of  such  a  plan  would  throw  a 
very  heavy  burden  on  the  several 
branches  of  the  spirit  trade,  who  would 
doubtless  have  a  good  deal  to  say  on 
the  subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— DIS- 
CHARGED  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BABCL AY  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  per* 
sons  apprehended  on  suspicion,  taken  to 
piisonsy  often,    since   tne  number  of 
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prisons  was  redaoed,  a  lone  distance 
nom  their  home,  and  suDseqaently 
liberated  without  trial,  presumably  in- 
nocent, any  regulation  exists  for  assist- 
ing them  if  impecunious  to  return 
home? 

ThbLOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  The  Prisons  Commissioners 
are  empowered  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  36th  section  of  the  Prisons  Act, 
1877,  to  proyide  a  prisoner  "with  the 
mecuis  of  returning  to  his  home  by 
causing  his  fare  to  be  paid  by  railway, 
or  in  any  other  convenient  manner." 
When  a  prisoner  is  taken  to  a  distant 
prison  and  discharged  without  being 
Drought  up  for  trial,  his  railway  fare  to 
his  home  or  the  place  from  which  he 
was  brought  is  in  practice  paid  under 
the  authority  of  this  enactment. 

HAKBOUE  ACCOMMODATION— PUBLIC 
WORKS  LOAN  COMMISSIONERS. 
Mb.  MABJOBIBANKS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  can  now  state  the  means  Go- 
Temment  have  resolved  on  as  the  best 
way  of  assisting  harbour  works  by  a 
judicious  system  of  loans  ;  whether  the 
srant  of  such  loans  is  intended  to  be 
dependent  on  the  security  which  locali- 
ties applying  for  them  are  able  to  offer 
rather  than  on  the  special  suitability 
with  reffard  to  site  and  other  considera- 
tions which  any  given  locality  may  pre- 
sent ;  whether  it  is  intended  to  leave  to 
the  decision  of  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  the  policy  of  the  con- 
struction of  a  harbour  at  any  given 
place,  as  well  as  the  adequacy  of  the 
security  which  is  offered  for  a  loan; 
and,  whether  he  will  not  recommend  the 
amointment  of  a  smdl  Eoyal  Commis- 
sum,  consisting  of  experts  (for  instance, 
a  distinguish^  naval  officer  and  two 
oigineers  of  eminence),  to  complete  the 
work  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Har- 
bour Accommodation  by  reporting,  after 
thintnigh  local  inquiry:  (1)  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at 
l^the  Select  Committee  as  to  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  additional  harbour  ac- 
commodation is  most  urgently  needed ; 
(S^  what  are  the  places  within  such  dis- 
tnots  where  the  grant  of  public  money 
by  way  of  loan  for  harbour  works 
would  be  productive  of  the  greatest 
aaumnt  of  public  advantage  ? 
Kn.  CHAMBEBLAIN :  The  Qovem- 
\  proposed  to  assist  harbour  works 


as  follows: — By  reducing  the  rate  of 
interest  on  loans.  The  ^asury  have 
agreed  to  the  following  rates — ^namely, 
for  a  loan  of  thirty  years  with  collatercd 
security,  three  and  a- quarter  per  cent ; 
for  a  loan  for  forty  years,  three  and 
a-half  per  cent ;  and  for  a  loan  for  fifty 
years,  three  and  three-quarters  per 
cent.  That  is  in  every  case  a  half  per 
cent  less  than  the  present  rate  of  in- 
terest. Secondly,  by  enabling  Local  Au- 
thorities, including  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  neighbouring  counties  or  districts,  to 
guarantee  the  security.  The  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  the  repayment 
should  be  a  fixed  annuity,  instead  of  a 
varying  sum,  consisting  of  instalments 
of  principal  with  interest  on  the  sum  re- 
maining due.  The  effect  of  that  will  be 
to  lessen  the  charge  in  the  earlier  years 
of  the  loan.  The  Government  are  also 
of  opinion  that  the  decision  on  the  policy 
of  making  a  loan  for  constructing  har- 
bours should  rest  with  the  Board  of 
Trade,  leaving  the  consideration  of  the 
adequacy  of  the  security  to  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners.  The  Go- 
vernment do  not  propose  to  make  any 
absolute  grants  of  public  money  for 
harbotirs ;  but  neither  do  they  propose 
to  limit  the  advance  of  public  money  in 
the  shape  of  loans  by  selecting  only  a 
few  special  sites  as  suitable  for  the  pur- 
pose. It  will  not,  therefore,  be  necessary 
to  appoint  a  Committee  to  perform  thiis 
duty.  Anyplace  which  fulfils  the  re- 
quisite conditions  will  be  able  to  apply, 
and  an  inquiry  would  then  take  place  as 
to  such  application. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  if  the 
new  conditions  as  to  loans  for  harbours 
would  apply  to  Ireland  ? 

MB.CKAMBEBLAIN:  Certainly. 

EGYPT-COLONEL  DB  COETLOGON. 

Mb.  MABIJM  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther, when  Colonel  de  Coetlogon  was 
appointed  on  the  staff  of  Hicks  Pasha 
it  was  stipulated  that  he  should  receive 
six  months  pay  as  a  gratuity ;  whether 
he  was  placed  in  command  of  Khartoum 
by  Hicks  Pasha,  and  whether  he  did 
defend  and  take  charge  of  that  town  till 
the  arrival  of  General  Gbrdon;  whe- 
ther General  Gordon  by  the  power 
vested  in  him  raised  Colonel  de  Coetlogon 
to  the  rank  of  Pasha,  and  ordered  him 
to  be  paid  £100  monthly ;  whether  Ge- 
neral Gordon  requested  the  Egyptian 
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authorities  to  confirm  the  rank  of 
Pasha,  and  to  further  reward  Oolonel  de 
Ooetlogon  by  giving  him  employment 
and  oertain  decorations;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
have  declined  to  confirm  the  rank  of 
Pasha,  or  to  bestow  upon  Colonel  de 
Coetlogon  any  decorations,  or  to  give 
him  the  six  months  gratuity  promised ; 
and,  whether  they  have  offered  him  em- 
ployment inferior  to  that  which  he  had 
when  he  first  left  for  the  Soudan  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  Gene- 
ral at  Cairo  has  been  requested  to  report 
upon  this  case,  to  which  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
called  by  Colonel  de  Coetlogon.  The 
reply  has  not  yet  been  received. 

ARMY   (AUXHilARY  FORCES)— THE 

ROYAL  IRISH   RIFLES— DISTURBANCE 

AT    DOWNPATRICK. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  with  regard  to  com- 
plaints from  Downpatrick  on  the  subject 
of  the  billeting  of  men  of  the  5th  Bat- 
talion in  a  number  of  houses  in  the 
town,  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  the 
night  of  the  dOth  ult.,  a  number  of  men, 
about  forty,  of  the  Battalion,  accompa- 
nied by  a  few  privates  of  the  Devon- 
shire Eegiment,  marched  through  the 
town  yelling,  and  making  use  of  provo- 
cative party  cries,  breaking  the  windows 
of  houses  occupied  by  Catholics  along 
the  line  of  route,  and  finally  rushing 
into  the  licensed  premises  of  Mr.  John 
Gilmore,  a  Catholic,  made  a  deadly 
attack  with  their  waist-belts  on  the 
waiters  and  other  persons  there,  knocked 
down  and  trampled  on  some  persons, 
and  broke  the  glass  of  the  windows  be- 
fore retiring ;  whether  the  commander. 
Colonel    Waring,   has   recently    taken 

S art  as  a  prominent  member  of  the 
Grange  Society  in  party  demonstrations 
in  the  North  of  Ireland ;  and,  what 
steps  will  now  be  taken  to  re-establish 
Military  discipline  in  the  5th  Battalion  ? 
The  Mabquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
The  training  of  the  5th  Battalion  Eoyal 
Irish  Eifles  has  not  yet  commenced ; 
but  the  recruits  have  been  up  at  Down- 
patrick for  preliminary  drill.  They  are 
stated  generally  to  have  behaved  well. 
I  have  called  for,  but  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived, detailed  Eeports  of  the  events 
on  the  SOth  of  April ;  but  I  have  had 
telegrams  on  the  subject,  in  which  the 

Mr.  Mwrum 


particular  outrages  cited  in  the  Question 
are  categorically  denied.  It  appears 
that  on  th&  previous  day  two  civuians 
had  been  arrested  by  the  police  for  un- 
provoked assault  on  the  soldiers  and 
militiamen.  Hence,  I  have  no  doubt, 
arose  iU-feeling  between  the  civilian 
and  military  elements.  As  to  what  fol- 
lowed, I  will  read  the  telegram  from 
the  General  Officer  commanding  at  Bel- 
fast:— 

« About  8.30  evening  of  the  SOth  some 
Militia  and  men  of  Deyonshire  Regiment  walk- 
ing about  town  were  hooted  by  civilians,  who 
used  threatening,  abusive,  and  seditious  lan- 
guage. Shortly  afterwards,  hj  request  of  police* 
extra  picket  was  despatched,  but  everyone  had 
rapidly  disappeared.  All  present  at  8.45  roU 
call.  During  evening  pickets  were  frequently 
abused  by  civilians.  There  was  no  disorderly 
marching  by  soldiers  or  Militia,  nor  were  party 
cries  raised  by  them  ;  no  windows  appear  to 
have  been  broken,  nor  can  Gilmore  identify 
anybody,  though  facilities  offered  him  to  do  so. 
It  is  Imown  that  Colonel  Waring  recently 
attended  Orange  meetings.  Pickets  patrol  town 
nightly.  Militia  encamped  now  one  mile  from 
town." 

From  this  it  would  appear  that  the  in- 
formation regarding  the  attendance  of 
Colonel  Waring  at  Orange  meetings  is 
contradictory. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  It  is  notorions. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
As  I  have  stated,  the  regiment  is  not  at 
present  in  training,  and  if  Mr.  Waring 
attends  meetings  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  notice  can  Be  taken  of  it. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—SCHOOL  BOARD  EXAMINATIONS. 
Db.  GAMEEON  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by  a  cor- 
respondent in  Th$  Seotunan  of  May  1st, 
that  the  following  questions  were  set  by 
the  Inspector  of  the  Department  to 
Standard  YI.  children  in  some  of  the 
schools  in  Perthshire  in  March  last : — 

'*  Hay  for  ^ve  hundred  mules  cost  £77  per 
week.  li  hajrises  in  price  so  that  three  tons  cost 
as  much  as  ^ve  now  do,  find  the  price  of  hay 
for  sixty  horses  during  sixty  days,  allowing  to 
three  horses  as  much  as  to  five  mules ;  if  five 
hoxes  of  oottte  are  equal  in  weight  to  seTon 
hoxes  of  tea,  but  two  boxes  of  tea  are  equal  in 
value  to  five  boxes  of  coffee,  what  wiU  be  the 
price  of  a  box  of  coffee  if  a  box  of  teacoft 
£10;" 

whether  it  is  true  as  stated  that  the 
questions  at  inspections  in  Perthshire 
have  been  of  a  similar  description  for 
years  past ;  whether  it  is  intended  that 
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Standard  YI.  should  be  passed  by 
children  of  twelve;  and,  whether,  in 
fiew  of  the  fact  that  the  extremely  low 
percentage  of  passes  in  Standard  YI. 
in  Perthshire  as  compared  with  other 
counties  in  Scotland  is  due  to  the  ex- 
ceptional number  of  failures  in  arith- 
metic, he  will  suggest  that  the  arithmet- 
ical test  as  applied  by  the  departmental 
inspector  should  be  of  a  less  puzzling 
character  ? 

Mb  MUNDELLA  :  We  have  commu- 
nicated with  the  Inspector  for  Perth- 
shire, and  it  appears  that  of  the  two 
questions  the  second  was  not  set  in  the 
terms  quoted.  The  first  question  was  set 
together  with  three  others  which  were 
much  simpler,  and  of  the  four  only  two 
▼ere  required  to  secure  a  pass.  The 
questions  set  were  on  a  separate  card ; 
it  was  not,  therefore,  expected  that  the 
same  scholar  should  attempt  both.  It 
is  sot  intended  that  Standard  YI.  should 
be  passed  by  children  of  12 ;  and,  in 
fact,  out  of  49,660  children  of  that  age, 
only  19,742  were  examined  in  the  Sixth 
Standard.  The  reason  why  the  Sixth 
Standard  passes  in  Perthshire  are  below 
the  average  is  because  in  many  of  the 
rural  schools  of  that  county  children  are 
qualified  for  examination  by  150  attend- 
ances; but  in  the  general  passes  in 
arithmetio  there  are  many  counties  in 
which  the  percentage  of  passes  is  lower 
than  in  Perth.  I  may  add,  however, 
that  the  Department  has  already  taken 
steps  to  secure  greater  uniformity  in  the 
examination  papers  in  Scotland,  so  as 
to  prevent  a  different  Standard  for  passes 
beug  applied  by  different  Inspectors. 

UW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -EXPLO. 
SIVE  OUTRAGE  AT  LONDONDERRY- 
GEORGE  M*GARRIGLE. 
Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Orange  apprentice  boy, 
George  M'Carrigle,  charged  with  the 
explosive  outrage  in  Londonderry  on 
the  17th  March,  has  been  returned  for 
trial  to  the  assizes ;  whether  he  has  been 
liboated  on  bail,  himself  in  £50,  and 
two  sureties  in  £25  each ;  whether  there 
i*  any  particular  reason  for  extending 
this  clemency  in  cases  of  outrage  in  the 
North;  whetlier  according  to  the  evi- 
toce  of  Sergeant  Kirby  three  or  more 
pottoiiB  must  have  had  share  in  the  out- 
»g»;  and,  will  he  explain  why  no 
Craaes  Act  inquiry  has  been  instituted  ? 

TOL.  OCXOVni.   [thibd  sEBiEs.] 


Me.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
M*Garrigle  has  been  returned  for  trial 
at  the  Assizes,  and  the  magistrates,  in 
the  exercise  of  their  discretion,  have 
admitted  him  to  bail  as  stated ;  but 
there  has  been  no  extension  of  clemency 
in  the  case.  Sergeant  Kirby  heard  two 
other  persons  running  away  at  the  time 
of  the  explosion,  but  did  not  see  them. 
He  did  see  M^Garrigle.  An  inquiry 
under  the  Crimes  Act  will  be  held  if  it 
should  be  considered  that  this  would 
further  the  ends  of  justice. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  an  instance  of  where  a 
Nationalist  was  released  on  bail  on  as 
easy  terms  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
I  am  not  aware. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  PARCEL  POST- 
TEMPORARY  CLERKS. 
Mr.  STUAET-WOETLEY  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he 
will  consider  the  possibility  of  granting 
to  the  clerks  **  temporarily "  employed 
in  the  Parcel  Post  the  same  rights  as 
regards  (1)  annual  increment  of  pay, 
(2)  superannuation  allowance,  (3)  sick 
pay  and  sick  leave,  (4)  compensation 
for  dismissal,  (5)  leave  of  absence  for 
holidays,  as  those  eojoyed  by  the  clerks 

?rovi8ionally  appointed  to  the  Telegraph 
)epartment  in  anticipation  of  the  in- 
crease of  business  expected  to  arise  out 
of  the  sixpenny  telegram  scheme ;  and, 
if  not,  in  what  event  and  how  soon  he 
expects  to  be  able  to  dispense  with  the 
so-called  temporary  services  of  the 
Parcel  Post  clerks? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  :  The  tem- 
porary force  employed  at  the  Post  Office 
was  engaged  on  terms  which,  generally 
speaking,  excluded  the  rights  specified 
by  the  hon.  Member.  I  cannot  hold 
out  hopes  that  the  conditions  of  their 
employment  will  be  altered,  or  that 
more  than  a  limited  number  will  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  Establishment.  The  case 
of  those  employed  in  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice is  different,  and  the  terms  of  their 
engagement  were  different. 

Mr.  STUAET-WOETLEY :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  the 
Parcel  Post  will  be  of  a  temporary  na- 
ture? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  No;  but 
no  promise  was  given  that  their  em- 
ployment would  not  be  of  a  temporary 
character.  j 

j«  Digitized  by  VjUU^IC 


131 


Criminal  Law 


{COMMONS} 


{IreJani), 


132 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE- 
TEA. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  tea  consigned  nnder  bond  from 
London  to  Dublin  is  often  delivered 
direct  into  the  premises  of  consignees, 
instead  of  to  the  bonding  warehouses  in 
Dublin;  whether  such  teas  often  lie 
there,  or  are  redelivered  into  consump- 
tion several  days  before  the  Duty  is  paid 
at  the  Dublin  Custom  House ;  and,  whe- 
ther this  system  brings  a  loss  to  theBe- 
venue  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  (for  Mr.  Childebs)  : 
The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  para* 
graph  of  the  Question.  The  practice 
is  not  peculiar  to  Dublin,  but  is  allowed 
at  all  chief  bonding  ports.  Goods  so  de- 
livered may  go  into  consimiption  imme- 
diately on  receipt  by  the  consignee ;  but 
in  that  case  the  Kevenue  is  secured 
aeainst  loss  by  the  regulations  under 
which  such  removals  are  allowed. 

THE    MAURITIUS—REPORT    OP    THE 
COMMISSION  ON  THE  FRANCHISE. 

Mb.  COLERIDGE  KENNARD  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  At  what  date  was  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  on  the  Franchise  to 
the  people  of  Mauritius  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office ;  and,  can  he  fix  a  date 
when  Lord  Derby's  decision  on  the  Re- 
port will  be  ready,  so  as  to  relieve  the 
anxiety  of  the  people  of  Mauritius  on 
the  question  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  Re- 
port of  the  Conmiission  on  the  ^Yanchise 
was  received  from  Mauritius  the  end  of 
last  January.  The  views  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  upon  that  Report  have 
been  conveyed  in  a  despatch  to  the  Qo- 
vemor,  which  was  sent  off  about  a  week 
ago.  As  soon  as  this  has  been  received 
and  considered  in  the  Colony,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  giving  the  Papers. 

NAVY— TORPEDO  NETS— H3I.S. 
"NORTHAMPTON." 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  asked  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
n.M.S.  Northampton  is  provided  with 
torpedo  nettings;  whether  the  other 
ships  of  the  North  American  Squadron 
are  so  provided ;  and,  if  they  are  so  pro- 
vided, when  the  torpedo  nettings  were 
received  by  the  ships  ? 


Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  The  nets 
for  the  Northampton  are  in  the  Dockyard 
at  Bermuda.  When  she  left  England 
ships  were  not  fitted  with  iron  nets. 
But  on  the  occasion  of  torpedo  exercise 
at  Bermuda,  the  ship  under  the  com- 
mand of  Captain  Fisher  was  so  effectually 
protected  by  her  nets  and  improvised 
appliances  that  she  could  not  be  attacked 
successfully  with  the  torpedo.  The  ship 
which  relieves  the  Northampton  will  be 
completely  fitted. 

WATS  AND  MEANS-THE  FINANCIAIi 
STATEMENT  — THE  SUCCESSION 
DUTIES  — EXEMPTION  OF  UNI- 
VERSmES  AND   COLLEGES. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Will  Universities, 
Colleges,  and  Heads  or  Provosts  of  Col- 
leges be  liable  to  the  tax  on  Corporate 
Property  proposed  in  the  Budget  Beso- 
lutions,  or  are  they  intended  to  come 
within  the  exemptions  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  (for  Mr.  Childebs)  : 
The  property  of  Universities  and  Col- 
leges, and  also  of  the  Heads  and  Provosts 
of  Colleges,  so  far  as  it  is  legally  appro- 
priated and  applied  exclusively  for  the 
promotion  of  education,  will  be  exempt 
imder  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

CRDItNAL    LAW    (IRELAND)— THE 
CKOSSMAGLEN   PRISONEBS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  the  fact  that  the  Government  hava 
refused  to  allow  the  Crossmaglen  pri- 
soners to  read  the  memorial  addressed 
to  the  Viceroy,  setting  forth  facts  in  re- 
ference to  their  trid  ;  and,  that  their 
friends  consider  it  necessary  that  the 
prisoners  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  memorial  in  order  that 
they  may  supplement  it  by  facts  withia 
their  knowledge  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
What  has  happened  is  this.  Mr.  Alfred 
Webb  memorialized  the  Lord  Liea- 
tenant  in  favour  of  these  prisoners,  and 
His  Excellency,  on  full  consideration, 
was  unable  to  accede  to  his  reqaest. 
Mr.  Webb  then  applied  to  the  Prisons 
Board  for  permission  to  send  a  copy  of 
the  Memorial  to  each  of  the  prisoners, 
in  order  that  they  might  see  what  had 
been  urged  on  their  behalf ;  but  the 
Board  considered  that  to  grant  such  a 
request  would  be   contrary  to   priaoa 
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rolee,  and  they  so  replied.  The  Board 
point  out  that  prisoners  can  at  certain 
periods  see  their  friends,  and  urge  any 
points  which  they  may  desire  to  lay  be- 
fore the  GoTemment.  They  can  also 
memorialize  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  any 
time.    

Mb.  he  alt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  it  is  the  practice  in  Ikgland  in 
the  case  where  there  is  a  belief  in  the 
innocence  of  prisoners,  and  where  there 
is  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the  facts  are 
folly  stated  in  a  Memorial  for  their  re- 
lease, for  objection  to  be  taken  to  laying 
that  Memorial  before  the  prisoners  in 
order,  where  necessary,  to  supplement  it 
by  facta  within  their  own  knowledge  ? 

Sm  WILLLiM  HAEOOUET :  I 
should  not  like  to  answer  that  Question 
off-hand. 

Mr.  HEALY:  I  will  ask  the  Ques- 
tion to-morrow. 

IBELAND— INFLAMMATORY  LAN- 
GUAGE—MR. WILLIAM  JOHN- 
STON, INSPECTOR  OF 
FISHERIES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Johnston,  Inspector  of 
Fisheries,  has  been  called  on  to  deny 
the  statement  in  The  Northern  Whig  of 
April  29th,  that  he  attended  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Orange  Lodge  in  Sanday 
Bow,  Belfast,  and  personally  consented 
to  his  beings  named  as  a  candidate  for 
one  of  the  dirisions  of  the  borough; 
hare  the  GK>vemment  had  before  them 
his  Letter,  dated  24th  March,  to  The 
B^fMt  Newsletter^  which  concludes,  '^  if 
Ulster  desires  it,  I  may  yet  be  able  to 
ny  so  in  the  House  of  Commons;" 
ind,  do  the  Irish  Executive  still  con- 
lider  that  the  Order  in  Council  has  not 
been  infringed,  and  what  is  their  de- 
cision as  to  the  charge  that  Mr.  John- 
itoa's  recent  speeches  is  a  breach  of  his 
written  engagement  to  abstain  from 
political  discussions  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, I  have  to  say  that,  in  consequence 
of  tiie  language  lately  publicly  used  by 
Hr.  Johnston,  Lord  Spencer  has  been 
ohfiged  to  intimate  to  lum  that  His  Ex- 
eeOeiicy  considers  his  further  retention 
oi  hk  ofi&ce  inconsistent  with  the  in- 
terasii  of  ihe  E^iblio  Service. 


Mb.  SEXTON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  what  was  the  language 
referred  to,  and  what  was  the  date  of 
the  communication  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  think  it  unnecessary  now  to  go  into 
that. 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— MR. 
HAMILTON,  R.M.,  ARMAGH. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Why  Mr.  Hamilton,  resident  magistrate, 
Armagh,  receives  £125  a-year  more  than 
the  maximum  fixed  allowance  for  a  resi- 
dent magistrate  of  the  first  class  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
In  1881  it  was  found  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  staff  of  the  Crime  Depart- 
ment in  the  Castle,  and  Mr.  HamHton, 
who  was  then  a  Besident  Magistrate, 
was  brought  in  on  a  salary  of  £800 
a-year,  the  Treasury  stipulating  that, 
should  his  services  at  any  time  cease  to 
be  required  in  the  Chief  Secretary's 
office,  he  would  not  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation, provided  he  were  offered  an- 
other appointment  imposing  duties  ana- 
logous to  those  which  he  previously  dis- 
charged, and  were  allowed  to  hold  it 
with  a  salary  of  not  less  than  £800 
a-year.  Consequent  on  a  general  re- 
organization of  the  staff  of  the  office  at 
the  latter  end  of  1882,  the  appointment 
held  by  Mr.  Hamilton  was  abolished, 
and  he  was  re-appointed  a  Eesident 
Magistrate  with  a  personal  salary  of 
£800  a-year  under  the  stipulation  re- 
ferred to. 

"THE  SYNOD  OF  THE  CHURCH   OP 
IBELAND/' 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Did 
he  officially  authorise  the  letter,  pub- 
lished on  the  22nd  inst.,  signed  by  his 
secretary,  apologising  for  having  ad- 
dressed the  Protestant  Synod  as  ''the 
Synod  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  of  Ireland,"  and  consenting  to 
address  that  body  as  ''  the  Synod  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,"  if  so  can  he  state 
under  what  circumstances  the  latter  title 
has  been  officially  given,  is  he  aware 
that  the  Government  have  always  hitherto 
refused  to  the  Disestablished  Church  the 
title  it  claims,  that  in  the  draft  charter 
which  the  Government  was  asked  to 
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sanction  tbey  struck  out  the  words 
**  Church  of  Ireland,"  inserted  by  the 
representative  body,  that  as  in  the  Mar- 
riage Act  of  1870,  members  and  clergy- 
men of  this  church  are  designated  ''  I^o- 
testant  Episcopalians,"  the  Irish  Begis- 
trar  Oeneral,  acting  under  the  advice  of 
the  Law  Adviser,  Dublin  Castle,  directed 
clergymen  of  the  disestablished  religion 
to  enter  their  church  in  the  marriage 
i-egister  as  the  "Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  of  Ireland;"  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  in  the  recent  order  as  to 
precedence,  published  in  The  Dublin  Ga- 
tette  of  April  3rd,  styles  its  bishops 
'^  Protestant  Episcopalians ;  "  that  at 
the  last  census  members  of  this  denomi- 
nation numbered  only  639,574  as  against 
3,960,891  Catholics,  470,734  Presby- 
terians, and  103,107  persons  of  other 
persuasions,  and  do  the  Home  Office  in- 
tend officially  to  style  the  Disestablished 
Church  by  a  title  calculated  to  give 
offence  to  other  religious  bodies  in  Ire- 
land, while  the  Irish  Government  avoids 
the  title  complained  of  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  lam 
unable  to  say  any  more  on  this  subject 
beyond  what  I  said  the  other  day,  when 
I  said  I  wrote  officially  to  the  Irish  Oo- 
Temment  to  ask  what  they  considered 
the  proper  designation,  in  order  that  the 
same  course  may  be  pursued  in  England 
and  Ireland  in  this  matter.  When  I 
get  the  answer  I  will  inform  the  hon. 
Member.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  I  will  take  care  that  the  prac- 
tice which,  80  far  as  I  can  learn,  has  not 
been  inconsistent  hitherto,  will  be  the 
same,  and  that  a  consistent  rule  will  be 
laid  down. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  have  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  private  Notice  of  a 
Question  on  this  subject  as  follows: — 
Whether  the  name  "  Church  of  Ireland" 
was  the  name  uniformly  given  by  the 
Irish  and  Imperial  Legislatures  to  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  whether  that 
does  not  appear  in  28  Eenry  Yin.  o.  5  ; 
17  &  18  CharUe  11.  c.  6 ;  6  Geo,  I.  c.  3; 
14  &  15  VioL  c.  72 ;  the  Act  of  Union, 
the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,  &c.,  &c. ; 
whether,  on  May  1,  1882,  he  did  not 
himself,  in  an  official  letter  to  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh,  use  the  words  in  re- 
ference to  the  said  Church,  "  the  Arch- 
bishops, Bishops,  clergy,  and  laity  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  in  Synod  assem- 
bled ; "  and,  whether  Mr.  Godfrey  Lush- 
ington's  letter  of  April,  1885,  now  ob- 
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jected  to,  did  not  merely  follow  the 
usual  practice  of  the  Department  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  No, 
Sir ;  I  do  not  think  any  settled  practice 
existed,  and  I  think  it  is  very  desirable 
that  the  matter  should  be  settled.  It  is 
clearly  a  matter  in  which  the  same  prac- 
tice should  be  pursued  in  the  Home 
Office  as  by  the  Irish  Government,  and 
therefore  I  have  addressed  an  official 
letter,  and  I  have  not  yet  received  an 
answer  to  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  a  copy  of 
the  letter  from  the  Irish  Government 
and  his  letter,  as  they  are  official  docu- 
ments ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
not  sure  that  that  would  be  the  most 
convenient  course  to  pursue. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
RIOTOUS    BEHAVIOUR  —  GEORGE 

NAPIER,  OF  ROSCREA. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on 
the  20th  ultimo,  a  young  man  named 
George  Napier,  of  Rosorea,  was  charged 
before  the  magistrates  at  Nenagh  with 
having,  on  the  6th  of  the  same  month, 
**  presented  a  revolver  at  a  number  of 
children ;  "  whether  several  witnesses 
deposed  to  his  having  gone  through  the 
streets  of  Nenagh  shouting  ''for  the 
north,"  and  calling  the  people  "  papists 
and  rebels,"  and  saying  that  he  would 
''  put  a  bullet  through  a  Catholic  or  a 
rebel;"  whether  he  was  discharged 
without  punishment  on  the  occasion, 
and  on  what  grounds;  whether  Major 
Waring,  R.M.,  in  giving  the  decision  of 
the  Bench  said — 

"The  magistrateB  who  gave  the  defendant 
licenBe  to  carry  armB  did  not  ofe  diicretion  in 
doing  80,  and  that  he  handled  the  weapon  in  a 
manner  he  ought  not  to  have  done ;  " 

whether  it  is  the  custom  with  the  magis- 
trates of  Roscrea  to  grant  largely 
licenses  to  carry  arms  to  persons  of  the 
same  class  as  George  Napier ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Gbvemment  will  make  inquiry 
into  the  manner  in  which  these  licensea 
have  been  granted  as  well  as  into  the 
decision  of  the  magistrates  in  this 
case  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  charge  in  this  case  was  "riotous 
behaviour."  The  evidence  was  very 
oonflioting,  and  the  magistrates  unani- 
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mouslj  decided  to  dismiss  the  case.  Mr. 
Waring  informs  me  that  he  did  not  say 
there  had  been  a  want  of  discretion  on 
the  part  of  any  magistrate.  He  made 
the  remark  with  regard  to  the  defendant. 
He  also  states  that  he  fully  concors  in 
the  decision  of  the  Bench,  and  does  not 
consider  any  action  called  for  as  regards 
Napier's  arms  licence.  In  this  view  I 
concnr. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  any  inquiry 
as  to  the  licences  granted  in  this  town 
by  the  Besident  Magistrate  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would  put 
down  a  Question  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  O'BBTEN  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
there  is  not  a  single  Catholic  magistrate 
in  this  district  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  I 
tm  not  aware. 

OFnCE    OP   THE    CHARITY  COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

Mb.  BBYOE  asked  the  Junior  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  the  Member  for  Leeds, 
an  representing  the  Office  of  Works, 
When  the  Office  of  the  City  of  London 
Parochial  Charities  Commissioners,  estab- 
lished under  the  Act  of  1883,  is  to  be 
transferred  from  Craig's  Court  to  Gwydyr 
House,  in  pursuance  of  the  undertaking 
given  last  Session  that  this  means  of 
accelerating  the  progress  of  the  inquiry 
under  that  Act  would  be  adopted  ? 

Ma.  HEEBERT  GLADSTONE :  The 
branch  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
office,  at  present  located  in  Craig's  Court, 
will  Tacate  those  premises  as  soon  as 
oertain  minor  alterations  on  the  base- 
ment of  Gwydyr  House  are  completed. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  TRAWLING— 
THE  REPORT— LEGISLATION. 

CoLOKSL  STEBLE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  any  Bill  will  be  introduced  this  Ses- 
non  giring  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Trawling  Commission ;  and, 
if  so,  will  such  Bill  affect  the  whole  of 
tiie  United  Kingdom  or  only  portions  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUET  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  must  be 
aware  that  a  Bill  on  this  subject  relating 
to  Scotland  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Houe  of  Lords;  but  he  feared  there 
vonld  not  be  time  this  Session  to  deal 
▼itk  the  matter  except  in  that  manner. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  RUSSO-PERSIAN 
FRONTIER. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  information  whether  the  north-east 
comer  of  Persia,  in  the  direction  of 
Sarakhs,  has  been  delimited ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Persia  has  surrendered  her 
claims  to  any  of  the  cultivated  tracts 
about  Sarakhs,  or  to  any  portion  of  the 
right  bank  of  the  Harirud,  thence  up- 
wards towards  Phul-i-Eliatum,  or  of  the 
left  bank  downwards  towards  the  Tejend 
swamp  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
According  to  the  information  in  the  pos- 
session of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
the  delimitation  of  the  frontier  between 
Eussia  and  Persia,  in  the  direction  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member,  has  not 
taken  place.  The  Russians  have  occu- 
pied Old  Sarakhs,  on  the  right  bank  of 
the  Heri  Eud.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  advisable  for  me  to  make  any  state- 
ment as  to  the  claims  of  Persia  in  the 
districts  referred  to  in  the  last  part  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  whether 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  Correspondence  with  reference 
to  the  subject  of  delimitation  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  had  no  present  intention  of  lay- 
ing it  on  the  Table ;  but  he  would  com- 
municate with  the  Foreign  Secretary  on 
the  subject. 

EGYPT  (THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  COOLIES  AT  SUAKIN. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported  by  the  Suakin  correspondent 
of  The  Times,  that  the  Jumna  arrived  at 
Suakin  with  coolies,  was  then  sent  back 
without  disembarking  them,  then  told 
to  come  back  and  disembark  them ;  if 
so,  if  he  would  state  the  dates  and  places 
at  which  the  several  orders  were  given ; 
and,  whether  the  expense  of  the  main- 
tenance and  manoeuvring  of  the  coolies 
is  a  charge  upon  the  Admiralty,  the  War 
Office,  or  the  Indian  Government  ? 

Mr.  CAINE  (for  Sir  Thomas  Bras- 
sey)  :  It  is  the  fact  that  the  Jumna 
arrived  at  Suakin  with  coolies  on  the 
2dth  of  April.  She  left  for  Aden  on 
the  28th  with  the  coolies  on  board.  On 
arriving  at  Aden  on  the  1st  of  May,  she 
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was  ordered  to  return  to  Suakin.  All 
transport  charges  are  borne  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

NAVY— THE    EATING    OP    NAVAL 
PENSIONERS. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  to  state,  having 
reference  to  the  notification  calling  on 
Naval  PoDsioners  to  serve,  Whether  the 
C.  S.  pay  of  the  rating  in  which  they 
are  borne  and  actually  doing  duly, 
means  that  a  man  who  has  been  a  petty 
officer,  but  is  now  to  be  employed  in  a 
lower  grade,  will  be  borne  and  paid  in 
a  lower  rank  than  that  which  he  held 
when  retired  on  pension,  or  whether, 
even  if  he  is  employed  in  a  lower  rank, 
he  will  still  receive  the  pay  to  which  he 
was  formerly  entitled  ;  and,  is  an  outfit 
to  be  given  to  pensioners  who  may 
return  to  service  ? 

Me.  OAINE  (for  Sir  Thomas  Bras- 
sey)  :  If  a  man  is  employed  in  a  lower 
rating  than  that  he  held  at  the  time  he 
was  pensioned,  he  would  receive  the 
pay  of  the  lower  rating  in  addition  to 
nis  pension.  So  far  as  is  practicable, 
these  men  will  occupy  ratings  not  in- 
ferior to  those  they  formerly  held ;  but 
it  is,  of  course,  impossible  to  guarantee 
such  ratings.  Naval  pensioners  will,  on 
re-entry,  be  granted  a  gratuitr  of  £2  10#. 
for  clothing  and  £1  for  bedding.  This 
is  a  new  arrangement,  and  a  consider- 
able advantage  to  the  pensioners. 

SCOTLAND-REPRESENTATION  OF  THE 
PEOPLE  ACT,  1884-PRINTING  THE 
REGISTER     OF     PARLIAMENTARY 
VOTERS. 
Mr.  PEESTON  BRUOB  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  Law  exist- 
ing in  the  burghs  regulating  the  print- 
ing of  the  register  of  voters,  and  the 
safe  to  the  public  of  copies  of  the  re- 
gister, or  parts  of  it,  at  certain  prices, 
has  been  applied  to  and  is  now  in  force 
in    the    counties,   by    section    8,    sub- 
section 6,  of  ''The  Bepresentation  of 
the  People  Act,  1884?" 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  By  Section  8,  Sub-section  6, 
of  ''  The  Eepresentation  of  the  People 
Act,  1884,''  all  enactments  of  the  Eegis- 
tration  Acts  which  relate  to  the  registra- 
tion of  persons  ''entitled  to  vote  in 
burghs  "  are  made  to  extend  and  apply 
to  counties  as  well  as  to  burghs.  The 
enactments  regulating  the  printing  of 
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the  register  of  voters  in  burghs,  and  the 
sale  to  the  public  of  copies  of  the  register 
or  parts  of  it,  at  certain  prices,  are  por- 
tions, and  by  no  means  unimportant 
portions,  of  the  Act  19  &  20  Viet.,  c.  58, 
which  deals  exclusively  with  the  regis- 
tration of  voters  in  burghs.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  these  enactments  will 
now  apply  to  counties.  If  I  had  thought 
that  doubtful,  I  should  willingly  have 
accepted  a  clause  in  the  Eegistration 
Bill  such  as  my  hon.  Friend  put  upon 
the  Paper.  But  if  the  necessity  for  such 
a  clause  were  admitted,  it  would  ob- 
viously throw  doubt  upon  the  universality 
of  the  application  of  the  Burgh  Eegis- 
tration Act,  and  any  doubt  on  that  sub- 
ject would  be  unfortunate. 

THE  CONSULAR  SERVICE— THE  CON- 
SULATE AT  TIFLIS. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  state  the  date  at  whioh 
Her  Majesty's  Consulate  at  Tiflis  was 
created,  and  the  date  at  which  it  was 
abolished  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  post  was  created  on  the  24th  of 
April,  1876,  and  abolished  on  the  Slst 
of  December,  1881. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
Would  the  noble  Lord  say  why  the  post 
was  abolished  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJEIOE : 
It  was  not  found  that  the  objects  for 
which  it  was  established  were  accom- 
plished— namely,  that  information  was 
not  obtained  with  ease.  It  was  found 
that  the  establishment  of  a  (Consular 
officer  at  Batoum  as  a  port  of  observa- 
tion would  be  much  more  useful. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  SPIRIT  DUTY. 

Mr.  OEE-EWING  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  bis 
estimate  of  £900,000,  being  the  yearly 
increased  revenue  from  spirits  by  the  in- 
creased Duty  of  two  shillings  per  gallon, 
is  accurate,  as  the  estimated  reduced 
consumption  of  32,000,000  of  gallons 
will  yield  an  increase  of  £3,200,000  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  (for  Mr.  Childbrs)  : 
The  hon.  Member  has  misunderstood 
the  basis  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
Estimate.  The  comparison  was  be- 
tween the  yield  of  the  Spirit  Duty  at  the 
old  rate  on  the  quantity  which  would 
have  been  consumed  at  that  rate,  and 
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the  yield  of  the  increased  duty  on 
the  reduced  consumption  expected  to 
occur  under  the  new  rate.  The  figure 
of  £900,000  was  arrived  at  by  setting 
the  gain  due  to  the  increased  duty 
against  the  loss  arising  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  quantity  paying  duty,  allow- 
ance being  made  for  the  fact  that  the 
change  did  not  oome  into  force  until 
Hayl. 

NAVY— ARMAMENT   OF  SHIPS— H.M.S. 
«*  DRYAD." 

Sir  DONALD  OUEEIE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
is  the  case  that  in  1883,  when  H.M.S. 
Dryad  was  stationed  at  Tamatave,  and 
▼hen  difficulties  arose  between  the  Bri- 
tish Consul,  Captain  Johnstone  of  H.M.S. 
JDryady  and  Admiral  Pierre  in  command 
of  the  French  Fleet,  all  practice  with  the 
whole  of  the  nine  guns  on  board  of  the 
Dryad  had  been  suspended  in  accordance 
wiUi  telegraphic  orders  from  the  Ad- 
miralty consequent  upon  the  bursting 
pevionaly  of  a  gun  of  the  same  ty  t)e  on 
board  of  H.M.S.  Daring;  whether  the 
Dryad's  guns  were  mounted  on  the  old 
track  carriages;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  there  were  at  that  time  guns  of  the 
same  description  on  board  of  several  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  on  the  North  Ameri- 
can, China,  Mediterranean,  Pacific,  and 
Australian  stations ;  and  whether  similar 
telegraphic  orders  were  issued  to  them ; 
whether  it  is  the  case  that  all  these  guns, 
or  the  greater  part  of  them,  were  ordered 
to  be  returned  to  England,  and  were 
altered  and  improved,  and  to  be  used 
with  reduced  powder  charges ;  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  the  Dryad  was  brought 
to  England  with  her  nine  guns  and  car- 
riages in  the  same  state  as  when  at 
Tamatave  ;  and,  whether  this  vessel  has 
been  since  condemned  as  unfit  for  Her 
Majesty's  service  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BEASSEY :  I  have  to 
answer  all  the  Questions  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  affirmative.  With  refer- 
eace  to  the  armaments,  I  may  explain 
that  the  gtms  with  which  the  Dryad  was 
armed  in  1883  were  lined  with  iron 
tubes.  All  guns  so  constructed  have 
been  withdrawn  and  replaced  with  guns 
lined  with  steel  tubes.  The  Dryad  being 
an  old  ship  the  new  guns  which  had 
heen  supplied  have  been  landed  at  Bom- 
hay,  and  the  ship  has  been  brought 
hoiae.  It  is  not  likely  that  she  will  again 
be  brought  forward  for  commission. 


POST  OFFICE-TELEGRAMS— INSUFFI- 
CIENT ADDRESSES. 

Mb.  Alderman  W.  LAWHENOE 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  a  telegram  being 
unable  to  be  delivered  in  consequence  of 
insufficient  or  inaccurate  address,  the 
sender  would  be  informed  of  the  same 
by  telegram  or  by  post ;  and,  what  time 
would  elapse  before  the  sender  would 
receive  the  information  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that 
there  is  no  intention  to  alter  the  present 
practice,  which  is  that,  when  a  message 
cannot  be  delivered  owing  to  the  in- 
sufficiency or  inaccuracy  of  the  address, 
the  office  of  destination  sends  an  official 
telegram  to  the  office  of  origin,  and  that 
office  forwards  a  written  intimation  to 
the  sender  of  the  message.  If  the  sender 
resides  within  the  free  delivery  of  the 
office  of  origin  the  notice  of  non-delivery 
is  sent  to  him  by  special  messenger,  and 
if  he  does  not  reside  within  the  free  de- 
livery the  notice  is  sent  to  him  by  the 
earliest  post. 

NAVY— THE  DOCKYARDS-PEMBROKE 
DOCK— THE  CLERICAL  STAFF. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  asked  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will 
recommend  that  the  mechanic  writers  of 
Pembroke  Dockyard  should  be  placed  on 
the  same  footiug,  as  to  leave  and  over- 
time, as  the  draughtsmen ;  and  that  their 
work  should  be  lessened  by  increasing 
their  number,  or,  at  least,  that  they 
should  be  paid  for  the  overtime  which 
they  have  worked,  especially  during  the 
latter  weeks  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CAINE  :  The  leave  of  absence 
granted  annually  to  mechanic  writers  is 
the  same  in  amount  as  is  granted  to  the 
draughtsmen  on  day  pay.  By  the  terms 
under  which  they  serve  writers  are  not 
entitled  to  additional  pay  for  casual 
overtime  work.  I  may  add  that  no  ap- 
plication for  an  addition  to  the  staff  at 
Pembroke  Dock  has  been  received  from 
the  Captain  Superintendent,  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  am  unable  to  recom- 
mend that  any  change  be  made  in  the 
present  arrangements. 

ARMY— THE  6th  DRAGOON  GUARDS. 
Mb.  LEAHY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  has  inquired  about 
the  danger  of  introducing  small-pox  into 
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Ireland  by  the  proposed  move  of  the  5th 
Dragoon  Guards  from  Manchester,  where 
the  disease  is  prevalent  and  on  the  in- 
crease, to  the  Curragh  Oamp ;  and  what 

Thb  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON: 
According  to  the  last  Report  the  regiment 
is  free  from  small-pox.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  reason  on  that  account  why  it 
should  not  be  moved.  It  does  not  ap- 
pear that  during  the  last  19  weeks  there 
has  been  any  case  among  either  officers 
or  men. 

THE  WINDWARD  ISLANDS— THE  PRO- 
POSED CONFEDERATION. 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, If  he  will  present  to  the  House  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  proposed  Con- 
federation of  the  Windward  Islands  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Yes,  Sir, 
I  will  give  the  Papers  referred  to.  I 
may  say  that  the  proposal  for  a  Con- 
federation of  the  Windward  Islands  is 
for  the  moment  in  abeyance  owing  to 
the  general  objection  to  it  expressed  in 
all  the  Islands. 

EGYPT— SEIZURE  OF  THE  "  BOSPHORE 
EGTPTIEN." 

Me.  J.W.  LOWTHER  asked  theUnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  payment  of  a  sum  of 
£4,000,  or  of  any  such  sum,  forms  any 
part  of  the  reparation  made,  or  to  be 
made,  by  the  Egyptian  Government  to 
the  proprietor  or  editor  of  The  Bosphore 
Egyptien;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  associated  themselves 
with  or  concurred  in  the  said  payment  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  answer  to  both  the  hon.  Member's 
Questions  is  in  the  negative. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(IRELAND)  ACT— INSTRUCTIONS  TO 
CLERKS  OF  UNIONS  AND  POOR  RATE 
COLLECTORS. 

Me.  HARRINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  any  instructions  have 
been  issued  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  the  guidance  of  clerks  of 
unions  and  rate  collectors  in  reference 
to  their  duties  under  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  Local  Government  Board  consider 
that  it  does  not  devolve  upon  them  to 
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advise  on  questions  which  arise  as  to 
the  construction  of  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  representation  of  the  people,  or  to  give 
general  instructions  as  to  their  administra- 
tion. They  have,  however,  communi- 
cated to  Boards  of  Guardians  a  letter 
which  I  thought  it  advisable  to  address 
to  them  with  the  view  of  removing  a 
very  general  uncertainty  which  was 
found  to  exist  among  Clerks  of  Unions 
as  to  the  date  when  they  should  serve 
the  notices  required  of  them  by  the  Act 
of  1884.  The  Board  have  also  addressed 
a  Circular  to  Boards  of  Guardians  call- 
ing attention  to  the  duties  of  Poor  Rate 
collectors  under  Sub-section  7  of  the  9th 
section  of  that  Act,  and  forwarding  the 
form  of  notice  which  they  are  advised 
should  be  used. 

Me.  HARRINGTON  asked  whether 
it  was  not  the  fact  that  the  letter  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred promised  that  "further  instruc- 
tions on  the  subject  would  be  given  in. 
a  few  days ; ''  whether  a  month  had  since 
elapsed,  and  the  officials  of  the  Poor  Law 
were  waiting  for  these  **  further  instruc- 
tions ;  "  and,  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  did  not  hold  themselves 
responsible  for  the  issue  of  proper  in- 
structions ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  instructions  had  been 
issued  in  the  form  originally  intended, 
and  the  officials  otherwise  had  the  Act 
before  them. 

Me.  HARRINGTON  asked  if  any 
instructions  had  followed  the  promise 
given  a  month  ago,  and  if  no  mstruo- 
tions  had  fallowed,  whether  he  would 
take  an  immediate  opportunity  of  un- 
deceiving them  and  recommendmg  them 
to  take  action  themselves ;  or  u  Poor 
Law  officials  took  instructions  from  the 
National  League ;  and  whether  he  would 
take  steps  to  protect  such  officials  as 
took  such  instructions  and  acted  upon 
them? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN : 
Final  instructions  cannot  be  issued  until 
after  the  passing  of  the  Seats  Bill.  Mean- 
while, I  will  see  whether  there  is  any  mis- 
understanding. 

Me.  HARRINGTON  said,  that  as  this 
was  a  very  important  matter,  perhaps 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  make  an 
explanation.  [Crieiof'^HloV'OhV'mnd 
"Order!"]  Then  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther, as  the  Clerks  of  Poor  Law  ITnions  in 
Ireland  believed  that  they  might  not  issne 
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these  notioesto persons  under  £10  rating, 
▼hether  in  other  districts  requisition 
forms  had  not  been  issued  at  all ;  whe- 
ther in  other  cases  requisition  forms  were 
issued  by  the  Guardians  or  Clerks  of 
Unions  intended  sometimes  to  omit  the 
£10  ratings,  and  for  want  of  requisition 
forms  there  was  no  specification  as  to 
whether  some  of  these  ratings  applied 
to  new  and  different  ratings ;  and  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gendeman  would 
apply  a  remedy  to  this  state  of  confu- 
sion? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  caimot  go  any  further  than  to  say  that 
I  think  the  position  is  this — that  the 
Local  Gbvemment  Board  is  quite  ready 
to  give  any  instructions  of  a  gener^ 
kind  that  are  absolutely  necessary.  They 
would,  however,  be  instructions  of  a  very 
general  kind,  for  it  would  at  once  be  an 
improper  and  a  dangerous  thing  for  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  decide  upon 
matters  of  doubt  for  the  Local  Authori- 
ties, or  assist  them  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  Act.  They  have  the  Act  before 
them,  and  can  apply  to  the  Act  for  in- 
structions. 

Ma.  HEALT:  Might  I  ask  is  it  not 
not  the  business  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  issue  proper  instructions, 
and  also  it  is  not  a  fact  that  they  have  a 
legal  adviser,  who  can  answer  any  ques- 
tions as  to  the  legal  interpretation  of 
the  Act? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN'S 
reply  was  inaudible. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS  — THE  CIVIL  SER- 
VICE ESTIMATES-DEVOLUTION. 
Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  looking  to 
the  great  amount  of  time  spent  every 
Session  in  discussing  Oivil  Service  Esti- 
mates and  the  very  small  and  wholly 
inadequate  and  disproportionate  result 
of  theee  discussions,  it  would  be  desir- 
able or  at  all  events  weU  worthy  of  con- 
ftderation  to  apply  to  these  Estimates 
the  principle  of  devolutioD,  by  referring 
them  at  least  in  the  first  instance  to  a 
strong  Financial  Committee,  which  could 
examine  them  in  a  much  more  satisfac- 
tory manner  than  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW  rose  to  Order.  He 
tabmitted  that  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  fall  of  the  deepest  argu- 
ment, the  subject  of  which  might  give 
ntib  to  several  nights'  debate.    He  de- 
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sired  particularly  to  draw  attention  to 
the  preamble  and  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  whe- 
ther the  Question  was  not  out  of  Order  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  :  The  Question,  as  I 
read  it,  certainly  does  contain  statements 
which  are  liable  to  be  disputed.  I  am 
always  glad,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
House,  to  take  every  opportunity  of 
eliminating  from  Questions  all  matters 
of  a  contentious  nature.  However,  the 
substance  of  the  Question  when,  such 
disputatious  matter  has  been  eliminated, 
can  be  put. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  after  the 
ruling  of  the  Speaker,  he  presumed  that 
the  Question  could  not  be  put  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  will 
remain — to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  any  devolution  will 
take  place  in  the  case  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No  doubt  this 
is  a  Question  of  a  kind  coming  very 
much  into  favour,  it  being  in  the  nature 
of  a  scrutiny  into  the  minds  and  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for  the 
time  being.  Undoubtedly  I  have  great 
sympathy  with  the  views  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  I  hope  that  a  time 
may  come  when  the  House  will  consider 
what  can  be  done  in  this  direction.  I 
do  not  think  that  anything  can  be  done 
by  going  the  whole  length  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  indicated ;  but  still  I  think 
progress  may  be  made  with  great  advan- 
tage in  that  direction.  I  think,  how- 
ever, the  House  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  agree  with  me  that  no  steps 
can  be  taken  of  that  nature  during  the 
present  Session. 

THE  LICENSING  LAWS— CLUBS. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  of 
the  many  complaints  which  have  been 
made  in  several  towns  in  the  United 
Kingdom  regarding  the  practice  of 
gambling,  drinking,  and  betting  carried 
on  at  different  clubs  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
intends  taking  any  steps  to  bring  those 
clubs  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Licensing  Laws  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  have 
been  requested  to  answer  this  Question. 
As  I  stated  a  few  days  ago  in  reply  to  a 
Question  upon  this  subject,  we  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  after  very  careful 
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inquiry  thafc  sufficient  ground  has  not 
been  shown  at  present  for  interfering 
with  the  clubs. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT—LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
has  yet  decided  as  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Grimes  Act  this  Session  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Not  later  than 
Friday  next  I  will  make  a  statement 
with  regard  to  the  Bills  that  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  introduce,  and  that  will 
include  a  statement  of  their  intentions 
with  respect  to  the  Act  now  about  to 
expire. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— ENGLAND  AND  RUS- 
SIA—THE PROPOSED  ARBITRATION. 
Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  the  semi-official 
Moscow  Gazette,  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed arbitration  between  England  and 
Kussia: — 

**  There  was  only  one  thing  to  do,  and  that 
was  to  permit  the  correctness  of  our  action 
to  he  certified  to  hy  a  third  party.  This  is  not 
an  arhitration  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term, 
whicii  would  he  accompanied  hy  some  kind  of 
practical  result ;  '* 

whether  the  basis  of  the  proposed  arbi- 
tration is  correctly  described  in  the 
above  paragraph ;  whether  the  arbitra- 
tion includes  a  reference  to  the  counter 
statements,  as  well  as  to  counter  con- 
tentions, with  regard  to  the  alleged 
breach  of  the  covenant  of  16th  March  ; 
and,  whether  it  is  agreed  that  the  Power 
which  the  arbitrator  may  decide  to  have 
been  at  fault  shall  make  an  amende  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  explain  comments  in  news- 
papers, even  though  they  are  semi- 
official, about  proceedings  going  on  be- 
tween two  Governments  as  to  matters  of 
importance  not  yet  made  known.  There- 
fore, I  must  be  excused  from  referring 
to  other  matters  in  the  Question,  and 
also  in  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derry  (Mr.  Lewis),  which  follows,  be- 
cause I  shall  have  something  to  say  on 
the  subject  to-day,  and  because  the  time 
is  now  close  at  hand  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  have  all  the  documents  in 
his  hands,  and  therefore  will  be  able  to 
form  a  judgment  for  himself  upon  a 
much  better  and  surer  basis  than  an 

Sir  William  Earcouri 


{COMMONS)  Canal  Cofnmiision.  148 

answer  from  me  upon  this  subject  would 
afford  him. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Sib  EDWARD  J.  REED  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will 
now  name  a  day  upon  which  the  Motion 
expressive  of  anxiety  respecting  the 
state  of  the  Navy,  standing  in  his  name, 
can  be  made  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  name  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Motion  after  what 
I  have  already  stated  with  reference  to 
the  other  Business  before  the  House, 
including  the  Vote  of  Censure  with  re- 
ference to  the  Budget  Resolutions. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
when  the  Budget  proposals  are  likely  to 
be  taken  ?  This  is  the  first  time  I  ever 
heard  an  Amendment  to  the  Budget 
proposals  described  as  a  Vote  of  Cen* 
sure. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  I  oujght 
not  to  have  said  that  the  Motion  is  a 
Vote  of  Censure,  but  to  have  called  it  a 
Vote  of  Confidence.  It  is  a  Motion  of 
very  great  importance,  involving  several 
wide  and  complex  questions  of  taxation, 
and  requiring  considerable  time  in  order 
to  dispose  of  them.  As  the  Budget  pro- 
posals cannot  come  on  until  next  week, 
which  would  be  immediately  on  the 
verge  of  the  Whitsuntide  Holidays,  the 
Government  have  concluded  that,  on  the 
whole,  it  would  be  more  fair  to  the 
House  and  more  advantageous  to  post- 
pone, at  any  rate,  the  Committee  on  the 
Budget  proposals  till  after  the  Recess. 
I  should  think,  therefore,  that  the  best 
place  for  the  Motion  will  be  in  the  Com- 
mittee after  Whitsuntide. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Boubke, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  The  Papers 
in  regard  to  Afghanistan  and  the  nego- 
tiations with  Russia  will,  I  hope,  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  on  Friday  next,  with  the 
view  of  their  being  circulated  on  Satur- 
day. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMMISSION. 
Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  English  Representatives  at  the 
Suez  Canal  Commission  have  been  in- 
structed to  limit  their  assent  to  Proposi- 
tions falling  within  the  basis  laid  down 
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in  Lord  Granyille's  Despatoli,  and  to  ab- 
stain from  taking  part  in  the  discussion 
of  any  Proposition  which  does  not  fall 
within  such  basis  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  has  been 
no  such  direction  as  is  implied  in  this 
Question.  It  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  say  what  regulations  are  beyond 
the  basis  that  is  laid  down.  The  state 
of  the  case  is  this.  Proposals  may,  of 
course,  be  made  by  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Powers  at  Paris.  Nothing  will 
be  assented  to  by  the  British  Bepresen- 
tative  if  it  appears  to  be,  what  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means,  be- 
yond that  basis.  In  no  case  will  that 
be  assented  to  without  reference  home, 
and  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  agree  with  me  that  this  question  is 
really  deprived  of  all  difficulty  in  pre- 
sent circumstances  by  the  engagement 
into  which  the  Government  has  freely 
entered,  that  the  House  shall  have  full 
opportunity  of  considering  the  provi- 
sions of  any  arrangement  which  may  be 
made  before  it  becomes  binding. 

THE  PAPAL  SEE— DIPLOMATIC  COM- 
MUNICATION WITH  THE  VATICAN 
-MR.  ERRINGTON. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
Notice,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  caused  any  representations  to 
be  made  at  Home  against  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Eev.  Dr.  Walsh  to  the  va- 
cant Catholic  see  of  Dublin? 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  also  wish  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  whether 
the  statement  which  appeared  in  one  of 
the  newspapers  with  regard  to  Mr.  Er- 
rington's  visit  to  Home  was  correct.  The 
correspondent  said  — 

**  I  had  Bhown  to  me  Mr.  Erriiifi^ton's  creden- 
tklfl  for  the  miBsion  which  he  had  undertaken. 
They  are  signed  by  Lord  Granville,  and  are  in 
tiM  'form  of  letters  recommending  him  to  the 
•ecretary  to  His  Holiness.  The  recommendation 
reids  like  a  letter  of  introduction  from  a  State 
I^iartment  to  the  Pope,  and  has  been  so  acted 
^ipwi  by  Mr.  Errington  ?  " 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  gather  that 
the  nature  of  the  paragraph  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  is  much  more  to 
•xpreas  the  colour  which  the  writer  of 
that  paragraph  puts  upon  some  particu- 
Isr  communication  from  Lord  Granville 
than  any  matter  of  fact  contained  in  it. 
^^Mn  Mr.  Errington  went  to  Bome  he 


was  regarded  as  a  gentleman  who  was 
very  well  acquainted  with  the  views 
generally  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment, 
and  qualified  to  give  information  with 
respect  to  Irish  affairs.  That  is  all  I 
can  undertake  to  say  at  present.  I  can- 
not give  any  information  of  my  own 
knowledge  beyond  the  recollection  of 
what  I  have  said. 

Me.  sexton  :  I  will  repeat  my 
Question  to-morrow. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen),  I  refer  him  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  some  short  time  ago  on 
this  subject,  to  the  effect  that — 

**The  Cabinet  have  never.as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
had  any  cognizance  of  any  communication  be- 
tween Mr.  Erring^n  and  His  Holiness  the 
Pope,  and  certainly  not  upon  the  occasion  to 
which  the  Question  refers.  If  I  am  asked 
whether  any  individual  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  used  any  iuoh  representations,  as 
distinct  from  the  Cabinet,  my  reply  is  that  I  am 
not  aware  of  it.'*~(3  Kantard,  [297]  828.) 

For  myself,  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
that  answer.  I  have  referred  to  Lord 
Granville,  who  refers  me  to  a  statement 
previously  made  by  himself,  and  says  he 
has  nothing  to  add  to  the  statement 
made  two  years  ago  as  to  the  position 
of  Mr.  Errington  at  Home.  I  can  easily 
obtain  from  Lord  Granville  a  reference 
to  that  statement.  Lord  Granville 
added  that  he  could  not  go  beyond 
the  answers  lately  given  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  with  respect  to  Mr.  Errington* s 
position  at  Eome.  He  says  he  was 
spontaneously  informed  a  few  days  ago 
by  Mr.  Errington  that  he  should  resume 
his  Parliamentary  attendance  this  week. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  OOWEN  said,  that 
after  the  very  elaborate  but  not  very 
very  explicit  answer  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, the  meaning  of  which  the  House 
however,  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
divining,  he  begged  to  say  that  on 
the  first  available  occasion,  either  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  or  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  he  would  call  at- 
tention to  the  very  unsatisfactory  rela- 
tions that  the  Foreign  Office  kept  up 
with  the  Vatican,  and  move  that  the 
interference  of  the  Government  of  this 
country  in  the  selection  of  Bishops  of 
the  Catholic  Church  was  inconvenient 
and  injudicious. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether,  when 
Mr.  Errington  resumed  his  seat  in  the 
House,  it  would  be  possible,  as  he  was 
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now  the  recognized  Agent  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  the  Papal  Oonrt,  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  address  to  him 
Questions  with  regard  to  his  official 
doings  in  Borne? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  said  a 
single  word  which  would  lead  to  or 
justify  the  statement  that  Mr.  Errington 
is  the  accredited  Agent  of  this  country 
in  Home. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that,  in  order  to 
test  the  matter,  he  would  place  on  the 
Paper  a  Question  addressed  to  Mr.  Er- 
rington as  the  accredited  Agent  of  Her 
Majesty  at  the  Eoman  Court. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND 
AFGHANISTAN  —  THE    PENJDEH 

INCIDENT. 
Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  de- 
sirous to  answer  a  Question  put  to  me 
some  days  ago  with  respect  to  which  I 
asked  for  time  to  refer,  and  which  has 
not  been  revived  or  put  on  the  Paper. 
It  referred  to  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance. The  hon.  Member  who  put  the 
Question  assumed  that  the  Viceroy  of 
India  had  described  the  proceedings 
near  Penjdeh  in  terms  different  from 
those  used  by  us  in  this  House.  We 
described  it  as  an  apparent  act  of  un- 
provoked aggpression,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assumed  that  Lord  Dufferin 
had  undertaken  to  decide  the  fact.  I 
have  now  before  me  a  report — which  I 
presume  is  accurate,  as  it  is  given  in 
inverted  commas  in  The  Times  of  India — 
of  the  speech  made  by  the  Viceroy  at 
the  Lahore  Eailway  Station  in  reference 
to  the  Penjdeh  incident,  and  in  reply  to 
an  address  from  the  Lahore  Munici- 
pality. The  Viceroy  is  reported  to  have 
said — 

**  Coming  as  I  do  from  an  important  inter- 
view with  a  neighbouring  and  friendly  Kuler 
whose  frontiers  have  b^n  assailed  by  what 
seems  to  have  been  a  most  unprovoked  attack." 

Lord  Dufferin,  therefore,  adopts  sub- 
stantially the  same  form  of  speech  as 
was  adopted  by  us  in  this  House. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANISTAN—THE ARIUNGEMENT 
OF  APRIL  27. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
that  to  give  the  Prime  Minister  an  op- 
portunity of  making  an  explanation  in 
view  of  the  coming  debate,  he  would 
ask  him  whether  on  March  16  he  de- 

Mr.  Healy 


scribed  the  "  sacred  covenant  with 
Russia  "  as  follows : — 

"  The  word  <  agreement '  is  a  little  fallacious ; 
arrangement  we  might  call  it,  perha{)e.  and  one 
which  will  only  last  so  long  as  there  is  occasion 
for  it;" 

and  whether  on  April  27  he  described 
the  same  agreement  as — 

"  A  hinding  covenant,  a  very  solemn  cove- 
nant, one  of  the  most  sacred  covenants  ever 
made  hetween  two  nations ; " 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  debate  that 
night,  he  would  inform  Parliament 
what  communications  with  Russia  in 
the  interval  had  led  him  to  form  so  dif- 
ferent an  estimate  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  inten- 
tion  of  making  any  statement  of  the 
kind  suggested  by  tiie  hon.  Member. 


EGYPT  — THE   SOUDAN. 

mikistebial  statement. 

The  Makqttess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  said  on  Thursday  last  that  I  would 
endeavour  to-day  to  make  a  statement 
to  the  House,  such  as  has  been  on 
several  occasions  asked  for,  with  regard 
to  the  decisions  which  have  been  arrived 
at  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
the  orders  which  have  been  given  to  our 
officers  in  the  Soudan,  in  consequence 
of  statements  recently  made  in  this 
House.  I  will  endeavour  to  do  so  as 
shortly  as  I  can.  I  need  scarcely  say, 
Sir,  before  any  decision  was  arrived  at 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  be- 
fore any  announcement  was  made  to 
the  House,  confidential  communications 
passed  between  us  and  Lord  Wolseley 
as  to  the  possibility  in  any  circumstances, 
having  regard  to  the  safety  of  our 
troops,  of  withdrawing  the  Nile  Force, 
or  any  portion  of  that  Force,  from  the 
positions  which  they  at  present  occupy. 
We  satisfied  ourselves  before  any  state- 
ment was  made  to  the  House  that  such 
an  operation  would  be  possible  with 
due  consideration  for  the  health  and 
safety  of  our  troops.  On  April  20,  the 
day  previous  to  the  annoxmcement  made 
in  the  House,  the  substance  of  that  an- 
nouncement was  communicated  to  Lord 
Wolseley,  with  instructions  that  he 
should  prepare  at  once  to  act  in  con- 
formity with  that  announcement.  The 
House  will  recollect  the  nature  of  the 
statement  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  is 
unnecessary  on  this  oooasion  for  me  to 
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repeat  it.  I  may,  however,  say  what, 
in  oar  opinion,  the  instructions  then 
given  inTolved.  They  did  not,  in 
my  opinion,  at  that  time  involve 
the  absolute  abandonment  of  the  in- 
tention to  advance  on  Khartoum.  What 
they  did  involve  was  a  cessation  of 
active  preparations  for  such  an  ad- 
vance, the  cessation  of  offensive  opera- 
tions upon  any  considerable  scale,  and 
the  adoption  of  measures  which  would 
enable  us,  on  as  short  notice  as  possible, 
to  concentrate  the  troops  now  in  the 
Soudan  for  service  in  any  part  of  the 
world  where  they  might  be  required. 
Since  that  time  a  good  deal  of  communi- 
cation has  taken  place  between  the  Go- 
Temment  and  Lord  Wolseley.  Several 
courses  appeared  to  be  open  to  us, 
which  I  will  shortly  state.  The  troops 
might  either  remain  in  their  present 
positions,  which  extend  from  Merawi, 
the  most  advanced  position  up  the 
Nile,  including  Korti  and  other  places, 
whose  names  I  need  not  mention, 
to  Dongola,  where  the  head-quarters 
of  the  Army  are  now  established. 
This  disposition  of  the  troops  would 
also  have  required  the  maintenance 
of  a  considerable  number  of  posts 
between  Assouan  and  Dongola  for 
keeping  up  oommunication  and  supply^ 
ing  the  troops.  There  are  at  present 
along  that  line,  extending  from  Merawi 
to  Dongola,  about  9,000  British  troops, 
and  the  result  of  our  communications  is 
that,  if  we  decided  to  continue  the  oc- 
eapation  of  those  positions,  the  number 
of  troops  could  not  be  materially  re- 
duced. Another  alternative  would  have 
been  to  withdraw  the  troops  from  the 
most  advanced  positions  up  the  Nile  and 
to  concentrate  them  at  other  positions, 
SQch  as  Dongola  and  places  below  Don- 
gola, there  to  wait  for  the  course  of 
events  in  the  Soudan,  and  in  Asia  and 
Europe.  The  third  alternative  was  to 
revert  to  the  line  of  Wady  Haifa  or 
latouan  as  the  actual  frontier  of 
Egypt,  and  to  withdraw  the  troops  as 
aoon  as  possible  from  the  positions 
whidi  they  now  occupy,  holding  those 
positions  which  I  have  named  as  the 
most  advanced  permanent  positions  for 
the  defenoe  of  Egypt.  The  last  is  the 
ooorse  which  the  Government  has  in  sub- 
■tance  decided  to  adopt.  I  say  in  sub- 
ttsaoe,  because  there  are  at  present 
RMo&a,  both  of  a  military  and  political 
chsEBcter,  which,  while  it  would  be  pos- 


sible, make  it  undesirable  that  such  a 
course  should  be  very  rapidly  adopted. 
At  the  present  time  the  Biver  Nile  is  at 
its  very  lowest,  and  there  are  a  consider- 
able number  of  stores  which  have  been 
accumulated  at  the  various  positions 
now  occupied  by  our  troops  which  ought 
to  be  removed ;  and  arrangements  will 
also  have  to  be  made  for  bringing  down 
the  Native  officials  and  troops,  and  pos- 
sibly a  certain  number  of  Natives  who 
might  not  wish  to  remain  after  the  posi- 
tions have  been  evacuated.  There  are 
strong  objections  of  a  military  and  sani- 
tary character  against  any  attempt  at  con- 
centration at  Dongola  and  Abu  Fatmeh, 
or  other  similar  positions.  The  troops 
are  now,  in  the  position  which  they  now 
occupy,  for  the  most  part  under  some 
temporary  protection  or  cover,  such  as 
huts,  and  I  am  happy  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  that  although  the  heat 
is  very  great,  and  the  inconvenience  and 
even  suffering  which  in  some  cases  they 
have  to  undergo  are  very  considerable, 
yet  neither  the  official  nor  the  private 
reports  which  I  have  received  tend  to 
show  that  the  condition  of  the  troops  is 
nearly  so  bad,  or  their  sufferings  so 
great,  as  might  be  inferred  from  some 
of  the  statements  which  have  appeared 
in  the  newspapers.  But  what  I  have  to 
point  out  is  that  in  the  stations  which 
they  now  occupy  some  accommodation, 
perhaps  not  of  the  very  best  description, 
but  some  shelter  from  the  heat,  has  been 
provided;  and  any  temporary  concen- 
tration, such  as  has  been  suggested, 
at  Dongola  or  other  places,  would  in- 
volve the  encampment  of  a  considerable 
part  of  the  Force,  there  being  no  means 
of  providing  shelter  at  these  places,  and 
it  is  considered  that  the  health  of  the 
troops  would  materially  suffer.  It  is, 
therefore,  considered  best  for  the  troops 
that  they  should  remain  where  they  are 
at  present  until  the  river  rises,  which  it 
will  begin  to  do  at  the  end  of  this  month, 
and  then  withdraw  from  their  most  ad- 
vanced positions,  with  their  stores  and 
with  such  Natives  as  it  may  be  neces- 
sary to  bring  away.  They  will  be  with- 
drawn first  from  the  most  advanced  posi- 
tions, with  their  stores,  straight  down 
the  Nile  by  successive  detachments.  That 
decision,  I  need  hardly  say,  involves 
the  practical  abandonment  of  any  inten- 
tion to  advance  on  Khartoum ;  but  by 
the  process  which  I  am  describing  a  con- 
siderable time  will  elapse  before  the 
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troops  can  be  withdrawn  from  such  posi- 
tions as  Dongola  and  the  stations  which 
are  lower  down  the  Nile  than  Dongola. 
In  the  meantime,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  has 
been  instructed  to  consult  the  Egyptian 
Government  as  to  the  possibility  or  the 
desirability  of  establishing  any  admi- 
nistration at  Dongola,  or  in  the  Province 
of  Dongola,  or  a  portion  of  that  Pro- 
vince, and  whether  any  assistance  can 
be  given  to  the  establishment  of  such 
administration.  He  has  also  been  in- 
structed to  consult  the  Egyptian  (Govern- 
ment as  to  whether  it  would  be  desirable 
to  endeavour  to  complete  the  whole  or 
any  portion  of  the  prolongation  of  the 
Nile  Railway,  which  has  been  com- 
menced, and  whether  it  may  be  possible 
to  find  any  means  by  which  that  rail- 
way may  be  completed  and  worked,  as 
has  often  been  suggested,  as  a  com- 
mercial undertaking.  Lord  Wolseley 
has  given  it  as  his  opinion  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  decide  that  As- 
souan is  to  be  practically  the  frontier  of 
Upper  Egypt  which  is  to  be  defended, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  maintain  there  for 
some  considerable  time  a  strong  brigade 
of  all  arms,  with  small  bodies  of  troops 
holding  Wady  Haifa  and  Korosko  as 
outposts.  He  also  attaches  considerable 
importance  to  the  sending  out  of  some 
armed  boats,  which  have  been  prepared 
in  view  of  an  Expedition  up  the  Nile,  so 
that  the  river  above  and  below  the 
Second  Cataract  should  be  patrolled  by 
some  of  these  boats.  That  is,  briefly, 
the  decision  which  has  been  arrived  at 
as  regards  the  Force  now  upon  the  Nile. 
As  to  Suakin,  I  am  afraid  I  am  at  pre- 
sent unable  to  give  the  House  positive 
and  definite  information.  Lord  Wolseley 
has  only  been  there  a  little  more  than  a 
week.  Of  course,  it  is  possible  to  com- 
municate with  him  only  by  means  of  the 
telegraph.  Much  communication  of  that 
character  has  taken  place  between  us, 
but  there  has  scarcely  yet  been  sufficient 
time  for  an  exhaustive  exchange  of  views 
between  him  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  may  say  that  a  long  and  im- 
portant telegram  from  him  has  been  re- 
ceived only  this  morning.  As  to  the 
position  at  Suakin  I  can,  however,  say 
this  much.  General  Graham's  Forces 
were  sent  to  Suakin  to  co-operate  with 
Lord  Wolseley  in  an  advance  upon 
Khartoum,  and  the  railway  to  Berber 
was  undertaken  as  a  military  work  in 
support  of  that  operation,  and,  indeed| 
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at  the  time  it  was  considered  a  neces- 
sary part  of  it.  With  the  relinquish- 
ment of  the  intention  to  advance  upon 
Khartoum  neither  of  these  objects  will 
be  prosecuted.  There  is,  however,  no 
intention  of  evacuating  Suakin  until  an 
arrangement  can  be  made  for  holding  it 
by  some  other  civilized  Power.  \A 
laugh."]  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  us  to  hold  it  perma- 
nently. At  present  Suakin  cannot  be 
held  without  fighting.  The  position  of 
Osman  Digna  is  not,  and  has  not  been 
for  a  long  time  past,  that  of  a  Chief 
fighting  for  his  independence  of  or 
against  aggression  upon  his  own  coun- 
try. He  has  for  many  months  past  been 
besieging  Suakin.  He  has  openly  an- 
nounced his  intention  of  driving  the  gar- 
rison of  Suakin,  whether  Egyptians  or 
English,  into  the  sea.  So  long,  there- 
fore, as  we  continue  to  hold  Suakin,  the 
questions  of  the  Forces  by  which  it  is  to 
be  held  and  of  the  positions  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood which  are  to  be  held  are  rather 
military  than  political  questions.  It  is  a 
military  rather  than  a  political  question 
whether  the  posts  already  occupied  by 
our  troops  should  be  retained  or  whe- 
ther there  are  other  positions  in  the 
neighbourhood  which  it  is  desirable  to 
occupy  for  the  protection  of  Suakin  and 
to  prevent  its  being  besieged  in  the 
manner  it  has  been  during  the  last  few 
months.  On  this  subject,  therefore,  we 
require  some  further  experience,  and,  at 
all  events,  we  require  a  further  expres- 
sion of  the  views  of  the  General  on  the 
spot  than  we  have  yet  been  able  to  re- 
ceive. Such  further  operations,  how- 
ever, as  may  be  taking  place,  or  as  may 
be  hereafter  imdertaken,  will  be  under- 
taken with  no  other  view  than  the  de- 
fence and  protection  of  Suakin  itself. 
There  remains,  then,  the  question  of  the 
railway.  Under  the  decision  I  have  an- 
nounced the  railway  is  not  required,  and 
there  is  no  intention  of  pushing  it  on  as 
a  military  work.  But  a  very  large  ex- 
penditure has  been  already  incurred.  A. 
very  general  opinion  among  many  of 
the  best  authorities  on  the  Soudan  Ques- 
tion is  that,  both  as  a  civilizing  influence 
and  as  a  means  of  checking  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  further  for  the  defence  of 
Egjrpt  itself,  the  construction  of  a  line 
of  railway  would  be  a  substantial  benefit 
to  the  country.  We  have,  therefore, 
been  unwilling  to  abandon  the  hope 
that  this  railway,  which  has  been  com. 
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menoed  as  a  military  work,  may  ulti- 
mately be  prosecuted  as  a  pacific  and 
dfilizing  work.    We  are  unable  to  say 
at   present    whether    it    will    or    will 
not  be  possible  that  this    hope    may 
be  realized.      Although    the    railway 
has  been  attacked  by  certain  portions 
of  the  tribes  inhabiting  that  part  of  the 
oonntry,  there  are  others  which   have 
shown  more  confidence  in  what  we  are 
doing,  and,  in  fact,   they  have  shown 
perfect  readiness  to  work  upon  the  rail- 
way and    to  assist    in    its  protection. 
We  do  not  think  that  it  is  possible  or 
that  it  is  desirable  to  come  to  a  hasty 
decision  upon  this  subject,  but  it  is  pro- 
bable that  within  a  short  time  we  shall 
be  able  to  state  more  definitely  to  the 
House  what  our  intentions  with  regard 
to  this  railway  are.    I  am  bound,  how- 
erer,    to    say    that     Lord   Wolseley's 
opinion,  so  far  as  we  have  yet  received 
it,  does  not  give  at  all  a  hopeful  pros- 
pect of  a  possibility  of  either  holding  the 
portion  of  the  railway  which  has  been 
already  constructed,  or  of  completing  it 
without  the  retention  of  a  very  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  Force  which  is 
now  there   under  his   command.      He 
also  states  that  he  anticipates  that  if 
that  Force  is  retained  there  for  a  con- 
nderable  time  daring  the  hot  weather 
it  may  materially  suffer  in  health.    In 
these  droumstances,  we  still  desire  to 
take  some  short  time  to  consider  what 
ahall  be  done  as  to  the  railway  which 
has  been  partly  constructed  and  the  ma- 
terials that  have  been  sent  there.     We 
do  not  pledge  ourselves  to  the  opinion 
that  there  are  at  present  any  means  by 
which  the  railway  can  be  prosecuted  ex- 
cept as  a  military  work,  which  it  is  not 
<»ir  intention  to  do.    It  is  not  our  de- 
fire  or  intention  to  continue  a  railway 
which  can  only  be  continued  at  the  cost 
of  severe  fighting,  and  which  we  could 
Wend  only  by  a  large  Military  Force. 
We,  however,    desire  to   suspend  our 
judgment  whether  the  expenditure  which 
has  already  been  incurr^  upon  it  is  to 
he  entirely  abandoned,  or  whether  some 
other  course  is  to  be  taken  with  the  ma- 
terial which  has  been  accumulated,  and 
whieh  there  is  some  reason  to  hope  may 
ultimately,  if  not  immediately,  be  made 
m  of  in  the  continuance  of  a  work 
whieh  has  been  long  contemplated,  and 
^^Wdi,  in  the  opinion  of  many  authori- 
^^  will  still  be  of  great  value  to  the 
^OBBtry.    I  do  not  think  there  is  any- 


thing I  need  add  to  the  statement  I  have 
made.  I  have  endeavoured  to  confine 
myself  to  a  bare  statement  of  fact,  and  I 
have  not  attempted  to  enter  into  a  de- 
fence of  the  course  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  do  not  consider 
this  to  be  the  proper  time  for  such  a 
defence  ;  but,  having  on  several  occa- 
sions been  asked  what  were  the  instruc- 
tions that  have  been  issued  to  our 
officers,  we  have  taken  the  earliest  op- 
portxmity  in  our  power  to  give  a  bare 
recital  of  them  and  to  place  the  House 
as  fully  as  possible  in  possession  of  the 
views  of  the  Government. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
There  is  one  question  which  will  occur 
to  every  Member  of  the  House,  although 
I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I  am  in  Order 
in  putting  it  to  the  noble  Marquess — ^ife 
might,  perhaps,  arise  more  appropriately 
in  debate — and  that  is,  why  in  the  world 
they  have  incurred  all  this  vast  expendi- 
ture in  the  Soudan  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  It  is  my  duty  to 
remind  the  House  that  there  is  no 
Question  before  it,  and  that  any  argu- 
ment or  debate  should  be  deferred  until 
we  have  reached  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  I  will  merely  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
a  question  on  the  statement  he  has  made. 
It  is,  whether  he  is  able  to  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  views 
which  may  have  been  expressed  by 
Lord  Wolseley  on  the  policy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  adopted  with 
respect  to  the  Nile  Valley,  and  whether 
the  Egyptian  Government  have  been 
informed  that  in  the  event  of  their  re- 
commending the  continuation  of  the 
railway  in  the  Nile  Valley  south  of 
Wady  Haifa  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  still  to  recommend  that  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  shall  pay  for  the 
material  of  that  railway,  which  is,  ^I 
understand*  to  be  abandoned  to  those 
who  may  live  in  the  country  after  we 
have  withdrawn  from  it  ? 

Mr.  O'KELLY  inquired  at  what 
period  of  the  year  the  Nile  would  com- 
mence to  rise  so  as  to  enable  the  troops 
to  withdraw,  and  whether  the  suffering 
of  the  troops  would  not  be  greater  if 
they  remained  until  the  Nile  rose  than 
if  they  came  away  now  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  believe  the  period  at  which  the  Nile 
rises  varies,  but  it  is  expected  it  will 
begin  to  rise   at  Merawi  and  Khorti, 
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where  are  the  advanced  positioDs  of  the 
troopSy  about  the  end  of  this  month. 
The  military  opinion  distinctly  is  that 
for  the  health  of  the  troops  it  is  best 
that  they  should  remain  in  their  present 
position  until  the  river  begins  to  rise. 
They  are  not  suflfering  materially  in  their 
present  position,  and  to  withdraw  them 
now,  in  the  present  low  state  of  the 
Nile,  would  entail  a  great  amount  of 
hard  work  and  probable  su£fering  among 
the  troops.  The  withdrawal  of  the  troops 
from  these  positions  will  be  conducted 
slowly,  and  will  be  regulated  solely  with 
reference  to  the  considerations  to  which 
I  have  referred.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks  me  whether  there  is  any  in- 
formation to  give  as  to  Lord  Wolseley's 
opinion  on  the  political  effects  of  the 
withdrawal  from  Dongola.  I  think  it 
is  possible  that  very  shortly  I  will  be 
able  to  lay  Papers  on  the  Table,  and 
amongst  them  will  be  found  ..some  de- 
spatches from  Lord  Wolseley  bearing  on 
the  question.  However,  I  need  hardly 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  themselves  responsible 
for  political  considerations,  and  that 
whilst  Lord  Wolseley's  opinion  naturally 
carries  weight  on  all  questions  of  mili^ 
tary  consideration,  it  is  not  supposed  to 
dictate  the  political  decisions  of  the  Go- 
vernment. With  reference  to  the  Nile 
Bailway,  we  do  not  yet  know  what  is  the 
result  of  the  negotiations  which  have 
passed  between  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and 
the  Egyptian  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject of  that  railway.  Until  we  hear  what, 
or  any,  proposals  may  be  made,  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  give  any  further 
information. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  WiU  the 
noble  Marquess  be  able  to  lay  before  the 
Hoiise  the  evidence  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  is  no  more  danger  to  be 
apprehended  from  the  progress  of  the 
Mahdi's  Army? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
As  I  have  said,  if  the  House  desires  it, 
the  Papers  can  very  speedily  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  and  those  Papers  may,  to  a 
certain  extent,  touch  on  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member;  but  the 
point  as  to  the  conclusion  we  have 
arrived  at  will,  I  submit,  be  best  dis- 
cussed in  the  debate. 

Mb.  STUART- WOETLET:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether  the 
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Government  have  decided  to  maintain 
at  Assouan  or  Wady  Haifa  the  whole 
Force  at  present  about  Dongola,  or 
whether  they  consider  themselves  free 
to  withdraw  any  of  the  soldiers  alto- 
gether from  that  part  of  the  Nile  for 
service  elsewhere,  and,  if  so,  which  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
The  strength  of  the  Force  which  is  re- 
quired at  Suakin  and  the  frontier  posts 
will  be  a  strong  brigade — probably  about 
2,500  men.  It  may  be  necessary  or  desir- 
able to  retain,  for  a  time  at  all  events,  a 
larger  portion  of  the  Force  on  the  Nile  or 
in  Egypt  itself,  in  case  of  any  excitement 
or  disturbance  occurring  there ;  but  no 
doubt  a  very  considerable  portion  of  the 
Force  now  on  the  Nile  will  be  available 
for  service  elsewhere. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT : 
Will  the  noble  Marquess  at  least  remove 
the  corps  from  Korti,  which  is  the  most 
unhealthy  station  upon  the  Nile  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  think  I  stated  the  other  day  all  the 
information  we  have  received  from  the 
Nile,  and  I  do  not  know  that  Korti 
is  more  unhealthy  than  other  places* 
There  is  no  intention  of  making  a  con- 
centration at  Korti  or  any  other  point. 
When  we  consider  the  time  has  arrived 
when  they  may  be  removed,  they  will 
be  withdrawn  down  the  Nile  in  detach- 
ments ;  but  there  is  no  intention  to 
concentrate  the  troops  at  any  given 
point. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  a  ques- 
tion of  some  importance.  The  noble 
Marquess  on  a  previous  occasion  described 
the  policy  which  he  has  just  explained 
to  the  House  as  a  new  departure,  a  new 
step  of  the  most  momentous  and  most 
disgraceful  character.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  whether  he  now 
wishes  to  withdraw  that  statement? 
['*  Oh,  oh ! "  and  cries  of  **Order !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  question  he 
has  put  is  rather  in  the  nature  of  argu- 
ment, and  may  be  used  in  debate. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
the  Government  are  in  negotiation  with 
any  Foreign  Power  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  over  Suakin ;  and,  if  so,  what 
Foreign  Power  ? 

Mb.  FINOH-HATTON:  May  I  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  whether  it  would  not 
be  possible,  instead  of  waiting  for  high 
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I^e,  to  remove  a  portion  of  the  troops 

by  land  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  have  not  stated  that  the  troops  will 
remain  where  they  are  till  high  Nile. 
What  I  did  say  was  that  the  withdrawal 
will  he  very  maoh  facilitated  when  the 
Nile  hegins  to  rise,  which  is  in  about 
three  weeks  time.  The  removal  of  the 
most  advanced  stations  will  then  com- 
menoe.  Questions  about  negotiations 
hardly  come  within  the  sphere  of  my 
Department  to  answer;  these  should 
be  addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
or  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfEiairs. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  As  both  the  Nile 
Expeditions  are  to  be  practically  aban- 
doned, I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  still  to  pro- 
pose the  Vote  of  £4,500,000  which  only 
a  fortnight  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  for,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  be  spent  on  the 
Nile? 

Mb.  RITOHIE  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  rises,  will  be 
good  enough  to  answer  the  Question  I 
pat  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  a 
few  minutes  ago. 

Mb,  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  able  to 
ttate  more  than  this — that  the  question 
of  the  ultimate  disposition  of  Suakin 
and  all  the  proceedings  there  is  under 
careful  consideration ;  bat  there  are  no 
negotiations  as  to  which  I  can  at  the 
present  moment  give  any  account.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
theBillrelating  to  the  Vote  of  £4,500,000 
for  the  proceedings  in  the  Soudan  stands 
ibr  second  reading  to-night,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  hardly  ask  me  at  this 
stage  whether  it  is  the  intention  to  aban- 
don that  Bill.  The  best  reply  which  I 
can  give  to  his  Question  is  to  say  that  a 
^erj  considerable  charge  has  been  in- 
CQired,  and  will  have  to  be  met  in  the 
Bondan;  and,  consequently,  I  am  not 
able  to  assure  the  House  that  there  can 
be  any  relief  from  that  charge.  The 
fjoestion  whether  there  can  be  any  relief 
from  that  charge  can  only  be  decided 
when  we  approach  the  stage  of  Oom- 
onttee  on  the  Bill.  It  is  highly  pro- 
bable that  there  will  be  no  necessity  for 
pnnig  forward  the  stages  of  that  Bill 
St  ^  present  moment ;  but  when  we 
«>nw  to  Committee  on  the  Bill  we  may 
1>0  in  a  position  to  give  further  infor- 
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mation  bearing  on  the  question  which 
may  assist  the  House  in  discussing  the 
matter. 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  House 
any  idea  as  to  how  much  of  that  money 
has  been  spent  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  hope  we  may 
be  able  to  have  an  Estimate  prepared 
before  we  go  into  Committee. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN :  WiU  the 
safety  of  the  troops  of  the  Mudir  of 
Dongola,  which  have  been  of  such  loyal 
assistance  to  us,  be  assured  before  the 
evacuation  of  the  country  by  the  British 
troops  takes  place  ? 

The  Maeqtjess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Arrangements  will  be  made  simulta- 
neously with,  or  previous  to,  the  with- 
drawal of  our  own  troops  for  the  with- 
drawal at  the  same  time  of  any  troops 
who  may  think  they  would  be  in  any 
danger  from  our  evacuEtion. 

Me.  PULESTON:  I  think  it  was 
understood  that  a  statement  about  Russia 
would  be  included  in  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

The  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON: 
There  was  no  understanding  whatever 
of  that  kind. 

CENTRAL  ASLl— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 

ISTAN-THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN 

BOUNDARY. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
From  expressions  used  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  from  what  we  hear  has 
happened  in  "  another  place,'*  I  would 
venture  to  ask  whether  it  would  be  con- 
venient, or  whether  he  intended,  to  make 
any  statement  to  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  Afghan  Frontier  question  before 
we  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  What  I  had  to 
say  was  not  of  such  importance  as  to 
lead  me  to  have  asked  the  House  to 
allow  me  to  make  a  separate  statement ; 
but  I  will  say  what  I  intended  to  say, 
as  it  may  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  I  assume  that  I  am  allowed 
by  their  indulgence  to  proceed.  My 
noble  Friend  has  already  told  the  House 
the  exact  condition  of  affairs  as  regards 
the  troops  in  the  Soudan  and  the  in- 
structions sent  to  them,  and  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  as  far  as  these 
have  been  formed.  He  has  told  the 
House  what  has  been  decided  and  what 
has  been  reserved.  With  regard  to  the 
important  question  of  the  frontier  of 
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Afghanistan  and  the  negotiationB  with 
Bossia,  the  case  stands  in  a  somewhat 
different  position  as  regards  military 
matters,  hecause  there  are  no  military 
operations  in  progress.  Happily,  mat- 
ters have  not  reached  that  stage,  and  all 
that  is  going  on,  and  has  been  going 
on,  is  in  the  nature  of  preparations. 
The  House  will  not  expect  me  to  enter 
into  detail  at  this  time  on  the  subject  of 
those  preparations ;  if  it  did  I  should 
have  to  refer  to  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  Departments.  But 
what  I  understand  the  Question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  to  is  this — 
what  can  be  said  with  regard  to  the 
political  position  as  respects  the  Afghan 
Frontier  and  the  progress  of  the  nego- 
tiations with  Bussia.  The  main  thing 
that  I  haye  to  say,  I  am  afraid,  must 
still  be  to  point  to  the  Papers  which  are 
coming,  and  give  the  House  reasons  to 
believe  that  by  the  end  of  this  week  the 
Papers  will  be  in  their  hands.  When 
the  Papers  are  in  their  hands  my  ex- 
pectation and  opinion  are,  although  I 
cannot  yet  speak  absolutely  with  regard 
to  every  point,  that  the  House  will  find 
itself  in  a  condition  fully  to  pass  a  judg- 
ment on  the  proceedings  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment.  I  need  not,  how- 
ever, confine  myself  absolutely  to  the 
reference  to  these  Papers.  I  am  able, 
with  Lord  Ghranville's  authority,  to  say 
as  much  as  this — the  reference  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Sovereign  of  a  friendly 
State  having  been  agreed  to,  as  already 
stated  in  the  House,  and  no  apprehen- 
sion being  felt  as  to  the  settlement  of 
the  details  of  this  point,  several  meet- 
ings have  been  held  on  the  subject  of 
fixing  the  principal  points  of  the  fron- 
tier. These  meetings  have  been  at- 
tended by  Lord  Granyille  and  Lord 
Kimberley  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government,  and  by  M.  de  Staal  and 
M.  Lessar  on  the  part  of  the  Bussian 
Government.  The  effect  of  tiiese  pro- 
ceedings has  been  that  they  have  arrived 
substantially  at  an  agreement  which  is 
satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  British 
Gt)vemment,  and,  let  me  add,  which  is 
satisfactory  also  to  Lord  Dufferin  and 
the  Council  of  India.  There  has  been 
no  time  to  receive  the  final  ratification 
of  these  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the 
Bussian  Government;  but  tnat  is  ex- 
pected certainly  from  day  to  day.  The 
time,  the  House  will  observe,  has  not 
been  very  long  since  the  communioations 

Mr.  GladBUme 


were  commenced,  and  I  may  add  with 
regard  to  the  forms  of  proceeding  that 
there  is  no  difficulty.  We  anticipate 
the  formation  of  a  Convention  with 
Bussia  at  the  dose  of  the  proceedings ; 
but  it  may  be  an  open  question  whether 
a  convenient  time  for  forming  that  Con- 
vention will  not  be  when  we  have  con- 
cluded, not  only  the  main  proceedings 
between  the  two  Governments,  but  like- 
wise the  proceedings  in  detidl  for  the 
delimitation  of  the  frontier.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  state  at  the  present 
moment  that  the  name  of  the  arbitrator 
has  been  fixed.  I  do  not  speak  of  that 
as  intending  to  convey  that  it  is  a  sub- 
ject of  controversy,  but  simply  because 
it  comes  in  order  after  the  proceedings 
with  regard  to  the  frontier,  and  witii 
reference  to  the  proceedings  of  the  arbi- 
tration itself.  We  have  not  yet  reached 
the  point,  but  we  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  there  will  be  any  long  delay. 
I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  anything^ 
else  that  it  might  be  in  the  disposition 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  ask,  or 
that  it  may  be  in  my  power  to  reply  to. 
What  I  have  said,  I  believe,  touches  the 
main  and  essential  points  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  will  not  go  further — ^it  would 
be  abusing  the  Forms  of  the  House 
were  I  to  do  so — and  make  any  obser- 
vations as  to  the  Order  of  the  Day  and 
the  intended  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  founded  upon 
it.  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  there  is  really 
no  matter  whatever  in  contest  between 
ourselves  and  any  other  portion  of  the 
House  at  the  present  moment.  Of 
course,  I  speak  now  of  the  production  of 
information,  and  I  do  not  speak  of  any 
question  connected  with  the  merits  of 
the  proceedings  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Sib  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
whether  in  any  form,  directly  or  in- 
directly, the  Ameer  has  been,  is  being, 
or  will  be  consulted  with  regard  to  these 
negotiations  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  I  gaye 
a  sufficient  answer  to  this  Question  a 
few  days  ago.  I  have  considered  care- 
fully the  terms  of  that  answer,  and  I 
think  it  gave  satisfaction  to  the  House. 
I  do  not  like  to  recite  them,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  vary  from  them ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, I  think  I  may  say  in  general 
terms  now  that  the  Ameer  has  been 
sufficiently  consulted  to  give  us  faU 
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assurance  that  we  are  aoting  in  harmony 
with  him  and  for  his  interest. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
SUAKIN. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether 
Soakin  does  not  constitute  a  portion  of 
the  Dominions  of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey ; 
and,  if  that  is  so,  whether  it  would  not, 
in  his  opinion,  be  a  gross  breach  of  public 
law  to  invite  any  other  Foreign  Power  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  dearly  entering  upon  matter  of 
debate. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  external 
Itnea  of  the  Egyptian  Dominions  are  not 
always  yery  nicely  formed ;  but  I  think 
there  is  no  doubt  that  Suakin  is  con- 
ceived to  be  within  the  Dominions  of  the 
Saltan. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  refer- 
ence to  the  answer  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  just  now,  might  I  ask  him 
whether  any  single  one  of  those  causes 
of  anxiety  which  existed  at  the  time 
when  he  asked  the  House  to  vote 
£11,000,000  of  money  is  still  in  exist- 
ence? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears  to 
me  that  that  is  also  a  question  for 
debate.  Suppose  I  were  able  to  answer 
my  hon.  Friend  that  none  of  these 
causes  were  in  existence — suppose,  for 
argument's  sake,  I  was  able  to  make 
that  answer,  and  certainly  I  think  it 
wonld  be  highly  imprudent  for  me  to 
go  so  far — he  wotdd  still  have  to  face 
the  qnestion  that  a  considerable  part  of 
the  charge  has  been  spent. 

Mb.  LEWIS :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pardon  me  for  asking  whe- 
ther the  Papers  would  contain  the  exact 
terms  of  the  reference  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  doubt 
at  all  that  they  will  contain  the  exact 
terms  of  the  reference. 

Mb.  GREGORY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  whether  the  retention  of  Suakin 
■ad  district  involves  the  protection  of  the 
friendly  Natives  ? 

Thb  Mabqxjess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Of  course,  the  same  instructions  as  I 
referred  to  with  regard  to  the  friendly 
Natives  on  the  Nile  will  hold  wifch 
regard  to  those  at  Suakin. 

QoumEL  KING-HARMAN  asked  as 
to  where  the  friendly  Natives  would  be 
Vsonghtto? 


Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  am  afraid  I  am  not  in  a  position  yet 
to  say. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  Russia  has 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  any 
guarantee  that  when  the  boundary  is 
once  fixed,  she  will  not  overstep  that 
boundary?    ICriea  of ''  No,  no !  "] 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  HENEAGE  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  could^  give  any 
information  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
troops  imder  General  Graham;  and 
whether  the  whole  or  part  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  when  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  thought  I  said  that  I  was  not  able  at 
present  to  state  exactly  what  would  be 
done  at  Suakin,  what  positions  would 
have  to  be  occupied,  and  whether  any 
position  outside  Suakin  would  have  to 
be  occupied.  I  am  unable  to  say  how 
far  it  will  be  possible. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
undertake  to  issue  instructions  to  Gene- 
ral Graham  not  to  make  any  more  raids 
in  defence  of  this  railway  which  is  now 
to  be  abandoned  until  such  times  as  the 
Government  shall  come  to  a  final 
decision  r 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  stated  the  other  day  the  view  which  I 
took  of  the  operations  of  General  Gra- 
ham. I  have  nothiug  further  to  say  as 
to  what  operations  may  be  considered 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  adequately 
defending  Suakin. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  BAY. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  3)  BILL. 

(i^iV  Arthur  Otumy,   Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  J  Mr,  Eibbert.) 

SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  in  moving  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  to  give  effect 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  to  vote  a 
sum  of  money  amounting  to  £11,000,000 
on  the  request  of  the  Government.  The 
decision  which  the  House  came  to  be- 
came complete  for  all  practical  purposes 
when  that  sum  had  been  voted  in  Com- 
mittee and  had  been  reported  to  the 
House.  The  question  of  the  time  for 
proceeding  with  the  several  stages  of 
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the  Bill  then  became  a  question  of 
secondary  importance ;  because  it  was 
within  the  power  of  the  Government, 
with  perfect  regularity  and  conformity 
to  practice,  to  do  whatever  under  their 
responsibility  might  seem  to  them  to  be 
necessary  in  the  way  of  military  pre- 

Sarations  or  of  meeting  charges  which 
ad  been  already  incurred.  But  I  wish 
to  observe  to-night  that  the  position  of 
affairs  has  been  changed,  and  has  been 
changed  in  a  manner  which  I  do  not 
altogether  understand.  We  unfortu- 
nately had  several  divisions  in  the  House 
in  the  beginning  of  last  week  on  the 
subject  of  proceeding  with  the  Eeport 
of  the  Vote  of  Credit  on  a  particular 
evening.  I  felt  at  that  time  that  the 
effect  of  those  divisions  could  not  but  be 
mischievous  abroad.  I  stated  that  feel- 
ing, and  I  do  not  now  mean  to  beg  the 
question  in  any  way  as  to  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  these  consequences.  But  in 
order  that  they  might  not  be  enlarged, 
we  suggested  a  mode  of  proceeding 
which  was  generally  acceptable  to  the 
House.  That  mode  was  that  we  should 
postpone  the  stage  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  in  order  to  give  an  oppor- 
tunity to  those  Gentlemen  who  desired 
to  express  their  views  to  enter  on  an 
expression  of  them  with  greater  facility 
and  oonvenience  than  they  could  by  pro- 
longing the  debate  that  evening.  -The 
only  point  in  this  matter  that  I  now  feel 
anxious  about  is  that  our  proceedings 
should  be  so  regulated  that  they  should 
not  be  misunderstood.  It  will  be  gene- 
rally felt  that  it  is  more  or  less  to  be  re- 
gretted that  we  should  have  had  occa- 
sion to  divide  several  times  upon  the 
Beport  of  the  Resolution  to  the  House. 
It  will  further  be  regretted,  I  think,  if 
we  are  to  have  differences  of  opinion, 
debate,  and  division  to-night  upon  an- 
other matter  that  is  not  a  matter  of 
reality  and  substance.  Now,  I  am  en- 
tirely at  a  loss  to  know  what  point  there 
is  at  issue  at  the  present  moment  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Opposi- 
tion. When  the  arrangement  was  made 
last  week  for  the  pui^K)se  of  postponing 
the  Bill  to  a  oonvement  opportunity,  I 
stated  that  I  understood  that  you  did  not 
oppose  the  proposal  to  vote  the  money. 
Nothing  comd  be  more  distinct  than  the 
indications  of  assent  that  were  given  me 
from  the  opposite  Bench.  I  admit  that 
a  voice  fxini  below  the  Oan^^way  cried 
''No,"  and  indicated  contradiction;  but 
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as  regards  the  indications  given  by  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  they  were  as  clear  as 
possible,  and  we  were  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  proceedings  were  governed 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Bench, 
and  not  by  a  voice  below  tiie  Gangway. 
We,  I  think,  on  Monday  last  virtually, 
and  on  Thursday  last  finally,  appointed 
this  day  for  proceeding  with  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  and  we  did  so  in 
the  full  belief  that  while  Gentlemen  were 
to  raise  any  question  with  regard  to 
further  information,  or,  if  they  thought 
fit,  with  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  upon  the  Bill,  yet  that  the 
Bill  was  not  to  be  contested.  fMr. 
Chapun:  No.]  Again,  a  voice  from 
below  the  Gangway  says  **  No."  [Mr. 
Chaplin  :  I  do  not  sit  below  the  Gang- 
way.] Now,  Sir,  in  dealing  with  this 
question  I  have  contended  that  the 
usual  practice  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
except  when  a  distinct  issue  of  policy 
was  raised,  is  to  pass  Votes  of  Credit 
demanded  under  niilitary  necessity,  and 
to  take  other  opportunities  for  question- 
ing the  proceedings  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  those  Votes.  I  still  wish 
to  raise  my  voice  in  behalf  of  that  old 
Parliamentary  {nractice.  If  at  this  mo- 
ment there  is  a  disposition  to  make  a 
Motion  to  the  effect  that  this  country 
ought  to  conquer  and  occupy  the  Soudan, 
or  that  an  expedition  to  Khartoum  ought 
to  go  forw^,  provided  that  the  ofuli- 
tary  necessities  of  the  Empire  elsewhere 
will  permit  it,  I  perfectly  admit  it  is 
within  the  competence  of  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  make  such  a  Motion.  But  we 
have  no  Motion  of  policy  raised.  We 
have  a  Motion  of  opposition  raised  to 
the  progress  of  the  BUI,  in  the  form  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex.  But  what  is 
that  Motion  ?  It  is  to  the  effect  that  this 
House,  while  perfectly  willing  to  grant 
such  Supplies  as  may  be  required  for 
the  defence  of  the  Empire,  is  of  opinion 
that,  before  proceeding  with  this  Bill,  it 
is  entitled  to  receive  adequate  informa- 
tion as  to  the  present  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  respect  of  the 
purposes  to  which  the  money  granted 
by  Uie  recent  Vote  of  Credit  is  to  be  ap* 
pUed.  There  is  nothing  that  we  contest 
m  that  We  have  never  said  that  it  waa 
essential  to  oar  views  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill  to-night.  The  BUI  was  fixed 
for  to-night,  in  order  to  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  to  give 
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them  an  opportunity  of  delivering  their 
seDtiments  upon  it  as  far  as  they  thought 
fit.  It  was  never  fixed  by  us;  as  we 
said  upon  the  Eeport,  we  are  deter- 
mined to  join  issue  with  you  ;  and,  whe- 
ther you  wish  it  or  not,  we  have  deter- 
mined to  challenge  the  judgment  of  the 
House  in  immediately  pressing  this  Bill. 
We  say  that  it  is  most  inexpedient  and 
injarious  to  the  public  interest  to  mix  up 
the  two  questions — one  of  them  the 
goodness  or  badness  of  the  proceedings 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  other 
the  willingness  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  vote  Supply.  It  is  inexpedient 
to  mix  up  these  two  questions;  but  I 
have  this  feeling  also.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
have  demanded  information.  1  contend 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  pro- 
ceeding liberally  in  passing  the  Yote  of 
Credit  without  demanding  information; 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  whSe  I  think  that 
to  be  a  wise  and  salutary  practice  on  the 
part  of  Parliament,  I  must  say  that  it  is 
a  question  upon  which  I  am  very  loth  to 
join  issue  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
It  is  our  duty  as  a  Government  to  avoid 
any  issues  except  the  real  issues,  and  I 
tm  aware  of  no  real  issue  which  is  be- 
fore us  at  this  time.  As  to  information, 
the  Papers  with  respect  to  Eussia  and 
the  Afghan  Frontier  will  raise  matters 
of  the  utmost  importance  and  delicacy, 
and  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  exercise  a  free  and  unbiassed  judg- 
ment upon  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  same  thing  is  to  be  said 
with  regard  to  the  Soudan ;  and  why  in 
the  world  are  we  to  have  this  Bill  put 
into  conflict  with  an  Amendment  which 
has,  in  the  first  place,  an  appearance  of 
indicating  opposition  on  the  part  of  a 
pcHtion  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
Bopplies  demanded  by  the  Government 
for  military  necessities,  and  which,  in  the 
second  place,  does  not  raise  any  proposi- 
tion which  we  are  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree obliged  to  contest?  I  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  in  fulfilment 
of  the  pledge  I  gave  last  week  to  hon. 
^^tlemen  opposite,  and  not  because  I 
have  the  slightest  disposition  to  force 
^n  them  the  progress  of  the  Uom- 
nuttee  stage,  or  even  the  progress  of  the 
pwsent  stage  of  the  Bill.  If  they  desire 
that  it  should  be  postponed  until  the 
Al^ian  and  Bussian  Papers  are  in  their 
hands,  let  that  be  perfectly  understood, 
bectnae  upon  it  appears  to  me  depend 
the  queation    whether  the  House   of 


Commons  is,  during  the  course  of  this 
evening,  to  exhibit  itself  in  a  reasonable 
or  an  unreasonable  attitude.  I  hope  I 
have  spoken  with  perfect  clearness.  If 
not,  I  beg  that  Gentlemen  will  signify 
any  feeling  they  may  still  have  as  to  a 
lack  of  clearness  on  my  part.  My  object 
is  that  we  should  not  raise  any  false  or 
unreal  issue.  We  cannot  tell  you  what 
we  do  not  know  ourselves ;  but  what  we 
do  know  in  respect  of  the  policy  in  the 
Soudan  and  the  measures  to  be  taken  as 
to  the  Soudan  has  been  told  you  by  my 
noble  Friend.  What  we  have  to  say 
with  respect  to  Russia  I  have  given  very 
inadequately,  I  quite  admit,  in  the  few 
words  I  have  said  to-night.  But  we  are 
placing  the  information  as  rapidly  as  we 
can  in  your  hands  for  your  consideration. 
It  is  part  of  the  same  group  of  considera- 
tions which  have  led  us  to  postpone  the 
Budget.  The  Budget  contains  im- 
portant financial  proposals;  but  what 
we  feel  is,  that  it  is  hardly  fair  to  ask 
the  House  to  commit  itself  upon  those 
proposals  until  we  are  further  advanced 
in  the  knowledge  of  aflfairs  now  rapidly 
progressing,  which  will  enable  the  House 
to  form  a  far  better  judgment  than  at 
present.  We  shall,  as  rapidly  as  we 
can,  clear  the  situation,  and  bring 
matters  before  you  in  a  state  in  which, 
without  being  embarrassed  as  to  the 
method  in  which  the  Vote  of  Credit  has 
been  drawn,  or  in  any  other  way,  you 
may  raise  any  question  you  like  of 
policy  or  of  censure,  each  of  which 
undoubtedly  affords  to  the  House  of 
Gommons  ample  cause  for  the  exercise 
of  its  high  Constitutional  jurisdiction. 
That  being  so,  I  shall  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  without  troubling 
the  House  further,  except  with  one  word 
as  to  what  was  mentioned  in  regard  to 
the  amount  for  which  we  asked.  In  our 
opinion,  on  the  one  hand,  the  Forms  of 
the  House  will  not  permit  any  question 
of  that  kind  to  be  raised  with  perfect 
advantage  on  the  present  stage  of  the 
Bill ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  before  we 
go  to  the  Committee  stage,  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  time  of  taking  that  stage, 
we  are  disposed  to  enter  into  a  friendly 
consideration  with  various  portions  of 
the  House.  Before  the  time  of  taking 
the  Committee  we  will  endeavour  to  give 
the  best  view  we  can  of  the  degree  and 
extent  to  which  the  credit  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  country  are  already  com- 
mitted under  the  Vote  of  Credit.    I  now  J 
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move  tlie  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  if  matters  of  contest  should  arise, 
of  course  we  shall  be  permitted  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  saying  something 
upon  the  Amendment ;  but  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  keep  clear  of  polemical 
matters,  because  I  wish  that  our  pro- 
ceedings should  be  conducted  with  re- 
ference to  sound  general  rules. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
rising  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

**  That  this  House,  haying  shown  its  readi- 
ness to  g^rant  such  supplies  as  may  he  required 
for  the  defence  of  ihe  Empire,  is  of  opinion 
that,  hefore  proceeding  wiUi  this  Bill,  it  is  en- 
titled to  receive  adequate  information  as  to  the 
present  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
respect  of  the  purposes  to  which  the  money 
granted  by  the  recent  Vote  of  Oedit  is  to  he 
applied,'* 

said :  Of  course,  in  any  question  of  pro- 
cedure in  this  House  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  is  a  very 
great  authority;  but  if  the  House  will 
consider  for  a  moment  the  alternative 
course  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes,  they  will  at  once  perceive  that 
it  will  in  no  sense  whatever  meet  the 
objections  which  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  states.  He  says  that  it  is  an 
inconvenient  practice  to  mix  up  a  ques- 
tion of  public  policy  with  the  discussion 
of  a  mere  Money  Bill ;  and  he  proposes, 
in  order  to  get  over  that  difficulty,  that 
this  discussion  should  practically  be 
postponed  for  a  week,  to  a  subsequent 
stage  of  this  Bill,  in  which  case  exactly 
the  same  difficulty  will  arise  with  which 
we  are  now  confronted.  If  it  is  unwise 
to  raise  a  question  of  policy  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
equally  unwise  to  do  so  on  the  Com- 
mittee stage.     * 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  not  my 
proposal.  My  proposal  is  to  leave  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  their  liberty  of  choice, 
when  they  have  all  the  facts  before 
them,  as  to  raising  the  question  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
quite  admit  that  would  be  a  convenient 
course  if  we  were  dealing  with  an  ordi- 
nary Government.  But  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister asks  us  to  wait  until  we  are  in 
possession  of  all  the  facts.  When  will 
that  be?    We  have  had  three  distinct 
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policies  enunciated  in  this  House  on  the 
last  three  successive  Mondays.  The 
Prime  Minister  made  a  bellicose  speech 
a  fortnight  ago,  and  swallowed  the 
whole  of  it  on  the  next  Monday.  To- 
night the  noble  Marquess  gets  up  and 
makes  the  most  extraordinary  statement 
which,  I  will  undertake  to  say,  ever  fell 
from  the  mouth  of  any  English  Minister. 
I  quite  agree  that  it  is  inconvenient  to 
raise  this  question  of  policy  on  a  Money 
Bill ;  but  we  have  no  alternative.  We 
do  not  wish  to  refuse  any  Supplies  which 
may  be  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the 
Empire.  But  we  accompany  that  with 
the  expression  of  our  opinion  that  no 
Supplies  which  this  House  can  vote  will 
be  sufficient  for  the  defence  of  the  Em- 
pire so  long  as  the  present  Government 
have  the  handling  of  its  affairs.  The 
Prime  Minister  thinks  the  Besolution 
is  not  strong  enough.  I  agree  with  him. 
I  say  that  no  Besolution  is  strong  enough 
to  censure  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  last  five  months. 
[**0h!"]  Hon.  Members  who  inter- 
rupt me  may,  perhaps,  forget  what  oc- 
curred during  the  last  three  months. 
There  was  a  Vote  of  Oensure  moved  in 
this  House  some  two  months  and  a-half 
ago.  In  order  to  secure  a  victory,  and 
to  pander  to  the  belligerent  feeling  of  a 
certain  section  of  the  Liberal  Party,  the 
Prime  Minister  sot  up  and  announced 
the  intention  of  the  Gt>vemment  to  take 
Khartoum  and  smash  the  Mahdi.  You 
got  a  majority  of  14  ;  it  has  served  its 
purpose;  and  to-night,  because  there 
was  a  Vote  on  the  Paper  whidi  you 
might  interpret,  if  you  chose,  as  a  Yote 
of  Censure,  you  retract  that  policy,  and 
announce  the  intention  of  withdrawing 
those  troops  and  abandoning  that  enter- 
prize.  In  the  meantime,  you  have 
murdered  some  6,000  or  10,000  men  by 
the  British  soldiers  under  your  orders. 
Now  that  sufficient  people  have  been 
kiUed  to  give  a  little  reality  to  the  fancy 
policy  you  announce,  you  withdraw  your 
troops,  and  expect  us  to  acquiesce  in 
silence.  It  is  quite  true  that  we  are 
now  in  a  great  maze  of  difficulty  and 
danger;  but  in  our  humble  judgment 
the  greatest  danger  to  this  country  is 
the  incompetence  of  the  men  who  happen 
to  be  in  Office.  The  Prime  Minister 
says  there  is  no  point  of  oontroversj 
between  us;  but  I  think  there  is  a 
strong  point  of  controversy.  Nobody 
could  have  anticipated  the  startling  and 
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astonisliing  statement  which  the  noble 
Marquess  made.  If  we  could  have  an- 
ticipated such  a  statement  we  should 
have  put  stronger  language  into  the 
Resolution.  But  you  know  perfectly 
well  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  moved. 
We  want  information  from  you  because 
we  cannot  trust  you.  You  have  given 
us  full  but  very  unsatisfactory  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Soudan;  you 
have  given  us  the  most  inadequate  in- 
formation as  regards  the  Central  Asian 
question ;  and  that  being  so,  it  seems  to 
me  we  have  no  alternative  but  to  proceed 
with  the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name, 
with  a  view,  if  possible,  of  pressing  and 
extracting  from  the  Government  some 
further  information  with  reference  to  the 
objects  of  the  policy  on  behalf  of  which 
this  money  is  wanted.  Now,  Sir,  the  ex- 
penditure which  we  are  asked  to  sanction 
is  the  largest  expenditure  which  has 
ever  yet  been  asked  by  any  Government 
from  any  House  of  Commons;  it  amounts 
to  upwards  of  £101, 000,000  sterling;  it 
is  an  expenditure  many  millions  in  ex- 
cess of  that  required  in  the  worst  days 
of  the  Crimean  War,  and  it  is  an  expen- 
diture asked  for  at  the  commencement 
of  a  financial  year.  The  expenditure  at 
the  close  of  a  financial  year  is  very 
usually  much  in  excess  of  that  estimated 
for  at  the  commencement.  For  what 
purpose  is  this  money  now  wanted  ?  So 
far  as  we  can  understand,  you  are  faci- 
litating the  transfer  of  territory,  which 
our  officers  say  belongs  to  our  Afghan 
allies,  to  the  Russian  Government.  So 
far  as  the  Soudan  is  concerned,  you 
admit  yourselves  that  every  single  far- 
thing you  have  spent  there  has  been 
utterly  wasted,  and  you  have  in  addition 
sown  there  a  crop  of  hatred  to  the  Eng- 
lish name,  which  for  generations  will 
bear  evil  fruit.  As  I  said  before,  we 
have  had  a  succession  of  policies  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  We  had 
the  great  speech  of  a  fortnight  back 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  and  since  then 
we  have  had  the  statement  of  the  Agree- 
ment which  has  been  entered  into  be- 
tween Russia  and  this  country.  We 
have  since  had  the  advantage  of  study- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  Press  on  the 
Agreement,  and  of  studying  the  Agree- 
ment itself  so  far  n«  we  can  get  at  it. 
The  closer  we  study  that  Agreement  the 
clearer  it  becomes  that  the  Government 
have  surrendered  every  single  one  of  the 
questions  that  were  in  dispute  between 


them  and  Russia,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  has  altogether  abandoned  the 
attitude  by  which  alone  this  Yote  of 
£11,000,000  was  obtained.  And  not 
only  have  they  abandoned  all  the  ques- 
tions at  issue,  but  they  have  practically 
withdrawn  from  their  protest  against 
the  so-called  unprovoked  aggression  of 
which  they  believed  the  Russian  Gene- 
rals to  have  been  guilty.  I  want  the 
House  to  understand  what  will  be  the 
effect  of  that  withdrawal.  I  will  ask 
the  House  to  consider  what  we  believe 
must  be  the  consequence  of  ignoring  the 
infraction  of  the  solemn  covenant  en- 
tered into  between  this  country  and 
Russia,  in  order  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment may  enter  into  a  new  and 
fresh  arrangement  with  Russia,  any  in* 
fraction  of  which  means  war.  Why,  it 
means  surrounding  the  new  arrange- 
ment with  conditions  which  are  a  posi- 
tive encouragement  to  any  adventurous 
Russian  General  hereafter  to  treat  the 
arrangement  about  to  be  entered  into 
as  the  previous  solemn  covenant  has 
been  treated.  So  far  from  the  arrange- 
ment which  the  Government  are  making 
tending,  in  our  opinion,  in  any  way  to 
produce  a  durable  and  peaceable  settle- 
ment of  this  question,  it  militates  very 
much  against  the  chances  of  a  peaceable 
solution  hereafter  being  possible.  When 
the  Prime  Minister  made  his  great 
speech  a  fortnight  back  there  were  cer- 
tain things  which  he  brought  out  very 
clearly.  He  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to 
say  that  of  living  Parliamentary  speakers 
there  is  no  man  who  has  to  a  like  ex- 
tent the  same  power  of  speech.  There 
is  no  man  who  can  state  facts  so  lucidly 
when  he  wishes  to  do  so  as  the  Prime 
Minister ;  there  is  no  man  who  can 
clothe  the  course  of  action  he  proposes 
to  take  with  an  appearance  of  such 
moral  motives ;  there  is  no  man  who  can 
appeal  with  such  a  strident  voice  to  the 
conscience  of  the  world.  In  all  these 
ways  the  Prime  Minister  excelled  him- 
self the  other  night.  He  made  it  as 
clear  as  daylight  to  the  whole  world 
that  there  was  a  covenant  of  the  simplest 
and  most  unmistakable  character  en- 
tered into  between  England  and  Russia, 
and  that  there  had  been  a  gross  in- 
fraction of  that  covenant ;  and  he  de- 
manded in  the  name  of  the  English 
nation  reparation  for  the  infraction  of 
that  covenant.  [Mr.  Gladstonb  dis- 
sented.]   If  he  did  not  demand  repara- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


175 


Consolidated  Fund 


{COMMONS} 


(,Ko,Z)BiU. 


176 


tion  there  was  no  meaning  in  the  greater 
part  of  his  speech.  It  appears  now  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  altogether  aban- 
doned that  position,  for  that  is  the 
agreement  when  stripped  of  the  preten- 
tious verbiage  in  which  it  is  wrapped 
up — it  means  a  sham  arbitration.  Every 
Bussian  newspaper  and  the  official  re- 
cord of  the  Russian  Government  give 
that  account  of  the  arbitration.  What 
is  the  question  to  be  referred  to  arbi- 
tration? Whether  the  agreement  that 
was  entered  into  between  the  English 
and  the  Bussian  Governments  that  the 
troops  of  both  were  not  to  advance 
means  that  the  Russians  were  to  ad- 
vance. That  is  the  question  which  the 
Prime  Minister  proposes  to  refer  to  the 
arbitration  of  a  friendly  Sovereign.  The 
point  subjected  to  arbitration  is  as  clear 
as  daylight,  though  the  Gt)vemment 
have  deliberately  wrapped  up  the  refer- 
ence in  as  ambiguous  language  as  pos- 
sible. The  probable  result  will  be  that 
that  reference  will  be  the  subject  of 
numerous  diplomatic  notes  and  pro- 
bably misapprehension,  with  the  ulti- 
mate consequence  that  the  decision  will 
be  given  after  so  long  a  time  that  we 
shall  be  told  it  is  no  good  taking  any 
further  notice  of  the  matter.  I  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  the  course  he 
proposes  to  take  will  not  do  what  he 
said  we  could  not  do— close  the  book  ? 
If  he  says  it  does  not,  I  shall  be  obliged 
if  any  Member  of  the  Government  will 
explain  in  what  sense  it  does  not.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  made  a  point  of  the 
fact  that  no  officers  on  either  side  are  to 
be  placed  on  their  trial.  Let  us  con- 
sider what  that  means.  There  are  two 
sets  of  officers  in  Central  Asia.  One  set 
are  alleged  to  have  committed  a  violation 
of  a  solemn  understanding,  and  the  other 
set  have  reported  the  offence.  The 
officers  who  committed  the  offence  re- 
main victorious  and  decorated,  while  the 
officers  who  reported  the  offence  are 
recalled.  The  Prime  Minister  positively 
made  a  point  of  the  fact  that  the  Russian 
Government  had  not  asked  that  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  should  be  put  on  his 
trial  for  reporting  the  misconduct  of  the 
Russian  General.  What  can  be  the 
effect  of  the  recall  of  General  Lumsden 
on  the  susceptible  and  quick-witted 
populations  of  Central  Asia  ?  All  they 
know  is  that  one  officer  has  been  re- 
called and  the  other  promoted  and  deco- 
rated by  his  superiors.     To-night  the 
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Prime  Minister  made  one  statement 
which  is  of  some  little  importance.  He 
stated  that  the  Russian  Ambassador 
and  M.  Lessar  had  met  Lord  Kimberley 
and  Lord  Ghranville,  and  they  had  ar- 
rived at  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  We 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  conclu- 
sion is  in  accordance  with  M.  Lessar's 
suggestions,  or  with  those  of  the  officers 
of  our  Mission  ?  M.  Lessar  is  at  pre- 
sent the  only  man  in  this  country  who 
possesses  the  necessary  topographical 
knowledge  of  the  country  where  the  de- 
limitation is  to  take  place.  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  and  his  suite  had  information 
of  the  same  character,  yet  the  Prime 
Minister  has  agreed  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion before  our  officers  who  have  the 
necessary  local  knowledge  can  come 
home,  while  the  Russian  Ambassador 
has  with  him  the  only  man  at  present  in 
this  country  who,  so  far  as  we  know, 
has  full  knowledge  of  the  country. 
There  had  been  a  long  struggle  between 
the  English  and  Russian  Governments 
as  to  where  the  delimitation  was  to  take 
place,  whether  in  London  or  on  the  spot. 
Now,  the  English  Government  nave 
agreed  that  the  delimitation  should  take 
place  in  London.  In  fact,  every  single 
point  at  issue  between  the  Russian  and 
the  English  Governments  has  been  con- 
ceded by  the  English  Gbvemment.  No 
doubt  it  may  be  well  for  a  strong  nation 
sometimes  to  make  concessions ;  but  it 
is  different  when  experience  shows  that 
you  are  now  entering  into  a  fresh  Treaty 
or  arrangement  exactly  on  the  same  con- 
ditions asyou  entered  into  the  Treaty  with 
the  Boers.  There  is  an  extraordinary 
analogy  between  the  two.  On  both  occa- 
sions the  Government  have  made  g^reat 
military  preparations,  and  on  both  occa- 
sions they  stopped  their  military  pre- 
parations, stating  that  they  had  gained 
all  they  wanted.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  other  Members  of 
the  Government  maintained  that  the 
Convention  made  with  the  Boers  secured 
for  this  country  and  for  the  Natives 
everything  the  Government  wished  to 
secure ;  but  every  sin^o  detail  of  that 
Convention  has  been  broken.  The  Na- 
tives have  been  pillaged  and  maltreated ; 
and  when  the  attention  of  the  British 
Government  was  called  to  the  infraction 
of  the  Treaty,  Lord  Derby's  reply  was 
that  the  land  of  the  people  who  were 
bein^  despoiled  was  so  poor  that  the  fee 
simple  of  it  would  not  pay  the  coats  of 
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an  expedition.  You  are  now  entering 
into  negotiations  nnder  conditions  which 
make  it  ahnost  certain  that  the  terms 
which  will  be  the  result  of  those  nego- 
tiations will  not  be  kept.  Mj  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  the  other 
night  did  great  service  by  citing  all  the 
different  occasions  on  which  the  Russian 
GoTemment  had  given  assurances.  No 
firm  reliance  can  be  placed  upon  any 
ciig<^°^6i^t  or  pronuse  made  by  the 
EuBsian  Government.  But  has  any 
assurance  been  given  on  the  present 
occasion  ?  The  reason  is  pretty  obvious. 
The  Emperor  of  Russia,  autocrat  as  he 
is,  is  entirely  dependent  on  the  goodwill 
of  the  Services.  There  is  no  real  public 
opinion  in  Russia,  and  if  it  is  a  tradition 
of  those  Services  that  they  were  to  ad- 
vance, there  is  nothing  to  oppose  to  that 
tradition,  except  the  personal  will  of  the 
Sovereign,  who,  I  believe,  is  not  a  very 
strong  man.  Russia  cannot  be  stopped 
by  natural  boundaries,  for  she  has  sur- 
mounted them  all  She  has  passed  the 
mountains  of  the  Caucasus,  she  has  tra- 
versed the  Caspian,  and  she  has  passed 
over  the  deserts  between  the  Caspian 
and  Afghanistan.  Lord  Lawrence  al- 
ways held  that  the  Russian  advance 
ooidd  only  be  stopped  by  negotiations, 
or  by  war.  I  believe  that  a  threat  of 
war  in  the  hands  of  a  resolute  man  is 
the  most  effective  means  of  maintaining 
peace  with  Russia ;  but  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, by  using  a  weapon  which  he  does 
not  understand,  has  blanted  its  edge 
for  future  use.  Any  Prime  Minister, 
■peaking  in  earnest,  and  saying  '^We 
shall  go  to  war,"  will  not  for  many  years 
to  oome  be  believed  in  consequence  of 
the  events  of  the  last  fortnight.  In 
dealing  with  the  Russian  Government, 
the  one  thing  essential  for  an  English 
Minister  is  to  make  people  believe  that 
lie  means  what  he  says.  But  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  never  means  what 
he  says,  and  he  can  always  explain 
afterwards  that  he  did  not  exactly  intend 
what  was  the  natural  inference  from  his 
language.  ['^Hear!"  and  murmurs  on 
tk$  MimsUnal  sid^J]  Can  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  tell  me  of  one  single  ques- 
tion of  policy  on  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's action  has  in  any  way  been  in 
accord  with  his  election  speeches  ?  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear ! J  The  Prime 
Minister  cheers.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  had  so  long  an  experience 


of  swallowing  his  own  words  that  he 
positively  cheers  me  when  I  remind  him 
of  that  fact.  As  long  as  he  thus  acts  on 
questions  affecting  merely  internal.affairs 
he  can,  comparatively,  do  little  harm; 
but  when  he  appeals,  in  the  name  of 
the  English  people,  to  the  civilized 
world,  and  makes  use  of  language 
which  leads  everybody  to  think  he 
meant  war,  and  when,  a  week  after- 
wards, he  recants  his  views,  he  does  irre- 
parable harm  to  the  national  character 
for  integrity  of  speech  and  the  national 
honour.  [Sir  William  Harcoubt  : 
Hear,  hear!]  Honesty  of  speech  may 
be  a  matter  which  has  no  fascination 
for  the  Home  Secretary— [CrtM  of 
*'  Order ! ''  and  »*  Withdraw !  "J— but  it 
is  a  natural  heritage  of  his  countrymen. 
Hitherto  it  has  been  supposed  that,  in 
dealing  with  foreign  nations,  although 
sometimes  slow  to  act,  we  carried  out 
our  announced  intentions.  As  I  per- 
ceive that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
going  to  answer  me,  I  wish  to  ask  him 
one  or  two  questions.  If  our  position 
is  to  be  retrieved,  and  if  we  are  to  obtain 
a  peaceable  settlement,  one  thing  is 
essential.  We  must  have  some  guarantee 
from  the  Russian  Government  that  they 
mean  to  respect  the  territory  left  to  the 
Ameer.  Can  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment say  that  Russia  has  given  any 
indication  whatever  of  her  willingness 
so  to  bind  herself?  And  not  only  will 
it  be  necessary  to  obtain  such  an  an- 
nouncement from  Russia,  but  it  will  also 
be  necessary  to  take  other  measures  of 
precaution.  What  is  going  to  be  done 
with  all  this  money  ?  The  Government 
have  already  made  two  railways  in 
Africa,  which  they  admit  to  be  perfectly 
useless.  They  are  to  be  worked  as  com- 
mercial enterprises.  All  the  inhabitants 
in  the  neighbourhood  are  to  be  driven 
away  by  our  troops,  and  then  some 
enterprizing  speculator  is  to  be  found 
who  will  take  these  railways  off  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  was  one  railway  which  the  Go- 
vernment spent  money  to  destroy — I 
mean  the  railway  towards  Quetta.  Are 
the  Government  going  to  apply  any 
money  to  the  reconstruction  of  the  rail- 
way to  Quetta,  or,  if  necessary,  to  Can- 
dahar  ?  The  Prime  Minister  says  that 
this  money  is  to  be  devoted  to  warlike 
preparations,  and  he  is  quite  right; 
but  he  formerly  insisted  on  the  railway 
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being  included    in   the    Afghan  War 
Charges. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  aware 
of  it. 

LoKD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  he,  in  an  interest- 
ing speech,  included  in  the  expenses  of 
the  Afghan  War  all  the  money  which 
had  been  applied  to  the  railways.  What 
I  want  to  know  is,  whether  any  portion 
of  this  money  is  to  be  applied  to  the 
more  rapid  extension  of  those  redlways  ? 
Perhaps  it  might  be  found  necessary  to 
go  further,  and  to  extend  the  railway  to 
the  fortifications  of  the  Helmxmd.  Un- 
less we  now  back  up  our  intentions  by 
resolute  action,  war  will  ensue  in  a  short 
time.  I  daresay  I  shall  be  told  that  in 
making  observations  such  as  these  we 
show  that  we  are  in  favour  of  war. 
[*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  The  Home  Secretary 
says  "  Hear,  hear!"  but  I  do  not  know 
from  what  source  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man derived  his  information.  If  any  man 
supplied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
that  information,  he  supplied  him  with 
an  unadulterated  falsehood. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
noble  Lord  has  himself  supplied  the  in- 
formation. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  to  write 
under  the  name  of  **  Historicus ; "  and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  know  whether  he  can 
give  us  one  single  instance  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  where  a  plain 
speech  has  produced  war  between  Eng- 
land and  Russia?  Twice  only  in  the 
last  80  years  have  the  relations  between 
the  two  countries  been  seriously  strained 
—in  1854  and  in  1878.  In  the  latter 
year  Lord  Beaconsfield  secured  "  peace 
with  honour,'*  and  every  single  act  of 
precaution  by  means  of  which  he  secured 
peace  was  opposed  by  the  Peace  Party 
in  this  House.  In  1854  we  drifted  into 
war,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite was  most  responsible  for  that. 
Every  pacific  speech  and  Motion  which 
landed  us  in  war  at  that  time  was  sup- 
ported by  the  Peace  Party  in  this  House. 
1  sympathize  very  much  with  the  objects 
which  the  Peace  Party  have  in  view ; 
but  it  seems  that  they  do  not  quite  un- 
derstand the  character  of  the  nation  with 
which  we  have  to  deal.  There  is  a  War 
Party  in  Russia  and  there  is  a  Peace 
Party.  The  object  of  those  persons  in 
this  country  who  desire  to  prevent  war 
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ought  to  be  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Peace  Party  in  Russia.     But  the 
Radical  Party  here  always  use  language 
and  take  action  so  as  to  render  the  Peace 
Party  in  Russia  powerless  for  good  and 
the  Military  Party  omnipotent,  by  re- 
moving from  the  latter  the  only  restraint 
upon  them — namely,  a  fear  of  the  con- 
sequences.   I  believe  there  is  no  poli- 
tical Party  in  the  state  which  can  suffer 
so  much  from  war  as  the  Conservative 
Party.  The  Radical  is  discontented  with 
the  existing  state  of  things,  while  the 
Conservative  is  a  man  who  is  more  or 
less  contented  with  things  as  they  are. 
The  Conservative  is  never  so  strong  as 
when  the  country  is  prosperous,  while 
the  Radical  is  never  so  weak  as  when 
the  country  is  at  rest.    War  must  neces- 
sarily produce  much  depression  of  trade 
and  much  distress,  which  strikes  at  the 
very  foundation  of  that  prosperity  which 
is  the  basis  on  which  the  Conservative 
Party  rests.    I  must  apologize  for  hav- 
ing used  strong  lang^ag^  towards  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary ;  but  he  will  excuse  my  saying  that 
it  is  a  little  annoying  to  be  constancy  in- 
terrupted when  speaking,  and  that  I  think 
I  have  given  the  House  good  reason  to 
show  that  I  am  not  actuated  by  any  fac- 
tious motives,  or  by  any  desire  to  stop 
Supplies.    On  the  contrary,  I  am  ready 
to  grant  any  Supplies  that  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  purposes  of  the  Empire ;  but 
I  have  no  confidence  in  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  will  be  applied. 
Just  let  me  say  a  word  with  regiurd  to 
our  action  in  the  Soudan.    Is  there  any- 
one in  this  House  who  is  not  ashamed 
of  our  policy  in  the  Soudan  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  is  very  fond  of  resorting  to  ar- 
bitration when  he  gets  into  difficulties 
with  a  strong  Foreign  Power ;  but  I  ask 
him  whether  he  would  like  the  question 
between  the  Soudanese  and  ourselves  to 
be  referred  to  arbitration  ?    In  such  a 
case,  what  could  the  Soudanese  not  say 
for  themselves  ?    They  could  point  out 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  deliberately 
allowed  his  Representative,  General  Gor- 
don, to  be  besieged  in  Khartoum,  and, 
in  spite  of  the  most  earnest  protests  from 
all  parts  of  the  House,  had  delayed  to 
send  out  an   Expedition  for  his  relief 
until  it  was  too  late.    To  allay  the  feel- 
ing of  indignation  produced  by  that  line 
of  conduct  the    Irime  Minister  came 
down  to  this  House  and  made  such  a 
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speech,  as  that  which  lie  made  a  fortnight 
ago,  announcing  his  intention  to  take 
Khartoum  and  to  demolish  the  prestige 
of  the  Mahdi ;  while  only  a  few  days  be- 
fore that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  speaking  at  Liverpool,  said 
that  having  drawn  the  sword  we  could 
not  put  up  with  failure.  What  I  pro- 
test against  is  the  new  principle  which 
the  Prime  Minister  has  introduced  into 
the  English  Constitution  for  the  regula- 
tion of  our  wars.  Wars  are  not  now  re- 
gulated by  the  national  exigencies,  but 
simply  by  the  vagaries  of  cliques  of  hon. 
Members  in  this  House.  If  it  is  neces- 
sary to  purchase  the  Whig  vote,  then  a 
forward  policy  is  announced  ;  while  if  it 
is  necessary  to  purchase  the  Badical  vote 
the  orders  are  countermanded  and  the 
troops  are  withdrawn.  And  what  is  the 
result  ?  The  result  is  that  all  confidence 
in  our  policy  has  gone,  because  these 
wretched  Natives  find  that  the  only  re- 
sult of  being  friendly  to  the  English  Go- 
vernment and  of  assisting  us  is  that 
their  homes  are  burnt  and  that  their 
children  and  wives  are  massacred.  War 
is  a  brutal  pastime.  One  of  the  greatest 
of  our  English  Kings,  on  being  re- 
proached with  the  brutality  with  which 
he  made  war,  said  that  war  had  three 
handmaids  ever  waiting  upon  her  — 
fire,  famine,  and  the  sword,  but  that  he 
only  used  the  least  terrible  of  those 
three.  I  charge  the  Prime  Minister, 
however,  with  having  let  loose  all  three 
of  these  calamities.  Well,  we  are  now 
going  to  retire  from  the  Soudan,  and 
what  is  to  happen  to  our  friendlies? 
They,  in  their  turn,  will  be  subjected  to 
fire,  famine,  and  the  sword.  The  fact 
is  that  this  wretched,  impotent  Egyp- 
tian Government  in  its  very  worst  days 
could  do  what  we  cannot  do — namely, 
march  any  number  of  men  they  chose 
from  Suakin  to  Berber,  because  the 
people  knew  that  if  they  helped  them 
the  Egyptian  Government  would  stand 
by  them,  while  they  know  that  the 
English  Government  will  not.  Another 
great  objoction  which  I  feel  to  the  policy 
of  the  Prime  Minister  is  that  from  the 
day  he  assumed  Office  until  now  he  has 
shown  a  disposition  to  sacrifice  every- 
body and  everything  to  save  himself.  I 
say  that  such  a  policy  to  us,  who  have  a 
gpreat  Colonial  and  Indian  Empire,  means 
ruin.  It  does  not  matter  whether  it  is  a 
Colleague  that  is  to  be  thrown  over,  like 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   the  Mem- 


ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
or  a  great  soldier  to  be  betrayed,  like 
General  Gordon,  or  a  Commissioner  to 
be  recalled,  like  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
or  a  distinguished  General,  like  General 
Wolseley,  who  is  to  swallow  the  pro- 
mises that  he  has  been  induced  to  make, 
and  on  the  faith  of  which  we  secured 
the  co-operation  of  the  friendly  Natives 
in  the  Soudan.  Each  and  all  have  been 
thrown  over  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
This  action  of  the  Government  has  been 
followed,  not  only  with  regard  to  indi- 
viduals, but  also  with  regard  to  commu- 
nities. The  Native  tribes  of  Bechuana- 
land,  those  poor  friendlies  in  the  Sou- 
dan, and  the  unfortunate  Egyptian  gar- 
risons have  been  mercilessly  left  to  be 
massacred,  and  the  Afghans — each  and 
all  in  their  turn  have  been  thrown  over 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  The  Liberal 
Party  are  quite  as  responsible  as  the 
Prime  Minister  for  this  general  aban- 
donment of  Allies.  Speaking  at  Man- 
chester in  August,  1879,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  Walr 
then  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  said 
that  the  Liberal  Party  of  the  present 
time  had  much  to  gain  and  nothing  to 
lose ;  and  he  pointed  out  the  great  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  which  existed  in  the 
Party,  but  said  that  any  hon.  Member 
would  show  a  want  of  patriotism  if  he 
shut  his  eyes  to  the  serious  and  injurious 
consequences  to  the  country  which  must 
result  from  him  allowing  his  personal 
opinion  to  prevail  over  his  Party  alle- 
giance. It  is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that 
in  the  past  Liberals  have  acted  upon 
that  principle,  and  have  time  after  time 
voted  contrary  to  their  consciences,  and 
that  they  have  suppressed  speeches  which 
they  would  have  made  for  fear  of  giv- 
ing o£fence  to  the  Prime  Minister. 
[J*  Hear,  hear  ! ''  and  cries  of  **  Oh !  "] 
Can  hon.  Members  opposite  deny  the 
truth  of  that  statement?  Why,  one 
of  the  most  capable  Members  of  the 
Government,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  after  resigning 
Office,  described  the  Liberal  Party  as  sit- 
ting like  dumb  dogs,  and  doing  nothing 
but  respond  to  the  whip  that  was  applied 
to  them.  Now,  does  anybody  suppose 
that  if  the  different  sections  of  the  Li- 
beral Party  had  freely  expressed  their 
opinion,  not  only  in  reference  to  the 
Soudan,  but  other  questions,  there  would 
have  been  this  enormous  amount  of  ex- 
penditure and  bloodshed — that  so  many 
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thousands  of  these  Natives  would  have 
been  massacred  in  the  Soudan  —  that 
thousands  of  English  soldiers  would 
have  died  or  returned  home  wounded 
or  sick— that  £10,000,000  would  have 
been  swallowed  up — or  that  the  honour 
of  England  might  not  have  been  saved  ? 
All  this  might  have  been  stopped  if  the 
Liberal  Party  had  had  the  courage  of 
their  opinions,  and  not  allowed  them- 
selves to  be  overruled  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. This  is  a  policy  the  strain  of 
which  the  resources  of  the  country  can- 
not possibly  stand.  The  result  of  the 
Government  policy  is  that  in  every 
trumpery  frontier  war  English  soldiers 
have  to  do  the  whole  of  the  work  them- 
selves ;  and  they  find  that  the  Natives, 
who  would  otherwise  have  been  disposed 
to  assist  them,  are  opposed  to  them.  In 
Egypt  the  population  is  the  most  easily 
governed  people  on  the  face  of  the  earth ; 
but  you  have  not  a  single  friend  in  the 
country,  and  you  know  that  if  you  with- 
draw the  30,000  English  troops  any  Gro- 
vernment  you  may  set  up  would  tumble 
to  pieces  in  a  moment.  And  in  India, 
if  you  adopted  the  Prime  Minister's 
policy,  how  many  hundred  thousands  of 
soldiers  would  bo  necessary  ?  My  noble 
Friend,  I  think,  has  done  great  service 
in  calling  attention  to  the  nature  of  our 
tenure  of  India,  and  showing  how  frail 
it  is  on  the  one  hand  and  how  strong  it  is 
on  the  other.  I  believe  that  the  interior 
difficulties  of  India  have  been  increased 
by  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  believe  that  no  internal  policy, 
however  sound,  can  retain  for  us  India, 
unless  it  is  accompanied  by  an  external 
policy  which  conveys  to  the  Natives  that 
we  are  capable  of  protecting  them  against 
Eussian  aggression.  A  great  change  is 
now  about  to  take  place  between  the  re- 
lations of  this  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  The  Government  of 
India  is  probably  the  most  complicated 
piece  of  political  mechanism  which  was 
ever  devised,  because  we  have  estab- 
lished on  Acts  of  Parliament  an  Empire 
at  the  other  end  of  the  world  every  iota 
of  authority  over  which  in  the  Viceroy 
and  Government  is  derived  from  an 
English  Act  of  Parliament.  From  the 
necessity  of  the  conditions  surrounding 
the  IIouso  of  Commons  this  Assembly 
must  necessarily  be  affected  by  every 
change  and  gust  of  public  feeling.  It 
is  as  unstable  in  its  opinions  as  the  sands 
of  the  sea.  On  the  other  hand,  you  wish 
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to  infuse  into  the  Indian  policy  all  that 
is  stable  and  durable.    It  has  bAen  a 
task  of  great  difficulty  to  reconcile  those 
two  conflicting  elements,  and  by  consent 
the  House  has  always  treated  Indian 
questions  as  beyond  Party.     Owing  to 
the  advance  of  Kussia  in  Central  Asia 
the  whole  control  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  India  must  necessarily  be  transferred 
from  the  Indian  Foreign  Office  to  the 
English  Foreign  Office,  and  they  most 
form  part  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  subject  to  all  the  cur- 
rents and  eddies  to  which  any  question 
of  Party  is  liable.     It  is  a  great  mis- 
fortune  that  on  the  very  eve  of  this 
great  change  in  the  relations  between 
this    House    and    India    the    Govern- 
ment   should    have    adopted    a  policy 
which  unquestionably  seems  to  be  re- 
gulated more  with  a  view  to  the  Gene- 
ral Election   than  to  the  interests  of 
India.     If  the  Government  were,  in  the 
first  instance,  of  opinion  that  the  points 
at  issue  between  them  and  the  Bussian 
Government  were  minor  matters  upon 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  do  more 
than  protest,  the  Prime  Minister  ought 
never  to  have  made  the  speech  he  did 
make  on  this  day  fortnight.     It  is  be- 
cause he  has  abandoned  that  position 
that  he  has  struck  a  blow  at  the  foun- 
dation upon  which  our  dominion  in  India 
rests.    It  is  awkward,  no  doubt,  that  my 
Hesolution  is  not  couched  in  stronger 
words ;   but   that  is  not  my  fault.      I 
could  not  anticipate  that  we  should  have 
had  the  astounding  statement  of  to-day. 
We  did  not  expect  such  a  declaration 
of  policy,  or  unquestionably  we  would 
have  adapted  our  Eesolution  to  meet  it. 
If  we  postponed  that  to  this  day  week 
we  should  still  be  in  the  same  position. 
I  would  nsk  hen.  (reiitlemon  opposite 
whether  they  are  satisfied  Avith  the  re- 
sults of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  last 
foui' years?     Have  the  (lovernment  in 
one  instance   fulfilled  the  expectation 
on  which  bIoho  they  received  the  assci 
of  the  House  ?     Has  it  brought  aboi 
peace  ?    Has  it  brought  about  honour 
Has  it  not  promoted  dishonour  ?     H 
it  not  been  murderous  in  its  operation 
merciless  to  the  weak  and  coward! 
the  strong?     Is  it  not  a  policy  wl 
has  readily  cimsigiicd  our  Native  Al 
and  their  families  to  massacre  and  tl 
homes  to  pillage  ;  and  has  it  not  s(|u 
dered  the  vital  resources  of  this  cou* 
in  useless  enterx)rizes  ?     It  is  a  p 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CoMolidaUd  Fund        {May  1 1,  1 885} 


185 

whioli  has  alienated  from  us  every  single 
Ally  in  Europe — a  policy  which  in  Africa 
has  produoed  anarchy,  chaos,  and  hatred 
of  the  Engli<<(h  name.  And  now  for  the 
first  time  this  hateful  system  is  to  he 
transferred  to  the  neighbouring  Conti- 
nent of  Asia,  where  it  will  find  a  fifty- 
fold  larger  field  for  its  baneful  opera- 
tions, and  where  its  withering  influences 
will  be  applied  to  our  myriad  interests, 
and  where  it  will  sap  the  source  of  our 
strength  and  dry  up  the  origin  of  our 
great  Indian  Empire.  An  appeal  to  the 
country  must  take  place  within  a  few 
months.  I  believe  if  there  is  one  spark 
of  manhood  in  tiie  people,  one  glimmer 
of  a  sense  of  justice  left,  they  will  put 
a  summary  end  to  this  shameful  condi- 
tion of  thiuffs.  But  pending  that,  during 
the  interyal  irreparable  harm  may  be 
done ;  and  it  is  because  we  are  conscious 
of  the  imminence,  as  well  as  of  the  mag- 
nitude, of  the  danger  which  now  awaits 
us,  that  we  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  intervene  before  it  is  too  late. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
«>  this  House,  haying  shown  its  readiness  to 
grmnt  such  supplies  as  may  be  required  for  the 
defence  of  the  Empire,  is  of  opinion  that,  be- 
fore proceeding  with  this  Bill,  it  is  entitled  to 
i«c«iYe  adequate  information  as  to  the  present 
poHey  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  in  respect 
of  the  purposes  to  wmch  the  money  granted  by 
the  recent  Vote  of  Credit  is  to  be  applied,"— 
{Lord  Otorge  Hamilton^) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb,  chamberlain  :  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  that,  at  all  events,  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to  is  an 
extremely  characteristic  one.  It  has 
been  full  of  yery  violent  language ;  but 
it  has  not  always  been  so  easy  to  gather 
from  it  any  intelligible  conclusion.  In 
the  course  of  the  earlier  remarks  which 
the  noble  Lord  made,  'he  used  an  ez- 
prcwsicin  towards  the  Prime  Minister 
which  I  think  was  hardly  in  accordance 
with  the  ordinary  courtesy  which  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  especially  Mem- 
ben  young  in  age,  are  wont  to  treat  the 
Prime  Muiister  of  this  country.  The 
noble  Lord  said  the  Prime  Minister 
never  means  what  he  says.  Well,  I 
eonfess  that  not  only  do  I  object  to  that 
expression  as  applied  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
ff, but  I  object  to  it  as  coming  from 


{No.  3)  Bill. 


186 


the  noble  Lord.  He,  at  all  events,  is  the 
last  person  to  twit  us  with  not  meaning 
what  we  say,  and  not  knowing  how  to 
say  what  we  mean.  I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  of  which  we 
have  heard  nothing  whatever.  In  the 
course  of  the  speech  which  he  has 
.delivered  with  so  much  vehemence  and 
with  such  admirably  simulated  indigna- 
tion the  noble  Lord  says  that  he  cannot 
find  words  strong  enough  to  condemn 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  He  is 
burning  with  indignation,  and  his  indig- 
nation finds  expression  in  a  mild  and 
moderate  demand  for  information.  And 
from  whom  does  he  ask  this  informa- 
tion? He  says  the  Oovemment  is 
absolutely  incompetent,  and,  more- 
over, that  it  is  absolutely  untrust- 
worihy.  Then,  why  do  you  not  treat 
us  as  incompetent  and  untrustworthy  ? 
Why  do  you  ask  an  imtrustworihy 
Govemment  to  give  you  information 
which  you  would  not  believe  if  you 
received  it  because  you  cannot  place 
any  faith  in  us  ?  Why,  if  you  think  us 
incompetent,  do  you  not  refuse  the 
Supplies?  That  would  be  consistent. 
[Lord  Randolph  Ohttrohill:  We  are 
going  to.]  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  does  not 
intend  to  refuse  Supplies;  he  said  so  again 
and  again.  He  made  a  speech  which, 
from  beginning  to  end,  goes  to  show 
that  the  Gt)vemment  are  totally  un- 
worthy to  get  Supplies;  but  he  dare 
not  put  on  the  Paper  a  Motion  for  re- 
fusing Supplies,  because,  forsooth,  while 
he  taunts  us  with  making  our  policy  to 
catch  votes,  the  noble  Lord  makes  his 
Motion  and  speech  to  the  electors  in 
order  to  catch  votes  at  the  General 
Election.  The  noble  Lord  does  not  like 
to  go  before  the  country  refusing  Sup- 
plies to  the  Govemment  when  engaged 
in  serious  negotiations ;  but  he  does  not 
mind  embarrassing  the  Govemment,  al- 
though he  knows  that  the  Gt)vemment 
is  engaged  in  critical  negotiations,  and 
that  serious  evil  to  the  public  interest 
may  result  from  any  attempt  to  discredit 
it  at  this  moment.  He  has  been  chal- 
lenged by  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  has 
any  definite  issue  to  bring  it  to  book  in 
this  House,  and  he  and  his  Friends  have 
been  asked  if  they  have  no  such  issue  or 
purpose  to  postpone  it  in  the  meantime, 
not  to  discredit  the  Govemment  by 
showing  division  in  the  presence  of  the 
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complioatioDswIiiolL  have  recently  arisen. 
All  that  the  noble  Lord  puts  aside  and 
takes  us  to  task.  He  is  mild  in  his 
Eesolution,  but  he  takes  it  out  in  his 
speech;  and  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
chauffi  he  has  gone  over  every  Vote  of 
Censure  that  has  been  moved ;  he  goes 
from  the  retirement  from  the  Transvaal 
and  brings  up  the  Boers  and  our  con-v 
duct  towards  them  and  from  Bechuana- 
land  he  travels  to  Afghanistan,  and 
from  Egypt  back  to  South  Africa — ^he 
has  recapitulated  every  grievance  which 
he  could  rake  up  against  the  Govern- 
ment. It  would  be  all  very  well  if  this 
were  a  Vote  of  Censure.  Then,  indeed, 
he  would  be  justified  in  the  course  he 
has  pursued.    But 

*'  Pleased  with  the  sound,  the  King  grew  vain. 
Fought  all  his  battles  o'er  again  ; 
And  thrice  he  routed  all  his  foes, 
And  thrice  he  slew  the  slain.'* 

That  is  aline  of  conduct  of  which  we  make 
absolutely  no  complaint  in  its  proper 
place.  All  we  say  is  that  it  is  not  in  its 
place  when,  as  a  result  of  condemning 
the  Government  root  and  branch,  and 
smiting  them  hip  and  thigh,  you  only  ask 
in  conclusion  for  adequate  information. 
The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  deal  with 
the  policy  of  the  Government  at  con- 
siderable length— the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  connection  with  Eussia. 
Let  me  point  out  in  what  position  it 
places  the  House  and  the  Government. 
The  Papers  are  not  yet  presented ;  but 
they  are  promised  in  four  or  five  days. 
We  cannot  anticipate  what  you  will  ^d 
in  these  Papers.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
ceeds to  construct  out  of  his  imagination 
a  series  of  incidents  and  circumstances 
of  which  I  venture  to  say  generally  he 
will  find  a  complete  contradiction  when 
the  Papers  come  out,  but  to  which  it  is 
impossible  that  the  Government  should 
reply  at  the  present  time.  The  noble 
Lord  complained  in  particular  of  the 
change  of  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  Eussia,  and 
especially  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  who,  he  says,  made  a  very 
bellicose  speech  this  day  fortnight,  and 
subsequently  came  to  the  House  and 
swallowed  every  word  he  had  said.  Let 
us  see  how  far  that  is  the  case.  What 
was  the  central  point  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech  this  day  fortnight  ?  It 
was  that  a  point  of  honour  of  great 
importance  and  delicacy  had  arisen  be- 
tween  two   great  countries,  and  that 
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until  that  point  of  honour  was  settled, 
it  was  impossible  that  we  should  con- 
tinue the  negotiations  which  had  al- 
ready been  commenced  with  regard  to 
the  delimitation  of  the  frontier,  and  that 
in  our  view  what  had  occurred  required 
explanation,  and  that  the  book  could 
not  be  closed.  These  were  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  noble  Lord 
most — ^I  was  going  to  say  most  grossly, 
but  perhaps  that  is  too  strong  a  word — 
but  greatly  misrepresented  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  declared  that 
we  should  require  reparation.  There 
was  no  such  word  in  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech  from  beginning  to  end ; 
and  it  was  a  monstrous  thing  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who  had  every  opportunity 
of  preparing  his  speech  and  for  making 
his  attack  upon  the  Government,  to 
make  a  charge  of  that  character,  for 
which  there  is  no  foundation.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  distinctly  said  that, 
considering  what  was  then  in  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government,  he  would  not 
pronounce  one  way  or  the  other.  We 
thought  we  had  a  case  which  required 
explanation.  We  had  demanded  ex- 
planation; but  we  did  not  presume  to 
say  what  the  result  of  that  explanatioa 
would  be.  I  go  further,  and  say  the  central 
point  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  speech 
was  that  ^'  the  book  could  not  be  closed." 
Has  the  book  been  closed — \_Cr%e»  of 
"  Yes ! "  and  "  No !  "]— by  a  referen 
to  arbitration?  Suppose,  when  the 
Papers  come  out,  you  find  that  at  that 
moment  the  offer  of  arbitration  had  been 
made,  and  we  were  waiting  for  the 
reply,  and  had  reason  to  fear  that  the 
reply  would  be  unsatisfactory?  Was 
not  that  a  state  of  things  which  justified 
us  in  saying  that  the  book  would  not  be 
dosed  ?  and  does  it  not  justify  us  now  if 
it  be  concluded,  as  we  hope  it  may  be, 
by  a  reference  to  a  great  and  friendly 
Power  as  to  what  should  be  done  in  the 
matter?  And  then  the  book  will  not 
have  been  closed  without  a  satisfactory 
explanation  by  which  we  shall  have  ob- 
tained all  that  one  great  country  has  a 
right  to  demand  from  another.  But 
then  the  noble  Lord  says — *'0h,  but 
the  arbitration  which  you  refer  to  ia  a 
sham  arbitration."  How  does  he  know 
that?  Is  it  a  creditable  thing  to  the 
Opposition — which,  after  all,  ought  to 
have  some  sense  of  responsibility  aa 
well  as  the  Government— that  he  should 
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prejudice  the  matter  and  declare  tHis  to 
be  a  sham  arbitration  before  he  knows 
what  it  is  ?  Let  me  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
when  he  next  speaks,  to  give  some  con- 
sideration to  this  point.  If  it  be  a  sham 
arbitration,  if  it  be  such  a  triumph  for 
Bussia,  if  everything  has  been  conceded 
by  this  country,  why  does  he  suppose 
that  so  long  a  time  has  been  allowed  to 
pass,  thafc  there  has  been  so  much  hesi- 
tation on  the  part  of  those  with  whom 
we  had  to  deal  ?  At  all  events,  it  was 
an  open  question  on  both  sides.  There 
was  a  concession,  if  you  like  the  term, 
on  both  sides  when  the  settlement  was 
finally  made.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
complains  that  since  the  prospect  of  a 
settlement  has  improved,  the  Govern- 
ment have  recalled — as  he  prefers  to  put 
it — Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  Ifow,  as  has 
been  already  stated  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  it  is  not 
a  recall  in  any  sense  injurious  to  the 
reputation  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  But 
we  have  thought  that  the  object  of  his 
Mission  has  been,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, accomplished — [  Oppoiition  laughter] 
— has  been,  I  say,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent accomplished,  in  the  sense  that  no 
further  advantage  can  be  derived  from 
his  continued  presence  on  the  spot.  The 
House,  perhaps,  does  not  know  that 
when  this  difficult  question  was  first 
raised  the  amount  of  information  in 
possession  of  the  Government,  or  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Government,  was, 
unfortunately,  very  small  indeed.  I 
doubt  if  anyone,  either  in  England  or 
Bussia,  until  within  the  last  few  months, 
knew  anything  about  the  country  in 
which  we  have  undertaken  to  find  a 
frontier.  I  doubt  whether  the  Afghans 
themselves  knew  anything  more  than 
the  English  or  Bussian  Governments. 
It  was  an  unknown  country  until  M. 
Lessar,  on  the  part  of  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment, and  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  on 
the  part  of  this  coimtry,  were  sent  to 
survey  it.  But  since  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
has  been  there  we  have  received  the 
very  fullest  information  about  the  coun-^ 
try,  its  geographical  features,  its  strate- 
gical features — all  information  which 
has  come  into  our  possession  recently, 
and  which  alone,  in  my  opinion,  would 
justify  the  Mission  of  which  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  has  been  the  head.  But  now, 
having  obtained  that  information,  and 
in  the  present  position  of  the  negotia- 
tions, it  is  desirable  that  the  settlement 


should  be  sought  for  rather  in  London 
than  on  the  spot,  because  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden,  after  all,  has  only  the  infor- 
mation which  he  has  himself  obtained, 
and  we  have  not  merely  that  informa- 
tion, but  the  criticism  furnished  us  by 
the  Indian  Gk>vernment  to  check  it  after 
the  information  which  has  been  com- 
municated to  it  by  the  Ameer.  We  are, 
therefore,  in  a  better  position  than  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  even  when  he  was  on 
the  spot,  not  to  speak  of  the  fact  that 
in  the  position  which  the  matter  is  now 
assuming  important  political  considera- 
tions can  only  be  weighed  by  the  re- 
sponsible Members  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments, or  by  their  Bepresentatives,  and 
not  by  an  agent,  who,  with  all  respect 
to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  is  a  subordinate. 
I  would  first  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  reference  to  this  matter 
to  an  observation  which  I  read  recently 
in  that  very  interesting  article  of  Sir 
Lepel  Griffin  in  Th$  Fortnightly  Review. 
I  quote  him  because  everyone  knows 
that  he  does  not  belong  to  the  backward 
school  of  Indian  politics.  But  in  this 
article  he  argues  and  urges  that  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  should  now  be  brought  home, 
as  in  present  circumstances  it  is  quite 
impossible  that  his  presence  on  the  spot 
could  do  anything  to  secure  the  solution 
of  the  question.  I  want  to  ask  the 
House  not  to  be  led  away  by  the  noble 
Lord  into  any  unfavourable  anticipa- 
tion as  to  the  final  result  of  the  negotia- 
tion. It  is  not  for  Ministers,  unl^  the 
negotiations  are  actually  completed,  to 
lay  before  the  House  any  final  and  de- 
tailed information.  But  I  would  put 
the  question,  what  would  you  have 
thought  if  at  the  outset,  before  any  of 
the  complications  which  have  subse- 
quently arisen  had  taken  place,  if  at  the 
moment  the  difference  arose  between 
the  Bussian  Government  and  ourselves 
on  the  question,  we  had  come  to  the 
House  and  said — "The  policy  of  Eng- 
land is  this — this  is  a  matter  of  life  and 
death  to  us,  and  we  intend  to  stand  or 
fall  by  it.  The  frontier  conceded  by 
Bussia  to  our  demands  must  be  a  fron- 
tier thoroughly  satisfactory  to  the 
Indian  Government  and  to  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan — our  ally.*'  If  we  had 
done  that,  and  had  said  that  that  con- 
clusion we  were  prepared  to  support  by 
the  whole  strength  of  the  Empire,  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  single  man  on 
either  side  of  the  House  who  would  noi; 
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have  thoTiglit  that  that  was  a  tremen- 
dous and  probably  even  an  unwarrant- 
able declaration  for  us  to  make.  But  if, 
when  the  Papers  come  into  your  hands, 
you  find  that  the  declaration  might  have 
been  safely  made,  and  that  the  result  I 
have  indicated  has  been  obtained,  then 
I  think  that  neither  the  House  nor  the 
country  will  have  any  cause  to  consider 
that  we  have  lost  anything,  either  in 
honour  or  in  interest,  in  the  course  of 
the  difficult  negotiations  which  we  have 
been  carrying  on.  I  have  asked  myself, 
during  the  whole  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  what  policy  would  you  have 
pursued  ?  We,  forsooth,  have  humbled 
and  humiliated  you !  There  never  was 
a  Party  in  this  world  so  ready  to  be 
humiliated  as  the  present  Conservative 
Opposition.  You  say  we  have  humi- 
liated the  country.  Well,  what  would 
you  have  done  ?  The  noble  Lord  does 
not  say  what  he  would  have  done ;  he 
says  he  is  a  friend  of  peace.  We  have 
an  indication  in  the  language  which  he 
has  uttered  to-night  of  what  he  and  his 
Friends  would  have  done  in  our  place. 
He  repeats  again  the  old  story  of  the 
conduct  of  Bussia  in  times  past.  He 
leads  us  to  infer  that,  in  his  opinion,  at 
all  events,  Russia  is  a  Power  with  which 
no  trustworthy  agreement  can  be  made. 
[Lord  George  Hamilton  :  Hear,  hear!] 
**  Hear,  hear !  "  says  the  noble  Lord. 
Very  well.  Then,  what  is  the  good  of 
making  Treaties  and  Conventions  ? 
What  is  the  good  of  negotiating  with 
a  Power  of  which  the  noble  Lord  says 
in  advance  you  can  have  no  faith,  and 
that  it  is  entirely  untrustworthy? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  As 
regards  its  advance  in  Central  Asia. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  We  are  only 
talking  about  Central  Asia.  Whenever 
there  is  any  question  between  Russia 
and  this  country  do  not  treat  with  her, 
do  not  negotiate  with  her,  do  not  make 
any  Convention  with  her ;  but  withdraw 
your  Ambassador  and  go  to  war.  I 
defy  the  noble  Lord  to  point  to  any 
other  alternative.  He  has  spoken  in 
the  plainest  terms.  I  am  glad  to  have 
elicited  this  from  him.  He  looks  upon 
Russia  as  a  Power  in  whom  no  trust  is 
to  be  reposed.  In  these  circumstances, 
what  is  the  use  of  talking  about  nego- 
tiations? The  only  alternative  is  to 
formulate  your  demands  and  at  once 
go  to  war.  That  is  a  policy  which  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  the  noble  Lord  advo- 
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cates  in  this  House.  I  hope  we  shall 
understand  how  far  it  is  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition,  so  that  when 
we  go  to  the  General  Election,  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  reminded  us,  we 
may  remind  him  and  his  Friends  of  the 
statements  which  he  has  made  to-night. 
We  shall  see  whether  the  country,  as 
the  noble  Lord  says^  has  become  tired 
of  our  foreign  policy,  which  has,  at  all 
events,  managed,  so  far  as  this  greatest 
and  latest  difficulty  is  concerned,  to  pre- 
serve the  peace— we  shall  see  whether 
the  noble  Lord  will  be  able  to  recom- 
mend a  policy  which  would  bring  war 
all  over  the  world.  The  noble  Lord 
said  very  little  with  reference  to  the 
Egyptian  part  of  the  Yote ;  but  he,  in 
pathetic  language,  compassionated  these 
poor  Soudanese,  whom,  accordinfi^  to 
him,  the  British  soldiers  have  been 
murdering  in  the  Egyptian  deserts.  I 
do  not  quite  understand  this  new- 
fangled compassion  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Here,  again,  I  ask  myself,  what  is  the 
policy  he  would  have  the  House  of 
Commons  to  substitute?  As  to  that, 
fortunately,  we  have  the  most  definite 
information.  A  Motion  was  made  by 
the  right;  hon.  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  on  the  23rd  of 
February  this  year,  in  which  he  called 
upon  the  House  to  declare  that  the 
course  pursued  in  the  Soudan — 

"  Has  rendered  it  imperatiyel^  neceesaiv,  in 
the  interests  of  the  British  £mpire  and  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  that  Her  Majesty* s  Govem- 
ment  should  distinctly  recognize,  and  take  de- 
cided measures  to  fulfil,  the  special  responsi- 
bility now  incumbent  on  them  to  assure  a  good 
and  stable  Cbvemment  to  Eg^t  and  to  uioce 
portions  of  the  Soudan  which  are  necoesary  to 
its  security.*' 

lOpposilian  eheers.'}  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
the  Opposition  have  not  changed  their 
policy  in  the  Soudan ;  it  is  to  occupy  it 
permanently,  and  to  insure  a  steady  and 
stable  Government.  In  order  to  do  bo,  I 
fancy  they  must  slaughter  a  still  greater 
number  of  those  poor  Natives  for  whom 
the  noble  Lord  has  suddenly  developed 
so  great  a  compassion.  How  does  he 
suppose  a  stable  (Government  is  to  be 
assured  in  the  8oudan?  Is  it  to  be 
done  without  fighting  ?  Does  he  think 
that  an  Expedition  to  Khartoum,  which 
we  have  abandoned,  and  a  railway  to 
Berber,  which  we  have  abandoned,  can 
be  carried  through  without  an  eicpendi- 
ture  of  blood  and  treasure  to  which  the 
expenditure  which  has  hitherto  taken 
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place  would  be  as  nothing  ?  If  he  does 
not,  what  does  he  mean  by  talking 
about  sparing  the  effusion  of  blood? 
The  policy  he  proposes  is  one  that 
would  lead  to  an  infinitely  greater 
e£fuaion  of  blood  than  any  we  have 
hitherto  had.  The  noble  Lord  went  on 
to  say  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  changed,  and  he  was 
kind  enough  to  add  that  it  was  changed 
in  order  to  purchase  votes.  He  said  the 
declaration  that  we  were  going  to  Khar- 
toum was  made  in  order  to  secure  the 
majority  of  14  on  the  occasion  of  one 
of  the  numerous  Votes  of  Censure  that 
have  proceeded  from  the  Front  Bench 
opposite.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  as 
ioaocurate  as  usual,  which  is  saying  a 
good  deal ;  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  declaration  of  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  EJiartoum  had 
been  made  a  long  time  before  any  Vote 
of  Censure  was  contemplated,  and  was 
made  without  the  sliehtest  reference  to 
the  debate  in  this  House  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  refers.  Let  the  House  con- 
aider  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
▼as  made.  Khartoum  had  just  fallen, 
and  a  great  blow  had  been  struck,  as  we 
thought,  at  English  prestige  in  Egypt. 
It  was  feared  at  that  time  by  all  au- 
thorities on  the  subject  that  the  Mahdi, 
flashed  with  his  success,  would  be  al- 
most certain  to  make  a  movement  to- 
wards Lower  Egypt,  which  we  had 
undertaken  to  defend.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  put  any  limit  at  that  time  upon 
the  extent  to  which  the  insurrection  or 
movement  of  the  Mahdi  might  spread. 
At  the  same  time,  there  was  reason  to 
heUeve  that  anything  like  a  sudden 
or  abrupt  retirement  of  the  British 
troops  might  be  attended  with  great 
military  difficulty,  perhaps  even  with 
danger.  [**  No! "]  I  say  yes.  There 
was  great  reason  at  that  time  to  antici- 
pate such  a  result ;  and  it  would  have 
been  running  a  most  improper  risk  if 
the  Government  had  at  once  declared 
their  intention  of  abandoning  their  Ex- 
pedition to  Khartoum.  What  we  did 
was  that,  in  the  light  of  the  oircum- 
itaneee  as  we  then  knew  them,  we  said 
it  would  be  necessary  to  go  to  Khar- 
toum, and  to  destroy  the  authority  of 
^e  MahdL  At  that  time  it  was  not 
eiear  to  us  that  what  we  proposed  to  do 
ai^  not  be  done  immediately.  There 
vat  no  certainty  at  that  time  that  Lord 
Wdaeley  would  be  imable,   with  the 
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troops  at  his  disposal,  to  carry  out  the 
Expedition  successfully.  Now,  consider 
what  has  happened  since  then.  Every 
day  that  has  passed  has  impressed  upon 
us  an  increasing  sense  of  the  magnitude 
of  the  Expedition.  It  has  become  at 
last  a  perfectly  gigantic  task — a  task, 
indeed,  to  be  undertaken  by  the  country 
for  a  sufficient  reason;  but  not  to  be 
contemplated  for  a  moment  unless  we 
can  come  to  the  House  with  an  abso- 
lutely clear  and  convincing  statement  of 
the  advantages  to  be  obtained  by  it. 
Not  only  has  the  magnitude  of  the  task 
increased  upon  us,  but  the  necessity  for 
undertaking  it  at  all  has,  at  any  rate 
for  a  time,  disappeared.  The  Mahdi, 
whom  we  had  expected  to  be  coming 
down  the  Nile  and  to  be  a  danger  to 
Lower  Egypt,  has  had  enough  to  do  to 
take  care  of  himself.  He  is  no  longer 
at  Khartoum.  We  can,  if  we  choose, 
still  continue  to  carry  through  the  Ex- 
pedition; but  we  cannot  destroy  the 
authority  of  the  Mahdi  at  Khartoum, 
because  we  should  not  find  him  there. 
Where  he  is  we  do  not  know.  He  is 
somewhere  in  the  recesses  of  the  Kor- 
dofan,  where  no  man  in  his  senses  has 
proposed  that  a  British  Army  should 
follow  him.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
difficulty  contemplated  in  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Army  has  entirely 
disappeared.  It  has  been  brought  so 
near  as  to  be  entirely  under  control, 
and  there  is  not  the  least  ground  for 
saying  that  any  danger  attends  its  fur- 
ther withdrawal.  You  accuse  us  of 
changing  our  policy.  I  admit  it ;  but  I 
say  the  circumstances  have  changed 
first.  The  change  in  the  circumstances 
justifies  the  change  in  the  policy.  No 
Government  would  escape  censure— 
and,  indeed,  it  would  properly  deserve 
blame — if  it  was  to  carry  through  obsti- 
nately a  policy  which  circumstances  had 
shown  to  be  entirely  inappropriate.  The 
noble  Lord  made  a  great  point  of  our 
supposed  intention  to  abandon  the 
friendly  Natives.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  is  quite  clear  in  his  mind  as  to 
who  the  friendly  Natives  are.  There  is 
a  good  deal  of  obscurity  on  that  point. 
I  think,  in  the  peroration  of  his  speech, 
he  declared  we  had  no  friends  any- 
where ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Egyptian  De- 
sert is  concerned,  I  am  not  certain  that 
he  is  not  quite  right.  But,  at  all  events, 
while  we  are  willing  to  make  every  ar- 
rangement for  the  withdrawal  of   any 
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Egyptian  soldiers  or  officers  who  may 
wish  to  come  away,  and  who  would  be 
in  danger  if  they  were  left,  I  do  not 
think  we  are  bound  to  maintain  an  ex- 
penditure both  of  blood  and  treasure, 
which  w.ould  be  called  for  by  a  great 
Expedition,  merely  in  order  that  we 
may  find  somewhere  or  other  friendly 
Natives  whose  friendship  has  not  hitherto 
been  of  any  particular  advantage  to  us. 
I  ask,  in  conclusion,  what  do  you  say  is 
wrong  ?  What  is  it  you  wish  the  House 
to  condemn  ?  In  effect,  if  not  in  form, 
this  is  another  Vote  of  Censure.  Do 
you  condemn  what  we  are  doing,  or  the 
method  in  which  we  have  done  it  ?  If 
you  condemn  the  method  in  which  we 
have  done  it,  I  admit  that  is  a  fair  sub- 
ject for  argument,  on  which  we  are 
perfectly  prepared  to  meet  you,  but 
which,  after  all,  is  not  a  matter  of  great 
interest  to  the  country.  What  the 
country  really  wishes  to  know  is  whe- 
ther what  we  are  doing  now  is  right  or 
wrong;  and  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
Lord  will  find  that  the  country  will  care 
very  much  for  the  kind  of  recrimination 
in  which  it  is  his  pleasure  to  engage 
us.  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  thinks 
our  present  policy  is  wrong  ?  Will  he 
teU  us  what  it  is  he  would  do  ?  Is  his 
alternative  policy  now  the  policy  of  his 
Party  in  February,  1885?  Is  he  pre- 
pared— ^if  we  give  place  to  right  hon. 
U-entlemen  opposite — are  they  prepared 
to  continue  an  Expedition  to  Khartoum  ? 
It  is  fair  to  ask  the  question  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

LoBD  QEOEQE  HAMILTON:  I 
never  was  in  favour  of  going. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  noble 
Lord  says  he  was  never  in  favour  of 
going;  but  he  and  his  Friends  have 
never  been  sparing  of  Yotes  of  Censure; 
and  why  did  he  not  propose  a  Vote  of 
Censure  when  we  declared  our  intention 
of  going?  The  moment,  however,  we 
declare  our  intention  of  going  away,  the 
noble  Lord  is  ready  with  a  Vote  of 
Censure  in  his  pocket.  The  only  point 
upon  which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo* 
site  did  differ  from  us  was  as  to  the 
length  of  our  stay  when  we  got  there ; 
and  the  noble  Lord  now  complains  of 
us  that  we  are  coming  away  again  with- 
out establishing  some  elaborate  form  of 
Gbvemment  at  Khartoum.  ThenobleLord 
cannot  have  the  advantage  of  blowing  hot 
and  cold  in  this  way.  He  must  stand  or 
fall  by  his  Party.    As  a  Party,  the  only 
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alternative  they  propose  is  that  they  are 
either  going  to  censure  us  for  something 
which  tiiey  really  in  their  hearts  approve 
of,  or  else  in  their  hearts  they  believe 
that  the  right  policy  would  be  to  con- 
tinue the  Expedition  to  Elhartoum — 
a  policy  about  which  I  will  only  say  I  am 
quite  convinced  the  noble  Lord  will  not 
find  it  a  very  popular  one  at  the  G-eneral 
Election,  to  which  he  has  invited  our 
early  consideration. 

Baron  HENKY  DE  WOEMS  said, 
he  thought  that  no  one  could  have  lis- 
tened to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  without 
being  thoroughly  impressed,  first  of  all 
with  the  difficulty  of  the  task  which  he 
had  undertaken,  and,  secondly,  by  the 
unreality  of  the  defence  which  he  was 
prepared  to  offer  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vemment.  He  had  listened 
very  attentively  to  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  he  was 
of  opinion  that  they  might  be  summed 
up  in  two  phrases — a  suggestion  that 
the  Papers  to  be  produced  at  some  future 
dato  would  satisfy  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
hon.  Members  should  put  implicit  trust 
in  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  began  his  obser- 
vations by  expressing  his  astonishment 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  (George 
Hamilton)  should  ask  an  untrustworthy 
Government  for  information.  The  an- 
swer to  that  remark,  he  thought,  was  a 
simple  one — ^namely,  that  the  noble  Lord 
asked  the  only  Government  which  ex- 
isted, a  Government,  in  the  opinion  of 
those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  which  was  untrustworthy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
deduce  from  that  argument  that  because 
the  Government,  in  their  opinion,  was 
an  untrustworthy  one,  therefore  it  was 
extremely  illogical  on  their  part  to  frame 
a  Eesolution  asking  them  for  informa* 
tion  and  for  a  definition  of  their  policy, 
because  he  argued  if  the  Oppontion  did 
not  believe  in  the  Government,  what 
was  the  use  of  asking  them  to  define 
their  policy?  That  argument  might 
have  sounded  extremely  well  on  a  plat- 
form— and  he  thought  it  was  successful 
in  eliciting  a  feeble  cheer  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  OoUings) 
— but  he  did  not  think  it  was  soffidenUj 
cogent  or  logical  to  commend  itself  to 
the  more  critical  common  sense  of  the 
House  of  Conunons.    It  was  because 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLC 


197 


ConsdidaiedFund         {May  11,  1885} 


(iVb.  3)  Bill 


198 


ihej  did  not  trust  the  Ooyemment,  and 
because  tliej  had  every  reason  to  dis- 
trust it,  that  the  Opposition  were  exer- 
cising their  privilege  of  demanding,  be- 
fore they  ratified  this  large  and  impor- 
tant Vote,  that  they  should  be  satisfied, 
at  all  events,  on  some  points  of  the  Go- 
vernment policy  for  whioh  this  Vote  was 
intended.  He  thought  that  that  was  a 
very  logical  and  fair  question  to  put 
before  tixe  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  this  was  a  Vote  of 
Censure.  He  differed  in  that  respect ; 
it  was  not  a  Vote  of  Censure,  it  was  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  They  did 
not  censure  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  up  to  the  present  time 
the  Oovemment  had  had  no  policy  to 
oensnre ;  but  they  did  express  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence,  because  up  to  the 
present  time  the  Gk>vernment  had  not 
vouchsafed  any  statement  to  the  House. 
They  were  inclined  to  disbelieve  the 
empty  promises  which  were  from  time 
to  time  made  by  the  Government ;  and, 
therefore,  they  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  Government  had  no  policy 
before  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  said  that  it  was  extremely  difficult 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  form  an 
opinion  without  being  in  possession  of 
the  Papers.  No  one,  he  imagined,  was 
pepared  to  dispute  that  proposition; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  advantage,  at  every  possible 
turn,  of  the  fact  that  the  House  had  not 
those  Papers  before  it.  Was  the  House, 
therefore,  not  entitled  to  ask  by  whose 
fault  it  was  they  had  not  those  Papers 
before  them?  He  maintained  that  it 
was  nmply  the  fault  of  the  Government 
themselves ;  and  the  House  ought  to 
refuse  to  be  blinded  by  simple  protests 
that  those  Papers,  when  hon.  Members 
lav  them,  would  contain  such  an  ad- 
mirable account  of  the  excellent  policy 
of  the  Government  that  they  would  no 
I^>a^  censure,  but  praise  the  policy 
vhich  the  Oovemment  had  pursued.  The 
ngfat  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  defend 
the  policy  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
Buut  aay,  however,  that  if  the  Prime 
ICaisier  had  been  present  he  would  have 
been  inclined  to  say — ''  Save  me  from 
By  friends ; "  because  it  appeared  to 
hun  that  the  arg^ument  which  the  right 
hoiL  Qendeman  used  in  defence  of  the 
PHme  ICinister  presented,  in  every  sense 
of  the  word,  the  strongest  condemnation 
of  the  Prime  If  ioister's  conduct.     He 


said  that  the  Prime  Minister's  words 
were— "A  point  of  honour  had  arisen, 
and  until  that  point  of  honour  was  set- 
tied  he  could  not  continue  the  negotia- 
tions." He  asked  the  House  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  point  of  honour 
had  been  settled,  and,  if  it  had  not  been 
settled,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
the  negotiations  had  been  continued? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  point  of 
honour  which  the  Prime  Minister  was  so 
jealous  of  had  not  been  settled,  or,  if 
settled  at  all,  it  had  been  given  against 
this  country,  and  in  favour  of  Bussia ; 
and,  notwithstanding  that  this  point  of 
honour  had  been  so  settled,  the  negotia- 
tions were  still  going  on.  It  appeared 
to  him,  therefore,  that  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  particu- 
larly unfortunate  one  to  bring  forward 
in  defence  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  **  the  book  was 
not  yet  closed."  What  interpretation 
was  to  be  put  on  that?  Was  it  that 
while  the  Prime  Minister  was  anxious  to 
protect  the  honour  of  the  country  the 
hand  of  peace  was  still  being  held  out 
to  Bussia ;  or  was  it  that  the  Bussian 
Government  was  willing  not  to  proceed 
to  extremities  if  England  was  willing  to 
give  up  every  point  ?  The  latter  inter- 
pretation was,  undoubtedly,  that  one 
which  tallied  with  the  recent  action  of 
the  Government.  The  Prime  Minister 
also  stated  that  the  recall  of  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  ought  not  to  be  considered  in 
the  light  of  a  recall  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  word,  and  that  he  had  only  been 
invited  to  repair  to  the  Metropolis.  But 
the  presence  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  in. 
London  could  only  be  desired  for  the 
purpose  of  his  assisting  in  the  delimita- 
tion negotiations;  and,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  told  them  that  those  were 
already  substantially  settled,  there  would 
be  nothing  for  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  do 
when  he  got  here.  The  same  observa- 
tion applied  to  the  recall  of  Mr.  Condie 
Stephen,  who  had  been  directed  to  come 
to  London  with  certain  maps,  but  who 
would  arrive  long  after  the  negotiations 
with  regard  to  the  frontier  were  at  an 
end.  It  was  a  remarkable  coincidence 
that  the  arbitration  scheme  was  agreed 
to  by  Eussia  on  the  3rd  of  May,  and  that 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  was  recalled  on  the  4th. 
He  was  inclined  to  think  that  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  country  would  believe 
that  the  recall  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
was  a  condition  precedent  to  the  Bussian 
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acquiescence  to  tlie  arbitration  scheme. 
The  Opposition  had  been  taunted  with  not 
really  meaning  this  Besolution,  and  not 
wishing  to  convey  a  Vote  of  Censure  on 
the  Government.    But,  supposing  that 
to  be  the  case,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Op- 
position to  lay  before  the  country  the 
faults  and  mistakes  of  the  Government. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  say  that  it  was  unpatriotic  to 
stop  Supply.    The  Opposition  were  not 
doing  that.    When  the  Prime  Minister 
a  fortnight  ago,  in  eloquent  terms,  urged 
the  House  to  present  the  spectacle  of  an 
united  Assembly,  there  was  not  a  sound 
of  controversy  heard,  and  the  £  1 1 ,  000, 000 
were  voted  with  unanimity.    But  that 
was  because,  for  once,  the  whole  House 
believed  in  the  reality  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  words.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  deeply  offended  because  the 
noble  Lord  to-night  said  that  he  never 
meant  what  he  said.    But,  contrasting 
his    speech    of  a  fortnight    ago  with 
that  of  to-night,  that  was  the  natural 
inference   to   be    drawn.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  a  former  occasion, 
spoke  of   the  unprovoked    attack     of 
the  Bussians ;  but  he  now  endeavoured 
to  whittle  away  what  he    then    said. 
Bussia  hesitated  a  short  time  ago,  be- 
cause she  beHeved  that  England  was  in 
earnest ;  but  that  belief  had  been  com- 
pletely modified,  and  every  point  for 
which  Bussia  struggled  had  been  con- 
ceded.    Peace    had,    no   doubt,    been 
brought  about ;  but  it  was  a  peace  with 
dishonour,    a  peace  with    disgrace,   a 
peace  at  any  price,   which  would  in- 
evitably bring  about  the  results  of  a 
policy  of  vacUlation  and  of  cowardice. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  "Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  showed 
the  other  night  how  the  diplomacy  of 
Bussia  for  the  past  20  years  had  been 
mainly  made  up  of  duplicity;    and  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  not  have  been  able 
to  draw  the  inference  from  the  past  and 
from  the  present  conduct  of  Bussia  that 
they  were  being  deceived,  as  they  had 
been  deceived  in  the  past,  and  would  be 
deceived  in  the  future.    In  1881  many 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  put 
Questions  to  the  then  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  now  the 
President  of    the   Local    G<>vemment 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  in  re- 
gard to  Merv,  and  some  of  the  answers 
which   he    gave    were    strikingly  dis- 
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proved  by  subsequent  events.  To  a 
Question  on  the  8th  of  February,  put 
by  himself,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
said — 

<<  It  is  not  a  <  fact  that  Eussia  has  declined  to 
give  any  positiye  assurance  that  she  will  not 
advance  to  Merv.*  We  have  reason  to  think 
that  it  is  not  her  intention  to  do  so.*' — (3  San^ 
sard,  [358]  343.) 

And  on  the  21st  of  February  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  practically  repeated  &at 
answer.    Were  they  to  blame  the  Gk>- 
vemment  now  for  its  crass  ignorance 
shown  in    those    answers,  or  for  not 
having  more  carefully  looked  into  the 
facts  before  coming  to  these  erroneous 
conclusions?      These   Questions    were 
based  on  facts  which  were  at  the  time 
denied  by  the  Government;    but   the 
Bussians  went  to  Merv,  and  step  by  step 
they  had  followed  up  their  encroach- 
ments, until  at  the  present  moment  they 
found   themselves   at    Penjdeh.      The 
Prime  Minister  was  asked  whether  any 
representations  were  made  to  the  Eas- 
sian  Government  relative  to  the  advance 
of  troops  to  Sarakhs :  and  he  answered 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^ 
Affairs  had  made  a  demand  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  troops,  upon  which  a 
correspondence  ensued,  and  the  Bassiaa 
Qt)vemment  declined  to  withdraw  their 
troops,  founding  their  refusal  upon  the 
belief  which  they  entertained  that  the 
territory  was  theirs.     The  Prime  Minis- 
ter added  that  the  demand  was  made 
on  the  supposition  that  the  territory 
occupied  was  Afghan  territory.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then  asked 
further,  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, whether  that  demand  was  with- 
drawn, to  which  the  Prime  Minister  re- 
Elied  that  the  demand  was  made  in  the 
elief  that  the  territory  was  Afghan  ter- 
ritory, but  that  the  Government  found 
that  was  a  matter  of  contest,  which  he 
hoped  might  be  decided  on  iriendly  in- 
quiry.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  say  that  there  was  no  formal  with- 
drawal of  the  demand ;  but  it  was  sub- 
stantially withdrawn.     He  never  knew 
before  that  there  was  a  Statute  of  limi- 
tations in  politics;   but  that  claim  ap- 
peared to  have  lapsed.    But  the  ques- 
tion   was,    what   was    the    result    of 
all    this  ?     Did  the  Bussians  stay  at 
Sarakhs?     No;   it  was   the    starting- 
point  from    which    they   advanced   to 
the  positions  which  they  now  occupied  ; 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  if  the  Mi- 
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niwUn  of  tho  Crowii  bad  exerted  a  little  | 
■ion*  cQer^y  and  firmness,  ami  had ' 
ehovn  a  little  li^se  trust  in  the  protests 
•if  the  ciTilixiofT  influence  of  Holy 
Bussia,  it  was  probable  that  tho  erisis  of 
the  last  tmo  weeks  miKht  hare  l>«*en 
aToid«<d,  and  thej  might  hare  bt>ea 
ii«<«rer  a  pacific  solution  of  the  Affchan 
Uacetion.  Hut  this  same  iM>lic7  had 
been  repeat «<d  orer  and  over  again. 
Mep  bj  st«>p  tho  Huasiaaa  had  adranced. 
TheprtJteeta  of  the  OoTemment  amounted 
to  nothiAg;  and  their  inroads  wero 
fraught  wtth  the  greatest  possible 
danger  to  the  Indian  Empire.  Was 
it  puMtble  to  l»elieTe  that  the  lius- 
otaas  enteretl  i'««DJdeh  simply  for  tho 
p«rpos«*  of  acquiring  a  few  hundred 
Buit-s  of  sandy  soil  t  Ho  was  suru  that 
if  th#re  Wfr«*  one  man  on  tlio  TreoAury 
B«>och  who  belioTod  that,  he  was  not  fit 
to  sit  then*.  The  object  of  the  Russian 
advance  was  to  come  within  measurable 
disitaace  of  India,  and  to  impn*es  the 
Afghans  with  a  M»nse  of  the  power  of 
the  gr«*at  White  C/ar.  The  speech  of 
the  Vir«n>y  at  Itawul  Pindi  wan  hardly 
prioti-d  befi/re  the  news  of  the  Russian 
d«f«at  of  the  Afghans  was  spn^ad  all 
oT«r  Afghanistan  and  India.  ?katurally 
the  Afghans  thought  that  the  great 
f.rilixing  Tower  which  was  goremtng 
India  would  coiiio  to  th<>ir  rcs<*ue ;  but 
»oiluiig  of  thi*  s«>rt.  A  gr«at  s|>«HH^h,  an 
ty  t>rot<*4t,  a  Vote  of  £11,(>()0,0<M>, 
<li«gra««ful  surretidi-r.  If  such  a 
t^'Licy  obly  rt*tl<«tiHl  di<>prrace  on  the 
1  rsasury  iWtn  h  ho  would  rare  nothing 
aUittt  it ,  but  thtf  iupreMion  it  would 
pmdai«  in  lnil;ji  wa^  a  fatal  one.  lie 
dA  not  wi»h  to  exiito  angry  fe<lingA, 
tft  he  WM  not  any  more  in  favour  of  war 
thsa  any  b'>n.  M^mlnrwlio  sat  on  the 
o|>pi/*;t4*  •.«i<<  uf  thf  lIf>UM) ;  but  ho  was 
tu  favour  of  sn  honourable  and  lasting 
p«^ae*.  and  U'^t  a  di*»((ra^eful  ]>eai-*>, 
which,  «h<n  Ui«*  time  cam«*,  and  th«>  ' 
•Uifi>  arrive«l,  would  plaro  the  country  j 
in  a  Vt  ry  dan ^«ToUii  and  critical  f^i'^i*  ■ 
t.  'Q.  II'>  WAV  not  a;:nin<»t  arbitrtiti  m,  . 
«h:ch  i:.  ijid  <»ul»i...t  to  ftoiuo  fn*'n<iiy 
r>f«i*r  ti.«*  «h'>I««  ca<«^ :  but  h>*  df"  lanni 
that  th-»  arl'»tr.iti  »n  in  th«»  pr»  -'M  m-o 
vos  a  isi"«  krry  oiitl  «  tham.  It  i>;«>u.t 
•.sply  n«»thir./.  Ti.«*re  \i.i^  n'l  n.iIiJy 
in  It.  and  it  wa«  *:m|>!r  an  <  \«  '!««*  to«a\M 
th«  hi#o«iur<>f  <M<n*  ral  KoMiuroifby^a'  :!• 
fi  .ng  th«i  rr-]>utA!:in  of  (ft-noral  Lu'..'»- 
d^a.  Thst  waf  tii'>  |»(Mitton  th«*  0'i\«rn* 
■srftt  asked  the  Hou«euf  Comui"U9  to 


accept,  and  for  that  reason  he  oonceived 
this  Motion  was  particularly  opportune. 
The  object  of  the  Motion  was  not  to 
refuse  the  Vote  of  Oredit,  though,  over 
and  over  again,  that  was  thrown  in  the 
teeth  of  the  Opposition.  No  case  oould 
bo  cited  of  a  Cons<«rvatiTe  Opposition 
refusing  a  Vote  of  Credit  for  patriotic 
purposes.  lie  wished  he  could  say  the 
sameof  hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite.  They 
attacks  the  Vote  of  CWit  of  1878  on 
all  sidc^,  though  that  was  a  real  and 
genuine  Vote  of  Credit.  The  OoTem- 
ment had  only  anked  the  House  for  this 
Vote  of  £11,000,000  in  order  to  give 
the  IVime  Minister  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  speech  full  of  empty  bluster, 
and  of  taking  up  a  position  which  he 
had  almost  immediately  abandoned.  lie 
considered  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  singularly  appropriate  to  the  occa- 
sion, and  he  should,  thereforOi  feel  great 
pleasure  in  supi>orting  it. 

Mk.  FRAhXUS  BUXTON  said,  that 
ho  would  heartily  support  the  UoTom* 
ment.  As  to  Afghanistan,  he  trusted 
that  its  boundary  would  be  carefully 
settliHl  and  properly  guarded  when  &xvi. 
Of  the  policy  announced  that  erening 
with  reference  to  tho  Soudan  he  cor- 
dially approTtsl.  He  had  on  former 
occasions  voted  with  his  hon.  Friend  tho 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr  John  Mor- 
ley'  against  the  OoTemment.  Now  that 
the  ^H>udan  was  to  be  oTacuated  ho 
could  Tote  with  him.  It  had  been  said 
that  operation 4  ought  to  be  continufnl 
in  order  that  the  81ave  Trade  might  be 
put  a  r»top  to.  To  mitigat««  the  oTils  of 
that  dn«ttdful  trade  was  a  mont  noble 
obj««ct ;  but  it  wsH  scarcely  the  duty  of 
tins  nation  to  und«rtake  hostile  op«*ra- 
tions.  which  munt  involv*'  trreat  sacrifices 
in  men  and  nion*  y,  in  orUor  to  proM*cute 
e\t  n  so  honourubln  an  o)»j«'<-t  as  that  in 
li  foreign  country.  Ho  hoped  that  every 
Kngiinhmon  at  present  in  the  Soudan 
would  be  withdrawn.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove tho  sug;:e<ttion  of  ofttAblishing  a 
(f  iM-miMi^nt  at  I>«>Dgola;  but  if  huch  a 
<  ifVfmment  were  ei^tublitlx'df  h«*  tm*tt<Hi 
tiiat  itf  only  t  .mnt>ction  with  thi^  ccjun- 
try  wo>iM  b«*  tlio  r«<<Mpt  of  a  grant 
of  !-..i.t\.  No  Native  (iovrrnment  in 
nnv  p.  It  c»f  th»»  S  mdan  ought  to  re<*eive 
•  .Mi'T  n.Mfal  or  m  »t«»rial  -upp<>rt  from 
H-r  Maj«  ^ty*s  (iivi'mnient  ;  for  tiny 
C'i'ilil  Dot  )M/re*j>i  jiHibie  ftir  the  <xiuduct 
i»f  tho  unruly  p«<*'{  le  who  inhabited  that 
r<  K^ion  of  the  world. 
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Mr.   finch -HATTON   said,  lie 
thought  that  upon  the  question  of  the 
Soudan    they  had    had    that   evening 
ample  information,  and  information  of 
a  character  as  startling  as  it  was  unex- 
pected.    In  fact,  they  had  information 
which  that  side  of  the  House,  at  any 
rate,  might  have  been  spared  to  their 
entire    satisfaction ;   and   if   he   might 
venture  with  great  humility  to  give  a 
little  advice  to  the  Conservative  Front 
Bench,  he  would  say  that  he  hoped  they 
would  not  be  afraid  on  any  occasion  of 
making  their  Eesolution  too  strong,  be- 
cause they  might  be  certain  that  in  the 
interval  which  would  necessarily  elapse 
after  they  gave  Notice  of  their  Amend- 
ment   before   the    time    of    discussion 
arrived  the    Government    would    have 
amply  succeeded  in  levelling  up  their 
folly  to  any  language  which  might  be 
used.    In  reply  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Haoulton)  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  used  language  of  a 
somewhat    familiar   kind.     He    asked 
what  would  have  been  the  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  regard  to  the  Soudan? 
He  seemed    to   think   that  the  whole 
matter  was  disposed  of  when  he  asked 
the  noble  Lord  whether  he  would  have 
gone  to  Khartoum,  whether  he  would 
or  would  not  have  decided  to  withdraw 
from    the    Soudan?      But    he    must 
take  the  matter  further  back.    If  the 
Opposition  had  undertaken  the  govern- 
ment of  Egypt  they  would  have  fulfilled 
their  obligations.    If  they  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  withdraw  the  Egyptian 
garrisons  from  the  Soudan  they  would 
have  taken  pains  not  to  have  proclaimed 
it  to  the  ^ole  world  beforehand.    If 
they   had  sent  General   Gordon,  they 
would  have  supported  him  before  it  was 
too  late,  and  tney  would  not  have  had 
to  choose  at  the  last  moment  between 
forcing  on  an  Expedition,  the  object  of 
which  had  been  practically  sacrificed  by 
the  Government,  or  of  withdrawing,  at 
an  enormous  sacrifice  of  money  and  the 
blood   of   hundreds  and  thousands  of 
men,  from  an  Expedition  which  never 
ought  to  have  been  undertaken.    That 
disposed  of  the  somewhat  stale  argu- 
ment of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.    But  to  pass  from  the  question 
of  the  Soudan  to  that  which  was  really 
occupying  the  attention  of  both  sides  of 
the  Mouse— namely,  the  crucial  point  of 
the  stage  at  which  their  negotiations 
had  now    arrived   with   Russia.      The 


justification  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble   Lord   was,   he  thought,  to  be 
found  in  the  simple  fact  that  there  was, 
rightly  or  wrongly,    not    only  in   the 
House,  but  throughout  the  country  and 
the  civilized  world,  a  feeling  that  the 
interests  of  England  had  been  in  some 
way  or  other  betrayed  in  their  negotia- 
tions.   It  was  felt  that  there  had  been 
a  distinct  departure  in  point  of  public 
policy  between  the  course  now  pursued 
by  the  Gt)vemment  and  that  laid  down 
by  the  Prime  Minister  a  fortnirfit  ago. 
The  unanimity  with  which  the  House  of 
Commons  at  once,  and  without  a  word 
of  contrariety,  voted   the   £11,000,000 
for  the  Public  Service  was  due  to  the 
conviction,  which  forced  itself  upon  the 
minds  of  all  who  listened  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  the  Govern- 
ment  really  meant  to  make  a  stand. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
fell  foul  of  his  noble  Friend  because  he 
used   the  word  "  reparation ; "  but  if 
the  concluding  words  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  a  £)rtnight 
ago  meant  anything  they  meant  repara- 
tion.   His  concluding  words  were  that 
it  was  a  very  solemn  covenant,  and  those 
who  had  caused  such  a  covenant  to  fail 
ought  to  be  known  to  their  own  (Govern- 
ment, and  he  added — ^'  We  cannot  dose 
this  book  and  say  we  will  look  no  more 
into  it."    If  that  did  not  mean  repara- 
tion it  meant  nothing  at  idl.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  was  shrewdly 
believed  in  India  and  in  this  country, 
knew  when  he  made  the  statement  that 
the  incident  in  question  was  to  be  with- 
drawn from  arbitration  altogether,  then 
the    £11,000,000  which    were  granted 
were  obtained  by  a  gross  breach  Gt  faith. 
But  what  was  the  real  point  at  issue  ? 
It  was  whether  in  this  matter  they  were 
to  have  a  real  arbitration  or  a  sham  one ; 
whether  the  arbitration  was  to  go  over 
the  whole  historical  field,  or  merely  to 
deal  with  trivial  matters   about  which 
neither  country  cared  anything.    Bot, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  changed 
his  attitude,  so  the  Opposition  might  be 
said  to  have  changed  theirs,  in  the  same 
way  as  a  house  might  be  said  to  have 
changed  its  attitude  with  respect  to  the 
weathercock.     It  was  not  the  house  that 
changed,  but   the    weathercock.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  endeayoored  to 
pin  his  noble  Friend  to  the  statement 
that  no  reliance  must  be  placed  on  the 
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good  faith  of  Bussia.  But  what  his 
noble  Friend  had  done  was  this — he 
had  pointed  out  that  circumstances  might 
be  too  strong  for  Eussia,  and  that  it 
was  unsafe  to  relj  upon  a  Minister  or 
a  Czar.  The  change  of  attitude  on 
the  part  of  the  Qoverment  amply  jus- 
fied  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  in  bringing  forward  the 
Amendment.  The  Government  asked 
for  £11,000,000,  and  received  them  by 
an  almost  unanimous  vote;  but  it  did 
not  follow  that  the  Opposition  were  to 
honour  the  cheque  which  they  gave 
them  under  circumstances  which  were 
now  entirely  changed.  Now,  on  the 
matter  of  the  Soudan  the  House  had 
more  information  than  it  bargained  for, 
and  certainly  a  great  deal  more  than  it 
liked;  yet  upon  the  great  point  at 
issue,  whether,  as  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  honour  of  the 
country  was  to  be  safely  maintained  in 
the  negotiations,  they  had  no  informa- 
tion whatever.  The  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  a  fortnight  ago  was  a  memor- 
able one;  because  then  they  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  first  time, 
defending  the  cause  of  his  own  country, 
instead  of  the  cause  of  another  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  at  the 
time  to  be  galvanized  into  a  spirit  of 
patriotic  fervour.  It  also  seemed  as  if 
the  spirit  of  Yiscount  Palmerston  had 
visited  the  opposite  Benches ;  but,  after 
the  change  of  attitude  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
long  time  before  that  spirit  revisited 
them  again.  The  Opposition  had  a 
plain  duty  to  perform.  As  long  as 
they  were  satisfied  that  the  honour  of 
England  was  safe  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  it  was  their  duty 
to  deny  no  Vote,  however  large,  no 
Suppb'es,  however  enormous;  but  the 
moment  they  saw  the  compass  deviating 
from  the  true  north  then  it  was  time  for 
their  suspicions  to  be  aroused.  They 
had  a  right  to  ask  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  demand  any  sub- 
stantial guarantee  that  Herat  should 
not  pass  into  the  hands  of  Eussia,  and 
that  if  Bussia  took  it  the  Government 
should  make  it  a  casus  belli.  They  had 
Toted  £11,000,000  to  the  Government 
at  a  time  when  the  individual  taxpayer 
could  ill  afford  it.  Were  the  Govern- 
ment going  to  obtain  a  solitary  advan- 
tage for  the  country  in  return  for  that 
money? 


Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  said,  that 
if  he  could  look  at  the  great  question 
involved  in  the  debate  of  that  evening 
simply  from  the  standpoint  of  a  politicsd 
partizan,  he  should  rejoice  in  the  speeches 
of  the  Opposition,  who  had  unconsciously 
made  themselves  the  mouthpiece  of  those 
noisy  and  not  uninfluential  persons  to 
whom  brightening  hopes  of  the  mainten- 
ance of  peace  had  brought  trouble  and 
disappointment.  Those  persons  were  not 
Englishmen  only,  they  were  of  every 
nation  under  Heaven,  including  Eus- 
sians.  They  were  persons  who  fed,  some 
upon  the  glory  and  the  honours,  others 
upon  the  losses,  the  fears,  the  corruptions, 
the  extravagance  of  war.  On  every  Ex- 
change in  Europe  there  were  men  smart- 
ing with  the  bitterness  of  failure.  They 
had  been  led  to  expect  war,  and  now 
what  would  they  not  give  for  one  more 
day  of  panic,  one  more  day  of  gain,  at 
the  cost  of  the  timid,  the  needy,  and  the 
improvident.  He  thought  he  heard  their 
cries  passing  through  the  unsuspicious 
mouths  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  Terrible  was  the  rage  of 
the  Army  contractors  of  St,  Petersburg, 
Moscow,  and  Odessa.  Bitter  was  the 
complaint  of  the  brave  officers  who 
longed  to  earn  fresh  distinction  at  the 
cannon's  mouth.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
there  was  a  certain  identity  of  sentiment,  a 
sameness  of  origin,  in  the  telegrams  and 
speeches  he  had  lately  read  as  coming 
from  St.  Petersburjf  and  India,  and  as 
made  in  London.  He  was  sure  that  if 
the  expression  of  opinion  were  as  free 
in  St.  Petersburg  as  it  was  here,  the 
Czar  and  M.  de  Giers  would  be  roundly 
abused  for  their  pusillanimity  in  consent- 
ing to  admit  a  doubt  as  to  the  propriety 
of  any  military  action  of  Eussia.  In  Eng- 
land, as  in  Eussia,  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  were  inarticulate.  Of  both  coun- 
tries he  knew  something,  and  he  was 
confident  that  in  both  those  telegrams 
and  speeches  of  exasperation  found  no 
echo  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of  the 
people  at  large.  He  wished  they  knew 
a  little  more  of  the  manufacturers  of 
those  taunts  and  reproaches,  gibes,  and 
incitements.  When  time  should  have 
placed  recent  events  in  a  light  undis- 
turbed by  the  envy  of  rival  politicians, 
by  the  cries  of  gentlemen  of  the  Bourse, 
of  disappointed  contractors,  and  of  am- 
bitious soldiers,  then  would  be  duly  ap- 
preciated the  firmness  of  the  great  Mi- 
nister who  had  declined  to  overlook  the 


Digitized  by  V^jiJiJ' 


gle 


207 


Consolidated  Fund         {COMMONS} 


aotion  of  the  Eussian  General,  and  the 
firmness  of  the  powerful  Sovereign  who, 
in  an  Empire  of  force  and  of  feeble 
civilization,  consented  upon  the  demand 
of  England  to  acknowledge  that  the  con- 
duct of  his  Imperial  Govomment  should 
be  a  question  open  to  the  arbitrament  of 
a  third  Power.  He  congratulated  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment upon  that  concession.  It  was 
pregnant  with  a  promise  extending  far 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  present  ques- 
tion. It  was  a  signal  triumph  for  the 
principle  of  arbitration  gained  in  a 
quarter  where  allegiance  to  that  policy 
was  most  difficult.  As  to  the  defence  of 
India,  they  did  not  differ  in  that  House. 
If  the  safety  of  India  were  in  question, 
he  believed  that  all  sections  of  the  House 
would  vie  with  each  other  only  in  the 
vigour  of  defence.  They  were  at  one  in 
policy ;  they  differed  only  as  to  the  place 
at  which  resistance  was  to  be  offered. 
He  marked,  however,  a  notable  increase 
in  the  sense  of  responsibility.  Transla- 
tions of  Persian  poetry,  such  as  Professor 
Vambery  had  given,  were  no  longer  ac- 
cepted as  matter  of  fact.  The  Missionary 
efforts  of  that  single-minded  gentleman 
had  fallen  very  flat.  The  conmion  sense 
of  the  people  had  taught  them  that  now 
they  were  at  close  quarters  with  Eussia, 
they  must  look,  not  at  Persian  poetry, 
but  upon  the  real  intrinsic  value  of  what 
they  were  called  upon  to  fight  for.  As 
to  Afghanistan,  there  had  been  errors 
undoubtedly.  In  entering  Central  Asia 
Bussia  advanced  into  an  unknown  and 
ill-defined  land.  Afghanistan  had  never 
in  our  time  had  a  fixed  boundary  be- 
tween the  Oxus  and  Persia.  When 
Bussia  obtained  by  conquest  the  coun- 
try of  the  Turkomans — and  he,  for  one, 
agreed  with  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  did  '*  not 
Bee  why  Eussia  should  not  conquer  Tar- 
tary,  as  England  had  India" — no  one 
knew  its  limits.  Thoy  were,  in  fact,  as 
variable  as  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide. 
He  read  with  amusement  the  other  da}* 
that  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  was  to  drive 
Eussia  to  the  Caspian.  He  should  not 
envy  the  Minister  who  was  committed 
to  such  a  rash  undertaking.  If  it  could 
be  done  it  would  not  be  worth  doing,  for 
Eussia  would  assuredly  return  to  be  the 
near  neighbour  of  British  power  in  India. 
The  presence  of  Eussia  on  the  other  side 
of  Afghanistan  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
movable of  political  facts.     Earl  Gran- 
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ville  was  standing  that  day  upon  the 
policy  which  he  urged  in  1874,  in  stating 
that— 

"The  independence  of  Afghanistan  is  re- 
garded by  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  matter 
of  great  importance  to  the  welfare  and  security 
of  British  India,  and  to  the  tranquillity  of  Asia." 

Eecent  errors  had  been  due  in  great  part 
to  the  fact  that  two  European  Powers 
had  been  dealing  with  the  rights  of 
semi-barbarian  peoples  in  an  unknown 
quarter  of  the  world.  The  Czar  had  the 
case  of  the  Turkomans,  we  that  of  the 
Afghans,  in  hand.  If  both  had  known 
all  that  l^ey  knew  now,  each  would  have 
acted  more  wisely.  We  should  not  have 
wished  to  press  the  Afghan  boundary 
into  the  Turkoman  coimtry,  for  nothings 
could  be  so  much  opposed  to  our  in- 
terests as  to  fix  a  quarrelsome  frontier  ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  M.  de  Giers,  if 
he  had  known  all  that  we  now  knew  of 
the  views  of  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan, 
would  not  have  suggested,  as  he  did  in 
April.  1882,  that  the  boundary  of  Af- 
ghanistan passed  from  Khoja  Salah  to 
the  Persian  Frontier  near  Sarakhs.  He 
regretted  that  the  meeting  between  the 
Viceroy  and  the  Ameer  did  not  take 
place  a  year  ago,  so  that  when  the 
Boundary  Commission  set  out  they 
might  have  known  more  of  the  Ameer^s 
views  as  to  his  claim  to  the  north  of 
Herat.  That  want  of  foreknowledge 
had  obscured  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  regret  that  the  Vote 
of  Credit  was  presented  in  one  sum,  be- 
cause there  was  a  natural  connection  be- 
tween the  policy  in  the  Soudan  and  the 
naval  and  military  preparations.  When 
Khartoum  fell  into  the  hands  of  the 
Mahdi,  and  the  Oovemment  received 
Lord  Wolseley's  most  admirable  de- 
spatch of  February  9,  declaring  the  im- 
possibility of  a  siege  of  Khartoum,  with 
the  force  then  under  his  command,  it 
could  not  be  supposed  that  Ministers  of 
60  much  sagacity,  experience,  and  com- 
mon sense  as  those  who  composed  the 
present  Administration  could  have  felt 
any  real  hesitation  as  to  the  course  which 
ought  to  be  pursued.  They  had  before 
them  their  own  resolve,  and  the  advice 
on  which  it  was  founded,  to  abandon 
the  Soudan  ;  they  had  Gordon's  opinion 
that  the  Soudan  was,  and  would  ever  be, 
a  worthless  possession  ;  more  than  that, 
they  had  his  last  reported  words  of  the 
14th  of  December  advising  that  if  the* 
town  fell  it  would  not  be  worth  while  to 
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oontinae  the  Expedition.  They  must 
liaye  known  that  if  it  should  be  neces- 
sary for  the  security  of  Egypt  to  over- 
throw the  power  of  the  Mahdi — and  he 
had  never  been  able  to  agree  with  those 
who  declared  that,  under  no  circum- 
stances, could  it  be  needful — the  opera- 
tion would  be  much  more  easily  per- 
formed in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
Egyptian  Frontier  than  at  Khartoum. 
It  was,  he  thought,  impossible  to  sup- 
pose in  February  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  wore  resolved  to  go  in  quest  of 
the  Mahdi  at  Khartoum ;  and  he  felt, 
no  doubt,  that  their  military  decision 
was  made  and  communicated  to  Lord 
Wolseley  in  deference  to  public  opinion 
at  home,  and  perhaps  in  some  degree 
to  incitement  by  Lord  Wolseley  him- 
self, who  might  well  feel  moved  by 
his  great  disappointment  to  urge  the 
Government  to  undertake  another  au- 
tumn campaign  under  conditions  which 
would  not  admit  of  failure.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  present  policy  of  the 
Government  was  entirely  in  accord  with 
the  present  public  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try. By  that  policy  he  understood  one 
which  was  prepared  to  overthrow  the 
power  of  the  Mahdi  if  it  should  threaten 
the  safety  of  Egypt,  and  which  would 
relax  no  efforts  to  establish  the  security 
and  the  solvency  of  Egypt.  That  was 
the  policy  due  to  their  engagements  and 
to  their  interests.  He  believed  it  to 
have  been  throughout  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  it  was 
abandoned  in  the  instructions  to  Lord 
Wolseley  in  obedience  to  a  more  power- 
ful but  less  well-informed  opinion,  which 
would  probably  at  the  time  have  go- 
verned a  heterogeneous  majority  in  that 
House.  He  Lad  made  those  remarks 
hecause  he  thought  it  was  well  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  gusty  sentiment  which 
'Kctated  the  military  decision  of  the 
Cabinet  in  February  had  involved  the 
vaate  of  nearly  £2,000,000.  It  was, 
however,  likely  that  the  pledge  as  to 
Khartoum  was  a  valuable  aid  to  Lord 
Wolseley's  retirement,  and  it  might  be 
that  a  display  of  force  at  Suakin  was 
'wefol  in  the  same  direction.  But  he 
^ddined  to  believe  that  the  unnecessary 
pledge  to  go  to  Khartoum  was  the  in- 
dependent judgment  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  because  such  a  belief  would  too 
•ererely  strain  his  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  who  in  all  their 
grut  difficulties  as  to  Egypt  had  had 


nothing  to  complain  of  from  the  popular 
quarter  pf  the  House  in  which  he  sat, 
where  there  had  been  a  handful  of 
Members  possessing  very  high  abilities 
who  had  consistently — for  the  last  two 
years,  at  all  events  —  advocated  the 
policy  of  an  absolute  non-intervention 
in  Egypt.  Their  action  must  have  been 
of  great  assistance  to  the  Government, 
because  it  had  aided  by  its  talents  and 
by  the  rejection  it  had  met  with  to  dis- 
play by  how  great  a  majority  the  country 
desired  a  firm  and  vigorous  policy  in 
Egypt.  He  trusted  that  they  had  now 
done  with  what  he  might  call  adventure 
in  Egypt.  They  had  paid  £5,000,000 
as  an  mefi'ectual  ransom  for  General 
Gordon,  whose  deathless  greatness  had 
been  secured  by  his  own  noble  character, 
by  their  efforts,  and  by  their  failure. 
The  policy  now  adopted  was  just  as 
surely  that  of  common  sense  in  Feb- 
ruary as  it  was  in  April.  They  had  only, 
it  seemed  to  him,  to  occupy  the  strongest 
position,  and  to  wait.  If  the  Mahdi 
continued  his  career  as  a  Mahdi  he  must 
advance  upon  Egypt;  if  not,  he  might 
possibly  become  the  acceptable  Chief  of 
some  independent  Government  at  Khar- 
toimi.  He  dared  say,  if  they  continued 
in  that  rational  path,  that  the  time  was 
not  very  far  distant  when  the  passage  to 
Khartoum  might  be,  in  Gordon's  phrase, 
a  '*  picnic."  He  shofild  be  very  glad, 
indeed,  to  see  a  railway  made  from 
Suakin  to  Berber.  He  had  no  doubt  of 
its  civilizing  and  commercial  advantages. 
But  he  was  not  prepared  to  advocate  the 
construction  as  a  commercial  undertak- 
ing, nor  did  he  wish  to  carry  it  through 
a  hostile  population  by  military  force. 
Some  day,  he  could  not  doubt,  that  rail- 
way would  be  made  with  the  cheerful 
aid  of  Native  labour ;  but  the  trade  and 
traffic  to  and  from  Central  Africa  would 
then  be  very  different  from  that  of  the 
present  time.  In  passing  away  from  the 
question  of  the  Soudan  and  of  Khar- 
toum, he  wished  respectfully  to  warn 
their  masters,  the  present  and  the  new 
electors,  against  giving  way  to  their  im- 
pulses. Was  it  not  likely  that,  if  this 
matter  had  been  left  to  the  calm  judg- 
ment of  the  Ministers,  they  would  have 
saved  £2,000,000— -say,  Id,  of  the  In- 
come Tax  —  or  more  than  enough  to 
construct  the  Suakin-Berber  Eailroad? 
That  gush  of  sentiment  which,  on  the 
fall  of  Khartoum,  wished  to  carry  their 
victorious  arms  thither  with  no  definite 
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ulterior  object  was  an  impulse  which 
must  now  stand  charged  with  a  sad  waste 
of  wealth. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  must  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  on  his  allegiance 
to  the  Government ;  because  he  gathered 
from  it  that  whether  the  Government 
smashed  the  Mahdi,  or  whether  they  did 
not,  nothing  would  induce  him  to  swerve 
from  supporting  them.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  complained  of  the 
demand  made  for  information ;  but  if 
ever  information  was  needed  it  was  now, 
when  they  learned  that  the  negotiations 
relative  to  the  Afghan  Frontier  were  to 
be  conducted,  not  on  the  spot  and  by  ex- 
perts, but  in  London,  and  by  Earl  Gran- 
ville, the  very  last  man,  as  he  thought, 
to  whom  this  country  should  delegate 
such  a  power.  But  they  found  a  further 
right  to  information  in  the  dieta  of  the 
Prime  Minister  in  Mid  Lothian,  whose 
speeches  he  had  studied  with  great  in- 
terest, as  they  furnished  the  House  with 
a  complete  manual  of  denunciation 
against  himself.  In  those  speeches  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  charged  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield's  Government  with 
keeping  back  intelligence  from  Parlia- 
ment. In  his  18th  Mid  Lothian  speech 
the  Prime  Minister  had  used  these 
words — 

"  Now  I  have  charged  at  various  times  what 
I  think  an  essential  eoont  in  this  indictment— 
that  intelligence  had  been  kept  back  from  Par- 
liament. Intelligence  necessary  to  full  under- 
standing and  to  competent  discussion  has  been 
withheld  from  Parliament  at  the  yeiy  time  of 
that  discussion.  I  have  shown  various  in- 
stances ;  I  might  show  more.  But  I  will  name 
now  only  very  briefly  that  remarkable  case  of 
the  Afghan  War.  We  were  carried  into  that 
war,  gentlemen,  as  you  will  recollect,  without 
any  previous  notice  or  preparation.  No  Papers 
had  oeen  laid  upon  the  Table  to  enable  us  to 
judge  of  the  state  of  our  relations  with  Afghan- 
istan.** 

He  would  now  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  was  not  falling  into  the  same 
fault  as  that  with  which  he  had  charged 
the  Earl  of  Beacon  sfield's  Government  ? 
When  they  had  asked  for  time  in  order 
that  they  might  have  information  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  divided  against 
them  again  and  again,  and  had  insisted 
that  they  should  go  to  that  Vote  without 
having  the  information  for  which  they 
asked.  The  same  reticence  had  marked 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  at  every 
step;  they  had  taken  the  same  course 
with  regard    to  the    bombardment  of 

Mr.  Arthur  Arnold 


Alexandria  and  to  affairs  in  the  Sou- 
dan, and  they  were  doing  it  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  with  respect  to  the  nego- 
tiations which  were  g^ing  on  as  to  the 
Suez  Canal.     They  were  much  in  the 
same  position  as   they  had  been  in  at 
the  end  of  1868.     They  were  again  on 
the  eve  of  an  arbitration.    In  1868  there 
had  been  an  arbitration  which  had  cost 
them  £3,500,000  and  the  Island  of  San 
Juan,  and  now  they  were  being  hurried 
into  the   same  diplomatic  process — an 
arbitration  the  result  of  which  no  man 
could  foresee.     What  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  was  the  diplomatic  failure  which 
had  marked  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
ever  since  they  had  come  into  Office.  The 
first  thing  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
done  on  coming  into  Office  was  to  show  to 
Eussia  how  entirely  he  meant  to  give 
in  to  what  she  asked.    What  had  hap- 
pened ?  The  whole  dramatis  p^rsonaotihe 
Alabama  Convention  had  been  arrayed 
to  combat  Bussia.     Earl  Granville,  an 
unsuccessful  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  the  Marquess  of  Bipon, 
who  was    sent    out   to    India  to  pull 
up    the  rails  of  the  Quetta  Bailway, 
and  Sir  Edward  Thornton,   who   had 
not  been  engaged  in  diplomatic  busi- 
ness in  Europe  for  40  years,  were  the 
three  gentlemen  selected  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  cope  with  the  astute  diplo* 
matists  of  Bussia.     What  had  Bussia 
done  in  the  meanwhile  ?   She  had  shown 
every  desire  to  prepare  herself  in  the 
Caucasus  so  as  to  be  a  standing  menace 
in  Central  Asia  to  us  as  well  as  to  our  old 
AUy,  Turkey.    We  had  withdrawn  our 
Bepresentative  from  Tiflis,  while  Bussia 
had  sent  Prince  Dondoukoff-Korsakoff, 
who,  while  in  Eastern  Boumelia,  had 
continually  occupied  himself  in  thwart- 
ing all  efforts  towards  a  peaceful  settle- 
ment, and  in  endeavouring  to  counteract 
the  efforts  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield, 
and  had  continually  disobeyed  the  orders 
of  his  own  Government,  until  at  last  he 
had  been  dismissed  and  replaced  by  Ge- 
neral Todleben.    When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  come   into    Office,   he 
had  had  that  dangerous  and  ridiculous 
naval  demonstration,   which  had  been 
the  foundation,   not   only  of   coolness 
between  this  country  and  Turkey,  but  of 
bad  blood  throughout  Eastern  Europe. 
When  Mr.  Goschen  had    been  accre- 
dited as  Ambassador  to  Turkey  it  was 
done   in  a  most  offensive  manner  by 
an  open  telegram.  Hot  in  cipher,  whi(^ 
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stated  that  he  had  been  accredited  as 
Ambassador  to  the  Porte.  The  Forte 
was  nothing ;  it  was  the  Sultan  who  was 
everything.  Then,  they  had  given  Mr. 
Qoschen  a  speech  to  deliver,  which  the 
Sultan  had  declined  to  receive,  and  which 
placed  him  on  bad  terms  with  that  Sove- 
rei)^.  Next,  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  was 
sent  to  Oonstantinople.  A  Conference 
was  held,  and  in  the  middle  of  it  the 
Earl  of  Dufferin  had  been  called  away 
to  deal  with  matters  in  Egypt,  without 
takinff  Turkey,  the  Suzerain  Power,  into 
oonsmtation.  Becently,  again,  when 
the  Porte  had  been  reluctant  to  sign  the 
Oonvention  with  regard  to  Egypt,  in 
doing  which  the  Sultan  was  only  follow- 
ing out  the  recommendations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  at  the.  most  criti- 
cal moment,  when  the  friendship  of 
Turkey  was  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
this  country,  Earl  Ghranville  had  told 
Musurus  Pasha  and  Hassan  Fehmy 
Pasha  that  if  they  did  not  sign  it  within 
48  hours  he  would  send  them  their  pass- 
ports. What  was  their  position  with 
T^ard  to  other  European  Powers  ?  Eus- 
sia  saw  with  joy  that  we  had  ofiPended 
nearly  all,  and  that  there  was  hardly 
any  one  of  them  which  would  assist 
US.  The  Prime  Minister  gave  great 
offence  to  Austria,  and  one  of  his  first 
official  acts  was  to  make  a  most 
humble  apology  to  her.  We  had  be- 
trayed Germany  at  the  Conference  on 
E^^rpt,  and  since  then  Earl  Granville 
had  further  offended  Germany  by  re- 
fusing her  a  place  on  the  Conseil  de  la 
Caisse,  at  Cairo.  We  had  also  excited 
the  jealousy  of  France,  and  had  ag£iin 
made  a  degrading  apology  to  that 
Power.  The  only  Ally  we  possessed  was 
Italy,  whose  alliance  we  had  gained  by 
our  disinterested  conduct  in  conferring 
upon  her  a  slice  of  Turkish  territory. 
In  consequence  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Qovemment  the  alliance  of  the  three 
Emperors  had  been  resumed,  and  one  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  of  an  invasion  of 
Bnasia  on  our  part  would  be  that  Austria 
and  Germany  had  pressed  so  strongly 
on  the  Porte  the  necessity  of  neutrality. 
How  did  those  difficulties  between  this 
eountrj  and  Eussia  arise?  Who  pro- 
posed the  Boundary  Commission,  and 
why  was  the  insult  placed  upon  a  Ee- 
presentative  of  this  country,  having  to 
beat  about  from  pillar  to  post  as  Sir 
Peter  Lomsden  had  been  compelled  to 
do?    The  recent  proceedings  of  Her 


Majesty's  Government  had  read  some 
severe  lessons  to  the  public  servants  of 
the  country.  They  had  seen  in  the  case 
of  General  Gordon  that  fidelity  to  his 
trust  meant  his  death;  and  they  now 
found  in  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  that  obe- 
dience to  his  instructions  meant  dis- 
honour. He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  a  fact  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment sent  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  deli- 
mitate the  frontiers  of  Afghanistan 
they  did  not  know  the  wishes  of  the 
Ameer  on  the  point  ?  He  believed  that 
they  did  not  know  the  Ameer's  views 
until  after  the  Conference  at  Eawul 
Pindi,  an  event  which  the  Eussians  had 
resented  by  the  incident  of  Penjdeh. 
It  was  then  found  we  had  been  claim- 
ing frontier  the  Ameer  did  not  want, 
and  that  the  Ameer  did  not  care  for 
certain  points  upon  which  we  had  in- 
sisted. The  boasted  friendship  of  the 
Ameer  was  such  that  he  would  not  allow 
British  troops  to  enter  his  territory?  For 
what  purpose  did  the  Government  now 
require  the  Vote  of  £11,000,000?  It 
was  not  required  for  arbitration;  but 
was  it  wanted  because  it  had  been  spent 
without  the  authority  of  Parliament? 
Who  was  going  to  be  the  arbitrator  ? 
Was  the  Prince  of  Monaco  intended  to 
be  named  as  the  arbitrator  ?  But  even 
if  the  arbitration  were  carried  out,  how 
could  they  depend  on  Eussia  observing 
the  new  i^ontier  any  more  than  she  had 
observed  her  previous  engagements  with 
regard  to  Central  Asia  ?  A  new  frontier 
delimitated  by  the  Prince  of  Monaco 
would  have  no  value  whatever ;  its  value 
would  depend  entirely  on  the  good  faith 
of  the  parties,  and  everyone  knew  the 
value  of  Eussia's  good  faith.  A  new 
frontier  settled  in  this  way  would  be 
entirely  different  to  a' frontier  arrived  at 
by  a  Congress  of  Europe,  and  dependent 
on  International  Law.  What  further 
steps  did  the  Government  intend  to  take 
in  India  ?  Would  they  fortify  the  fron- 
tier ?  They  knew  that  Eussia  was  close 
upon  them,  and  that  at  any  moment  she 
might  persuade  the  Afghans  to  take  part 
against  us.  Were  the  Government  going 
to  spend  the  money  in  making  impreg- 
nable the  frontiers  of  India  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  no  doubt,  now 
heartily  wished  for  the  scientific  frontier 
they  so  much  derided  and  laughed  at 
someyears  ago — they  doubtless  regretted 
having  abandoned  Candahar  in  such 
haste,  and  wished  that  they  had   not 
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taken  up  the  rcdls  to  Quetta,  seUing  them 
for  old  iron.  In  1875  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter wrote  a  letter  to  Earl  Granville,  in 
"which  he  said — 

"  I  see  no  public  advantage  in  my  continuing 
to  act  as  the  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party,  as  at 
the  age  of  65,  and  after  42  years  of  a  laborious 
public  life,  I  think  myself  entitled  to  retire  on 
the  present  opportunity.  This  retirement  is 
dictated  to  me  by  my  personal  views  as  to  the 
best  method  of  spending  the  closing  years  of  my 
life." 

He  would  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  he  had 
added  to  the  public  welfare,  or  to  his 
own  credit,  by  not  adhering  to  the  deter- 
mination he  then  expressed?  Of  the  10 
years  that  had  passed  since  that  declara- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spent 
five  years  in  agitation,  and  five  in  en- 
deavouring to  upset  the  policy  of  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield  ;  and  he  would  ask 
whether  now,  at  the  end  of  that  period, 
there  was  less  anxiety,  less  bloodshed, 
less  responsibility,  less  expenditure,  less 
outrage,  or  less  coercion  than  there  was 
before  he  commenced  ?  Was  there  more 
tranquillity  now  than  then,  more  active 
trade,  greater  alliances  with  Foreign 
Powers,  more  prosperity,  or  more  peace ; 
or  was  it  not  a  fact  that  Ireland  was  at 
this  time  coerced  more  than  ever,  was 
not  the  question  of  Ireland  seriously  di- 
viding the  councils  of  the  Government ; 
and  did  not  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment come  down  to  that  House  looking 
pleasant  or  melancholy,  according  as  the 
one  section  of  the  Cabinet  prevailed  or 
found  themselves  in  a  minority  ?  Was 
it  not  a  fact  that  we  now  found  foreign 
countries  alienated,  our  defences  weak- 
ened, our  taxation  enormously  increased, 
our  trade  prostrate,  and  war  imminent  ? 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  ask  for  some  infor- 
mation and  some  explanation  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  before  they  parted 
with  control  over  this  money.    . 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY:  The  hon. 
Member  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolflf)  will 
hardly  expect  anyone  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  follow  him  in  the  miscellaneous 
observations  with  which  he  has  con- 
cluded, or  to  take  much  notice  of  the 
very  unworthy  remarks  that  he  has 
thought  proper  to  make  on  the  Prime 
Minister.  For  my  own  part,  I  have 
never  been  an  adulator  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  But  I  must  say  that  I  believe 
there  has  never  been  a  time  in  his  career 
when  the  country  was  better  pleased  to 

Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff 


see  him  in  control  of  our  affairs  than  it 
is  at  this  moment.  The  hon.  Member 
talks  about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
beginning  his  reign  with  an  apology.  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  his  own 
Leader,  if  he  came  into  power  to-morrow, 
would  not  have  to  begin  with  an  apology 
to  Eussia  ?  ["  No  !  "]  What,  do  you 
think  it  possible  that  a  statesman  could 
be  entrusted  with  the  reins  of  Office 
who  has  just  given  to  a  great  Power 
the  alternative  choice  between  being  a 
swindler  and  a  bankrupt?  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  has  told  us  to-night  that  some 
of  us  who  sit  near  him  have  seen  our 
policy  rejected. 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
he  stated  that  the  policy  of  non-inter- 
vention in  Egypt  was  rejected. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Why,  Sir,  if 
there  ever  was  a  time  when  those  sitting 
in  this  part  of  the  House  had  a  right 
to  congratulate  themselves  on  the  line 
which  we  adopted,  it  is  to-night.    We 
have  to-night  heard  Ministers  using  the 
self-same  arguments  for  abandoning  a 
policy,  which  we  pressed  on  them  two 
months  ago   against   ever  taking  that 
policy  up.    We  have  constantly  been 
taunted  with  the  twofold  course  that  we 
have  taken ;  with  protesting  against  the 
action  of  Ministers  while  refusing  to 
displace  them.  We  have  been  reproached, 
in  the  phrase  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke), 
with  giving  one  vote  for  conscience  and 
another  for  Party.     I  submit  that  events 
have  amply  justified  us.  If  we  look  back 
on  the  line  that  we  followed  when  we 
gave  one  vote  as  a  protest  against  the 
Soudan  policy  and  another  against  turn- 
ing out  the  Minister,  we  must  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  we  pursued  the  only 
course  open  to  men  of  sense  and  judg- 
ment.    Infallibility  is  not  the  secret  of 
any  Ministry.     It  is  not  even  the  gift  of 
all  Oppositions.    But  the  present  Go- 
vernment,   though    they    are    fallible, 
have,  at  any  rate,  the  grace  not  to  be 
impenitent.     I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
much  more  admire  the  moral  courage 
with  which  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  has  to-day  ad- 
mitted that  the  policy  the  Government 
had  hitherto  pursued  in  the  Soudan  was 
not  wise,  than  I  appreciate  what  I  must 
call  the  moral  cowardice  of  the  noble 
Ix)rd  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  who  got  up  and  said 
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fhAt  he  had  never  heen  in  favour  of 
going  to  Khartoum.  That  statement 
Illed  me  with  amazement.  On  the  oc- 
casion of  the  last  Vote  of  Oensure,  a 
hamble  individual  sitting  in  this  region 
made  a  Motion  condemnatory  of  the 
policy  of  going  to  Khartoum.  That 
kotion  was  opposed,  and  by  whom  was 
the  opposition  to  the  Motion  led  ?  Why, 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex.  It  was  an  Amendment  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord  that  caused  my  pro- 
position to  be  rejected.  ["  No !  "1  Yes, 
Sit;  I  am  speaking  of  the  Vote  of 
Censure  at  the  end  of  February,  on 
which  occasion  455  Gentlemen  went  into 
the  Lobby  on  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
and  defeated  our  Motion  against  going 
to  Khartoum.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Itandolph 
ChurchiU},  a  few  night  ago,  made  a 
very  statesmanlike  speech  in  favour  of 
giving  up  the  Soudan  policy.  But  then, 
while  the  noble  Lord  was  absent,  his 
Ticegerents  on  the  Front  Bench  had 
usurped  full  powers.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Glouces- 
tershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  made 
a  very  definite  statement  of  policy,  which, 
I  think,  we  must  assume  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  Tory  Party.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  say?  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  his  words — 

**  I  think  it  will  now  be  admitted  that  if  we 
gtre  up  the  Sondan  to  the  Mahdi,  either  anarchy 
or  a  slaTe-trmding  despotism  would  he  the 
future  of  the  country ;  and  I  do  not  think  the 

people  of  England  will  aeree  to  that 

You  mutt  retain  the  control  of  the  Nile  Yalley , 
u  far  south  as  Khartoum ;  and  you  must  see 
that  there  is  established  at  Khartoum  a  Govem- 
ment,  subject  to  your  influence,  in  dose  con- 
neotion  with  the  Government  of  Egypt.  .  .  . 
That  appears  to  me  a  policy  which  is  at  least 
defiuite,  and^  if  followed,  would  not  impose 
on  this  coontry  any  such  terrible  burden  as 
appears  to  be  supposed."— (3  Santard,  [294] 
IW.) 

That,  I  sajy  was  and  is  the  policy  of  the 
OonsenratiYe  Party,  and  it  is  impossible 
fo  reconcile  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  the  declarations  made  by  the 
Leaders  of  hia  Party  during  his  absence. 
The  only  misgiving  that  I  feel  myself, 
titer  what  the  Government  has  said  to- 
night, is  that  they  do  not  go  qnite  so 
far  as  I  eoold  wish.  A  year  ago  I  said 
that  if  you  hold  Soakin  then  you  are 
eommitted  to  hold  the  entire  Soudan. 
It  is  extremely  difficult  to  hold  that 
pkee  without   making  a   railway,  or 


pushing  forward  in  some  way.  If  you 
made  a  railway  10  or  20  miles  long,  it 
would  only  be  a  railway  into  the 
desert,  producing  nothing  and  develop- 
ing nothing.  It  cotdd  not  stop  there. 
If  you  have  your  little  finger  in  Suakin, 
you  will  inevitably  be  tempted  some 
day  or  other  to  push  the  railway 
on  to  Berber.  Makins^  the  railway  to 
Berber  is  all  very  well ;  but  it  means 
a  Government  at  Berber — an  English  or 
a  European  Government.  I  deprecate 
anything  like  any  entanglement  of  that 
sort.  What  I  should  wish,  therefore,  is 
that  the  Government  would  announce 
their  intention  of  giving  up  Suakin,  as 
well  as  the  rest  of  the  Soudan.  I  re- 
gret that  the  Government  should  sup- 
pose that  the  time  has  not  yet  come  for 
an  announcement  of  that  kind ;  because 
a  year  ago,  on  the  6th  of  March,  1884, 
the  Prime  Minister  said  that  they  would 
have  to  consider  what  would  be  the  best 
form  of  providing  ultimately  for  the 
security  of  Suakin  on  the  withdrawal  of 
the  British  Forces,  **  which  was  an  ob- 
ject they  desired  and  would  use  every 
possible  endeavour  speedily  to  attain." 
No  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State  gave 
two  reasons  why  we  should  retain  Sua- 
kin. One  was  that  we  should  stop  one 
of  the  great  vents  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
If  we  may  trust  the  Eeports  of  official 
agents,  I  believe  that  we  have  every 
possible  reason  to  doubt  any  such  state* 
ment.  It  is  clear  that  the  Slave  Trade 
is  carried  on  by  dhows,  which  can  run 
up  at  any  point  on  the  shore.  Posses- 
sion of  one  particular  port  would,  there- 
fore, be  of  uncommonly  little  use  in 
stopping  the  Slave  Trade.  The  other 
argument  used  by  the  noble  Marquess 
in  defending  the  retention  of  Suakin 
was  that  it  was  of  importance  to  us 
that  no  other  European  Power  should 
have  a  hold  on  the  Bed  Sea.  At  the 
time  I  thought  this  was  a  good  argu- 
ment, and  that  there  would  be  many  in- 
conveniences in  having  another  European 
Power  between  the  Suez  Oanal  and  our 
Indian  Possessions.  But  we  now  under- 
stand that  a  European  Power  is  already 
placed  in  a  port  on  the  Bed  Sea — ^that 
the  Italians  are  at  Massowah,  I  presume 
with  the  acquiescence  and  approval  of 
Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment.  This  par- 
ticular argument,  therefore,  has  now  lost 
all  its  force.  Next,  it  was  urged  that 
we  should  remain  at  Suakin  in  order  to 
exercise  a  civilizing  influence,   and  sa 
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forth.  I  regret,  by  the  way,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  is  not  in  his 
place ;  I  should  like  to  have  heard  his 
views  on  the  new  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  the  Soudan,  where 
he  was  so  anxious  that  we  should  exer- 
cise our  civilizing  influence,  even  at  the 
risk  of  indefinite  extension  of  risks  and 
responsibilities.  Well,  we  have  left 
Khartoum,  on  the  ground,  or  with  the 
excuse,  as  the  Prime  Minister  expressly 
said,  that  the  government  at  Khartoum 
was  not  any  worse  than  it  was  four  or 
five  years  ago.  Might  not  exactly  as 
much  be  said  of  Suakin  ?  If  we  leave 
Suakin,  like  Khartoum,  it  would  be  no 
worse  than  it  was  four  or  five  years  ago. 
I  will  say  no  more  on  the  one  point  on 
which  I  differ  from  the  Government.  I 
feel  too  strongly  how  much  cause  for 
congratulation  we  have,  and  the  country 
has,  that  the  Government,  having  recog- 
nized that  they  have  taken  a  false  step, 
has  had  the  courage  to  retrace  it.  I  will 
not  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  by 
speaking  of  the  afPairs  of  Afghanistan. 
I  believe  that  the  constituencies,  and 
especially  the  new  constituencies,  would 
not  readily  have  forgiven  Her  Majesty's 
Government  if  they  had  committed  us  to 
so  tremendous  an  undertaking  as  a  war 
with  Bussia  for  so  infinitesimal  a  point 
as  that  for  which  we  were  contending. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  question 
of  our  Indian  Frontier,  and  the  ultimate 
settlement  of  that  frontier  with  Bussia, 
is  a  small  question.  On  the  contrary, 
I  believe  that  it  is  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant questions  of  the  time,  and  will 
pretty  certainly  engage  the  attention  of 
both  political  Parties  for  the  next  10  or 
15  years  to  come.  But  what  I  will  say 
is  Uiis — ^that  the  war,  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seem  so  anxious  to  pre- 
cipitate, would  not  have  advanced  the 
settlement  of  that  question  in  the 
smallest  degree.  If  we  had  any  chance 
of  reducing  Bussia  to  the  position  of  a 
third  or  fourth-rate  Power,  then  I  could 
have  understood  how,  by  the  war,  we 
ahould  have  attained  our  end.  But  Uiere 
is  no  one  who  believes,  or  makes  a  pre- 
tence of  believing,  that  such  a  feat  is 
within  our  power.  We  know  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  Bussia,  and  if  any 
Gentleman  can  point  out  to  me  how  a  war 
with  Bussia,  waged,  as  it  would  now 
have  to  be,  under  the  most  difficult  cir- 
cumstances, is  to  be  won,  I  will  admit 

Mr,  John  Morley 


that  the  policy  of  the  Government  ia 
seeking  peace  under  the  present  circum- 
stances is  an  unwise  policy.  I  feel  that 
until  the  Papers  which  have  been  pro- 
mised have  been  laid  upon  the  Table  the 
House  will  not  be  in  a  position  to  form 
a  ripened  judgment  upon  this  subject. 
I  feel,  too,  that  the  announcement  that 
has  been  made  to-night  of  the  intentioa 
of  the  Government  to  retire  from  that 
miserable  scene,  the  Soudan,  will  be  re- 
ceived with  satisfaction  throughout  the 
country;  while  the  pacification  with. 
Bussia,  even  though  it  should  prove  to 
bemerely  a  temporary  pacification,  which 
has  been  the  result  of  the  diplomacy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  is  an  object 
of  which  the  great  bulk  of  the  people  of 
this  nation  will  most  heartily  approve. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Sir.  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  has  again  imputed  to  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House  a  charge 
that  he  brought  against  the  Opposition 
on  a  former  occasion — namely,  that  we 
are  anxious  to  bring  about  a  war  be- 
tween this  country  and  Bussia.  [ ' '  Hear, 
hear!"]  As  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
cheer  that  insinuation,  I  must  once 
again  repudiate  the  charge  with  all  the 
force  and  energy  in  my  power.  I  will, 
however,  go  as  far  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  this— that  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
admit  that,  in  my  opinion,  a  just  and 
an  honourable  war  is  infinitely  to  be 
preferred  to  a  sham  and  a  dishonour- 
able peace,  and  a  peace,  moreover, 
which  would  only  leave  the  situation  of 
afiPairs  in  this  position — ^that  war,  in  all 
probability,  sooner  or  later,  would  be 
inevitable ;  and  a  war  to  be  waged  under 
such  circumstances  would  be  infinitely 
more  disadvantageous  to  this  oountry 
than  it  would  be  at  the  present  moment. 
Passing,  however,  for  a  moment,  from 
the  insinuation  of  the  hon.  Member, 
although  I  shall  have  to  make  some 
further  observations  upon  his  speech 
before  I  conclude  my  own,  and  before  I 
address  myself  to  the  question  imme- 
diately before  us,  and  the  previous 
speeches  which  have  been  delivered  ia 
the  course  of  this  debate,  I  desire,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  dear  up  the 
position  in  which  the  House  is  placed 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton).  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say,  at  the  commencement 
of  these  proceecUngs,  that  he  was  under 
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the  impression  that  a  distinct  under* 
standiDg    existed    not   to  contest    the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.    I  desire  to 
gnard  myself  most  distinctly  against  any 
adhesion — against  the  slightest  adhe- 
sion whatsoever — ^to  that  proposition  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  indeed,  ad- 
mitted that  a  voice    from  below   the 
Gangway  was  heard  in  which  the  as- 
sertion was  repudiated ;  and  he  was  kind 
enough  to  tell  me  this  affcemoon,  when 
I  interjected  an  observation  across  the 
floor  of  the  House,  that  I  had  taken  no 
part  in  the  proceedings  on  the  previous 
occasion  when  this  subject  was  under 
discussion.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  part 
I  took  in  that  proceeding  was  to  move 
the  adioumment  of  the  debate — a  Mo- 
tion which  has  led,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
to  the  present  proceedings ;  and  I  wish 
to  say  distinctly  that  I  regard  the  de- 
bate to-night  as  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  the  continuation  of  the  debate  on 
the  Vote  of  Oredit  the  other  night,  and 
aa  an  occasion  which  afPords  us  an  op- 
portunity, if  we  think  it  right  and  de- 
sirable to  do  so,  after  all  we  have  heard 
and  shall  hear,  I  presume,  from  the  Go- 
vernment to-nigat,  of  giving  a  hostile 
vote  against  this  Bill,  in  order  to  refuse 
the  Supplies  which  have  been  demanded 
by  the  Government.    What  else  could 
be  the  object  of  our  proceeding  the  other 
night?     We  held  then  that  there  was 
not  soflicient  information  to  justify  us  in 
coming  to  a  eonolusion  on  the  questions 
fnbmitted  to  us  by  the  Government,  and 
predoely  because  we  required  further 
information  we  took  the  course  I  have 
described.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  took  exception  to  the  Amendment, 
and  to  tiie  proceedings  of  the  Opposition, 
on  the  ground  that  they  are  inconvenient 
as  a  matter  of  proceaure.    Now,  I  do 
not  regard  them  by  any  means  as  a 
matter  of  procedure  only,  and  I  confess 
that  I  rejoiced  greatly  when  I  heard  the 
Amendment  read  the  other  night  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
pochioo  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  my  views  on  that  occasion  have 
been  confirmed  by  the  proceedings  of 
tint  evening,  because  it  appeared  to  me 
then,  and  it  appears  to  me  still  more 
now,  that  the  Opposition  had  no  alterna- 
tive except  to  take  the  course  which  they 
have  taken  on  this  occasion,  without 


J  Uabie  to  the  charge  of  a  most  dis- 
txttct  <ulure  of  duty.    What  is  it  that 


we  have  heard  to-night?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  has  congra-tulated 
Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  a  mag- 
nificent exhibition  of  moral  courage 
upon  this  occasion.  He  regards  the 
attitude  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  the  policy  they  have  pursued,  as  an 
exhibition  of  moral  courage.  Well,  Sir, 
I  take  rather  a  different  view  of  their 
proceedings.  I  have  not  been  an  exces- 
sive number  of  years  in  the  House  my- 
self ;  but  I  question  very  much  whether 
the  oldest  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ever  heard  a  statement  horn  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown  in  this  House 
which  enveloped  his  Colleagues  and  him- 
self in  a  blacker  pall  of  shame,  discredit, 
and  disgrace,  of  imbecility,  of  ignominy, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  I  must  add  of  in- 
famy as  well,  than  that  which  fell  upon 
them  here  to-night,  as  he  unfolded  step  by 
step  his  piteous  avowal  of  their  latest 
inconsistency  in  regard  to  the  Soudan — 
with  all  its  vast  expenditure  of  men  and 
money,  blood  and  lives,  for  no  purpose 
whatever — with  all  this  cruel  and  this 
useless  slaughter,  these  hecatombs  of 
victims.  The  homes  almost  without 
number — the  countless  homes  ruined 
and  destroyed  in  the  Soudan ;  and  all  for 
no  object  and  no  purpose  whatsoever 
under  the  sun,  except  to  save  the  seats 
of  an  imbecile  and  incapable  Govern- 
ment. I  venture  to  claim  that  the  ques- 
tion of  their  Soudan  policy  is  a  subject 
which  in  itself  deserves  and  merits 
a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  it  stood 
alone.  But  there  are  some  other  ques- 
tions in  connection  with  the  Soudan 
policy  to  which  I  should  like,  for  a  mo- 
ment, to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castie  (Mr.  John  Morley)  just  now  asked 
this  question  of  the  Government.  He 
said — "  I  am  pretty  well  satisfied  with 
your  proceedings  on  the  whole ;  but  I 
feel  tnat  I  should  have  liked  you  to  have 
gone  further.  Why  do  not  you  give  up 
Suakin  altogether?"  I  am,  of  course, 
only  speaking  of  the  proceedings  of  to- 
night, because  we  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  throughout  objected  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  the  Soudan. 
To-night,  however,  pleased  with  their 
policy  of  retirement,  he  says — "Why 
not  go  a  litUe  further  and  give  up 
Suakin  altogether?"  I  think  I  can 
supply  the  hon.  Member  with  an  an* 
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swer  out  of  the  lips  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.  Not  long  ago — on 
the  19th  of  February  last— the  Prime 
Minister  made  use  of  these  words. 
He  said — "A  contrary  decision  would 
have  at  once  involved  the  abandonment 
of  these  all-important  objects : — Firstly, 
the  rescue  of  General  Gordon's  friends 
at  Khartoum;  secondly,  the  establish- 
ment of  a  stable  Government  there; 
thirdly,  the  checking  of  the  Slave  Trade ; 
and,  fourthly,  the  rescue  of  the  garri- 
sons." Now,  this  statement  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister  was  some  answer, 
I  admit,  to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  as 
to  why  he  does  not  go  further  and  give 
up  Suakin;  but  it  entails  this  upon  the 
Government — ^that  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  some  Minister  to  rise  in  his 
place  to-night  and  reconcile  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  19th 
of  February  with  the  announcement  we 
heard  from  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  evening.  Well,  Sir, 
the  Prime  Minister  said  something  more, 
because,  on  the  23rd  of  February,  he 
made  this  assertion.    He  said — 

"  The  representation  of  the  necessity  of  an 
Expedition  to  Suakin,  and  of  making  from 
8uakin  provision  that  the  route  to  Berber  shall 
be  rendered  safe  against  Osman  Dig^na  and  his 
Forces— that  demand,  that  necessity,  does  not 
depend  upon  our  adoption  of  the  policy  of  de- 
stroying the  Mahdi's  power  at  Khartoum,  but 
is  inherent  in  the  nature  of  the  case  as  it 
stands."— (3  Hansard,  [294]  1099.) 

If  that  policy  did  not  depend  on  the 
necessity  of  destroying  the  Mahdi's 
power  at  Khartoum,  in  Heaven's  name 
what  did  it  depend  upon?  Will  the 
Government  be  good  enough  to  give  us 
an  explanation  in  the  course  of  tiie  de- 
bate this  evening  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  complained  of  my  noble  Friend — 
and  the  complaint  was  in  the  nature  of 
a  retort — that  he  did  not  say  what  he 
meant  because  of  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment. He  said  we  only  ask  for  infor- 
mation. Well,  we  did  begin  by  asking 
for  information.  That  is  quite  true. 
We  have  been  desirous  of  information 
all  through ;  but  we  have  not  got  it ; 
and,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  we  never  shall 
get  it.  As  we  do  not  get  the  informa- 
tion, we  have  only  one  resource  to  fall 
back  upon,  and  it  is  to  refuse  the  Sup- 
plies asked  for  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.   I  doubt  very  much  if  ever 
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there  was  a  precedent  in  the  annals  of 
Parliament  before  for  the  position  in 
which  the  Opposition  have  been  placed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
Government  have  come  forward  and 
made  enormous  demands  on  the  House 
of  Commons.  At  the  same  time,  thej 
have  laid  no  Papers  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  frontier  of 
India,  and  for  months  and  months  we 
have  had  no  information  whatsoever,  or 
hardly  any,  from  the  Government.  I 
will  not  say  that  we  have  had  none; 
but  certainly  it  has  been  the  most 
meagre  information  possible.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  other  night,  in  a 
moment  of  great  candour,  bluntly 
blurted  this  out  to  the. House — ^that  the 
Government  had  never  presented  their 
policy  to  the  House  at  all,  and  that,  too, 
although  he  must  have  known  that  his 
noble  Friend  and  Colleague  sitting  by 
his  side — the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
— had  laid  it  down  as  a  high  and  car- 
dinal principle,  when  he  was  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  placed  in  almost 
similar  circumstances,  that  Votes  of 
Credit  and  Supplies  beyond  the  ordinary 
Estimates  of  the  year  ought  not  to  be 
granted  except  on  questions  of  policy 
which  had  been  distinctly  formed  and 
publicly  declared.  I  need  not  say  that 
this  has  been  an  almost  intolerable  tax 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House — a  severe 
trial  of  endurance  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oa 
this  side  of  the  House.  We  have  gone 
on  in  this  way  for  many  months,  and  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  many  of  us  on 
this  side  have  had  grave  doubts  how  far 
we  were  justified  in  continuing  to  main- 
tain this  attitude  of  silence  and  reserve. 
[A  laugh.']  I  do  not  know  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  should  laugh. 
If  the  Home  Secretary  is  able  to  extend 
his  recollection  back  a  little  longer  than 
48  hours  he  must  remember  that  it  is 
not  many  days  since  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman his  Leader — ^the  Prime  Minister 
— paid  the  Opposition  a  most  unwonted, 
but  a  most  marked,  compliment,  for  the 
attitude  they  had  observed  through- 
out these  proceedings.  What  I  was 
saying  when  the  hilarity  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  interrupted  me  ¥ra8 
this — that  we  put  aside  all  these  oon- 
siderations,  that  we  shrunk  from  any- 
thing and  everything  that  could,  by  any 
human  probability,  have  embarrassed 
the  action  of  the  Gbvomment,  we  granted 
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you  the  Vote  of  Credit  without  a  word 
and  without  a  sjllable,    although   we 
were  opposed  in  principle  to  your  policy, 
and  to  all  your  foreign  policy  in  par- 
ticular.     Ajid  why  £d  we  do    this? 
Why,  Sir,  we  did  it  because  we  hoped 
and  honestly  believed,  after  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  moving  for  the 
Vote  of  Credit,  that  the  spirit,  even  of 
this  Government,  had  been   roused  at 
last,  and  that  they  were  determined  it 
ahoold  be  used  in  order  to  maintain  the 
dignity  and  the  safety  of  the  Empire 
and  the  honour  of  our  name.     Well, 
Sir,  I  contend  that  we  had  good  grounds 
for  that  opinion.    I  will  tell  the  House 
two  or  three  of  them.    It  is  quite  true 
that  (Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  on  that 
Bench  have  earned  for  themselves,  and 
fitly  earned,  I  think,  the  title  of  the 
Cabinet  of  Becantation  and  Surrender,  in 
almost  all  parts  of  the  world.    But  here 
we  had  not  only  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  which  I  have  alluded,  but 
the  statements  and  recorded  opinions  of 
many  of  his  Colleagues  besides.    And 
what  did  those  statements  come  to  ?    In 
the  first  place,  I  suppose  no  Gentleman 
opposite  will  deny — ^for  it  is  universally 
a^[iitted — ^that  we  are  pledged  to  the 
Ameer  to  resist  and  repel  all  foreign 
interference  in^his  Dominions.     There  is 
no  doubt,  I  presume,  and  no  question  on 
that  point.     Well,  what  do  those  Domi- 
nions include  ?    On  the  3rd  of  March 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  in  **  an- 
oUier  place,"  and  on  the  same  day  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiiairs,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  de- 
clared, on  the  part  of  the  Qt)vernment, 
that  in  their    opinion  the  positions  of 
Zolficar  and    Penjdeh  were  distinctly 
within  the   Dominions  of   the    Ameer. 
That  being  so,  what  is  it  that  we  have 
Men?     Surely  these  things  must,    in 
common  fairness,   by  hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  be  held  to  account  for  some 
change  of  attitude  on  our  part.    They 
hafe  never  been  explained,  and  we  are 
totally  in  ignorance  of  the  negotiations 
of  the  GoTomment  with  regard  to  them. 
That  being  so,  and  this  being  the  de- 
claration of  the  Government,  what  is  it 
that  we    have    seen?      The   positions 
Qtmed  have  been  taken  by  a  Foreign 
Power.      They    are    occupied   at  this 
moment  by  a  Foreign  Power,  with  the 
tcquiescence,  as  far  as  we  know — at  all 
events,  the  Gk>Yemment  have  not  insisted 
OB  the  wiUidrawal   of   that    Foreign 
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Power — and  therefore,  as  far  as  we 
know,  with  the  complete  acquiescence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  What 
is  the  next  point  ?  On  the  1st  of  April — 
and  I  must  say  a  very  appropriate  day 
I  think  it  was  under  all  the  circum- 
stances— the  Earl  of  Eosebery,  the  latest 
ornament  of  the  Cabinet,  whose  addition 
to  that  Body  was  publicly  welcomed  as 
the  herald  of  a  new  and  a  more  cou- 
rageous and  a  more  thorough  English 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
delivered  a  speech  at  Manchester.  What 
did  he  say  there?  Why,  he  ridiculed 
the  idea  of  arbitration,  on  the  ground 
that  any  arbitration  in  this  case  would 
be  a  foregone  conclusion,  and  because 
all  arbitrations  of  this  nature  had  in-  . 
variably  been  given  against  us.  Thirdly, 
there  were  the  statements  deliberately 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  9th 
of  April  in  this  House,  and  by  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin,  the  Viceroy  of  India,  at 
Lahore,  on  the  15th  of  April.  The 
latter  statement  may  not  be  absolutely 
without  qualification,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  pointed 
out  to-night ;  but  I  do  not  accept  the 
accuracy  of  his  description  of  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin's  words,  because  I  have  read 
them  from  another  source  myself,  and 
what  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  said  was  this, 
as  far  as  my  information  goes — that  the 
aggression  was  unprovoked  upon  the 
Ameer's  Dominions  as  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  ascertain.  I  certainly  imagine 
that  the  sources  of  information  open  to 
the  Viceroy  of  India  must  be  pretty 
good,  and  that  he  would  not  have  made 
so  grave  a  statement,  coming  fresh,  as 
he  did,  from  a  conference  with  the 
Ameer,  unless  he  had  been  pretty  well 
satisfied  of  the  facts.  Yet  he  stated  that 
the  Dominions  of  the  Ameer  had  been  the 
scene  of  an  unprovoked  aggression  by  a 
Foreign  Power.  Sir,  I  say  that  was  a 
statement  the  gravity  of  which  it  is 
impossible  to  over-estimate.  When  an 
English  Minister  comes  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  addresses  us  in 
measured  tones,  and  tells  us  that  an  un- 
provoked aggression  has  been  committed 
by  a  Foreign  Power  either  upon  our- 
selves or  upon  one  of  our  Allies  in  a 
quarter  which  is  vital  to  the  interests  of 
England,  the  least  that  the  English  Par- 
liament and  the  least  that  the  English 
people  expect  is  that  reparation  and  a 
full  explanation  shall  be  made  by  that 
Foreign  Power,  and  made  without  de- 
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lay.  Wliat  has  happened  in  ibis  case  ? 
Has  Her  Majesty's  Government  asked 
for  reparation  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man Uie  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to-night,  as  far  as  I  understood  him, 
said  that  they  have  not.  I  do  not  care 
whether  you  have  or  not ;  but  what  is 
the  position  in  which  you  are  placed  ? 
If  there  has  been  unprovoked  aggres- 
sion, and  if  you  have  asked  for  repara- 
tion, your  demand  has  been  contemptu- 
ously refused.  If  there  has  not,  and  if 
you  have  not  done  so,  then  you  are  even 
more  guilty  than  I  thought  you  were ; 
because  you  had  no  business  to  come 
down  to  this  House  and  make  a  state- 
ment such  as  this.  Well,  have  you 
asked  for  explanation?  You  have,  I 
believe,  asked  for  explanation;  and 
what  is  the  result  ?  Why,  the  result  is 
this — that  in  spite  of  the  forecasts  of 
your  own  Colleague,  the  latest  addition 
to  the  Cabinet,  you  have  deliberately 
relegated  this  question  of  unprovoked 
aggression  to  what,  in  all  the  circum- 
stances, I  am  boimd  to  believe,  on  the 
Earl  of  Eosebery's  authority,  can  lead 
to  nothing  but  a  humiliating  and  a  fore- 
gone conclusion.  You  have  relegated 
that  question  not  in  reality,  but,  in  my 
opinion,  only  in  form.  Why  do  I  say 
this  ?  I  say  it  because,  while  you  have 
recalled  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  the  conduct 
of  tbe  only  person — General  Komaroff — 
besides  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  who  can 
really  be  responsible  for  that  unpro- 
voked aggression  is  excluded  altogether 
from  the  arbitration.  Now,  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  upon  that  point, 
and  it  is  a  question,  I  think,  which  the 
Government  ought  to  answer.  I  do  not 
wish  to  impute  anything  to  them  until  I 
know  how  the  position  stands.  What  I 
want  to  ask  is  this.  Has  that  recall  of 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  or  his  direction  to 
repair  to  the  Metropolis — whatever  you 
please  to  call  it — been  demanded,  or  has 
it  been  made,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, a  condition  of  arbitration,  by 
Bussia  ?  The  (Government  must  paxdon 
me  for  even  asking  of  an  English  Go- 
vernment a  question  of  that  nature ;  but 
they  must  remember  that  in  the  official 
and  semi-official  organs  in  Eussia  the 
recall  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  has  been 
clamoured  for  for  some  considerable  time ; 
and  when  I  remember  how  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Government  sacrificed  the  life 
and  how  they  betrayed  General  (Gordon 
at  Khartoum,  how  tiiey  refused  to  send 
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an  expedition  to  save  him  in  time  for 
fear  of  their  Badical  supporters  below 
the  Gangway,  they  must  forgive  me  if 
I  am  not  very  confident  of  the  chivalry 
they  are  likely  to  show  towards  other 
English  officers  who  are  in  their  employ. 
All  these  matters  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred unquestionably  indicate,  in  my 
opinion,  a  marked  change  in  the  attitude 
of  the  (Government  since  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister came  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  made  his  celebrated  speech. 
And  that  change  of  attitude  it  is  which, 
in  my  opinion,  not  only  justifies  but 
absolutely  calls  for  and  demands  the 
course  which  is  being  pursued  by  the 
Opposition  this  evening.  We  are  bound 
to  consider — it  is  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant points  the  Government  and  Par- 
liament should  have  in  view — the  effect 
of  all  this  in  India  upon  the  subjecta  of 
the  Queen  in  that  country.  TaJLen  in 
connection  with  another  point,  when 
you  demanded  of  the  Hussian  (Govern- 
ment that  their  Forces  should  be  re- 
called from  Sarakhs  months  ago,  and  on 
their  flat  refusal  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind  you  allowed  your  demand  to  lapse 
— all  these  things,  taken  together,  most 
have  a  most  injurious  effect  on  the 
people  of  India  and  upon  that  loyalty 
which  they  have  been  so  ready  to  show 
when  the  Empire  appeared,  not  long 
ago,  to  be  in  danger.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  took  great  credit  to  the  (Govern- 
ment for  having,  at  all  events,  whatever 
else  they  might  have  done,  succeeded  in 
preserving  peace.  I  want  to  know  what 
are  your  guarantees  that  you  have  pre- 
served peace,  and  for  how  long  you  are 
going  to  preserve  it  ?  You  tell  us  some- 
thing about  a  Convention  about  to  be 
made  with  Eussia.  We  have  heard  of 
Conventions  made  with  Eussia  before ; 
and  I  want  to  know  what  reliance  is  to 
be  placed  on  this  Convention?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  (^urohill)  the  other 
night  gave  us  a  history  of  the  advances 
of  Eussia  towards  the  frontier  of  India. 
Not  one  single  (Gentleman  on  that  side 
of  the  House  attempted  for  one  moment 
to  impugn  that  history.  If  the  state- 
ment IS  true — and,  as  far  as  I  know,  it 
is  true^it  is  a  grave  statement  in  all 
respects.  Then  what  possible  reliance 
can  be  placed  in  future  upon  any  Con- 
vention we  can  make  with  Bussia  f 
Then  we  want  to  know,  and  we  must 
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inoir,  uolesa  we  are  to  refuse  this  Bill 
to-night,  what  is  to  be  your  policy  in 
India  in  fature.      Have  you  made  up 
your  own  minds  about  it?    Will  the 
(Government  tell  us,  at  all  eventSi  what 
are  their  views  about  Herat  ?    Surely 
upon  that  point  the  Government  might 
condescend  to  g^ve  some  information  to 
the  Hoase  of  Commons.    Among  many 
of  the  great  military  experts  Herat  has 
been  regarded  for  years,  and  by  some  is 
still  regarded,  as  what  is  called  the  key  of 
India.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  Go vem- 
ment  consider  that  the  retention  of  Herat 
within  the  Dominions  of  the  Ameer  is 
essential  to  the  safety  of  India  and  part 
of  their  policy,  or  do  they  not  ?    Have 
you  got  any  guarantee  with  regard  to 
Herat  ?    The  Government  must  remem- 
ber this — ^that  all  the  present  difficulty 
has  arisen  £rom  the  policy  they  pursued 
immediately  after  the  overthrow  of  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield's  Government.    In 
abandoning  Candahar  they  reversed  his 
policy  and  broke  up  his  railway,  which 
we  are  now  told  they  are  beginning  to 
make  alreali.     And  what  have  we  heard 
to-night  ?    Not  very  long  ago  we  began 
another  railway.    It  was  only  a  month 
ago  that  we  began  the  railway  from 
Saakin  to  Berber,  and  that  railway,  we 
are  told  to-night,  will  not  be  required, 
and  there  is  no  disposition  to  push  it 
on  for  any  military  purpose.    When  the 
Government  were  asking   for  Supple- 
mentaiy  Estimates  about  six  weeks  ago 
they  told  us  that  this  railway  was  abso- 
Intely  essential  to  the  safety  of  the  Forces 
of  Lord  Wolseley  and  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.    All  past  expe- 
rience, therefore,  teaches  us  that  in  all 
human  probability,  if  they  get  their  Bill 
And  Tote  to-night,  they  will  come  down 
in  six  weeks'  time  and  tell  us  with  re- 
pod  to  the  railway  to  Candahar,  as  they 
did  with  regard  to  the  railway  to  Berber, 
that  it  is  not  required  and  that  there  is 
no  intention  of  pushing  it  on  for  any 
military  purpose.    That  is  precisely  the 
'Buon  why  the  Opposition  have  taken 
this  course,  and  why  they  have  moved 
the  Amendment  of  which  the  Govern- 
mcnit  have  so  much  complained  to-night. 
It  is  because  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
'dy  upon  the  policy  of  the  Government 
^vom  one  mon£h  to  another.     What  is  it 
that  ve  were  asked  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ?  He  asked  us  what 
it  is  that  we  condemn  ?    I  will  tell  the 
ri{^  hon.  Gbntknum  in  a  single  sen- 


tenee.  We  condemn  the  whole  policy 
of  the  Government  from  first  to  last. 
He  complains  of  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  noble  Lord.      He 


says  - 


'The  Amendment  means  one 


thing,  but  your  speeches  mean  another." 
I  think  he  will  find  they  both  mean  the 
same.  I  care  nothing  for  the  form  of 
an  Amendment,  so  long  as  the  result 
is  the  same  ;  and,  unless  I  am  mistaken, 
the  result  of  this  Amendment,  if  it  be 
carried,  will  be  the  overthrow  and  down- 
fall of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Sir, 
I  hope  that  may  be  its  result ;  for,  in  my 
opinion,  every  hour  which  prolongs  the 
rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  in  this  country  is  an  hour  of 
added  danger  and  peril  to  the  fortunes 
of  the  Empire.  I  shall  give  my  vote  in 
hearty  support  of  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause I  am  persuaded  that  neither  con- 
tentment nor  prosperity  at  home,  nor 
peace  or  tranquillity  abroad,  is  possible 
until  this  Government,  with  its  evil  re- 
cords and  ill-aimed  policy  in  all  parts  of 
the  world,  shall  have  perished  and  been 
swept  away. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  indulge  him  for  a  few  moments 
while  he  explained  his  views  upon  this 
matter.  At  any  rate,  he  could  claim  to 
be  impartial,  because,  when  he  had  dis- 
approved of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  reference  to  Egypt,  he  had 
not  hesitated  to  express  his  disapproval 
both  by  his  speech  and  by  his  vote.  As, 
however,  in  the  present  instance  he  ap- 
proved the  policy  of  the  Government, 
he  thought  it  could  not  be  said  that  he 
was  animated  by  any  other  motive  than 
an  honest  desire  to  give  expression  to 
sentiments  that  were  genuinely  enter- 
tained, and  a  desire  to  do  the  best  he 
could  in  the  interests  of  the  country  in 
a  grave  crisis  like  this.  He  was  far 
from  saying  that,  if  this  were  a  mere 
question  of  retrospective  criticism,  he 
could  approve  all  the  steps  which  had 
led  to  the  present  difficulty.  But  he 
felt  that  the  position  in  which  the 
House  was  now  placed  was  one  which 
was  far  too  grave  for  retrospective 
criticism.  They  must  look  the  facts  in 
the  face,  and  take  them  as  they  were. 
What  was  the  real  meaning  of  this 
Amendment  ?  The  meaning  of  it  was 
to  turn  out  the  present  Government, 
and  to  install  in  their  places  a  Govern- 
ment that  would  go  to  war  with  Sussia. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
to  make  a  strong  disclaimer  about  wish- 
ing to  go  to  war  with  Kussia ;  but  it 
was  impossible  for  any  man  of  common 
sense  to  arrive  at  any  other  conclusion 
after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  the  event  of  the  Amend- 
ment being  carried,  and  a  new  Ministry 
being  placed  in  power,  they  would  have 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  a  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
who  the  other  day  delivered  a  speech 
which  most  of  them  had  read  with 
deep  regret  to  find  that  anybody  pre- 
tending to  the  position  of  an  English 
statesman  could  use  such  language. 
The  noble  Marquess  went  so  far  as  to 
speak  of  the  Bussian  Government  as 
bankrupts  and  swindlers.  In  the  House 
of  Commons  the  real  Leader  of  the 
Opposition — because  he  who  led  the 
Leaders  was  himself  the  Leader — the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  spoke  of 
peace  with  Eussia  as  **  terrible  news." 
Moreover,  the  present  Amendment  had 
been  made  by  ^e  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  (Lord  Goorge  Hamil- 
ton) in  a  speech  which  breathed  fire 
and  fury  against  Eussia  in  every  sen- 
tence, and  which  expressed  indignation 
at  the  prospect  of  peace.  He,  therefore, 
doubted  whether  the  policy  inaugpirated 
by  the  Amendment  was  either  a  sound, 
a  right,  or  a  moral  policy,  or  whether  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  and  practicable 
one.  So  far  as  the  morality  of  that 
policy  was  concerned,  what  did  it  really 
amount  to  ?  It  meant  that  Eussia  was 
the  one  Power  in  Europe  from  whom 
they  had  anything  to  fear,  and  that 
accordingly  it  ought  to  be  their  business 
to  thwart  and  oppose  her  in  every  part 
of  the  globe.  So  far  as  Central  Asia 
was  concerned,  it  was  contended  that 
they  ought  to  maintain  as  large  an  ex- 
tent of  desert  between  them  and  Eussia 
as  was  possible — a  tract  of  desert  and 
sterile  land  as  large  as  France  or  Ger- 
many ;  once  the  site  of  populous  cities, 
but  now  the  abode  of  the  wild  boar  and 
the  wild  ass.  And  why  was  it  a  desert  ? 
He  would  not  quote  from  any  Eussian 
authority,  but  from  one  of  our  own 
English  newspaper  correspondents.  Ac- 
coraing  to  Mr.  0*Donovan,  whose  jour- 
ney to  Merv  was  well  known,  and  ac- 
cording to  other  newspaper  correspon- 
dents who  had  been  with  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  Mission,  the  sole  reason  why 

Mr.  Laing 


this  was  an  extensive  desert  was  that  it 
had  been  so  overrun  by  slave-hunting 
Turcomans  that  it  had  been  found  im- 
possible for  peaceable  citizens  to  live  in 
it.  It  had  once  been  populous  and 
prosperous ;  but  when  the  people  were 
called  upon  to  cultivate  their  fields  they 
found  themselves  compelled  to  hold  the 
plough  in  one  hand  and  the  musket  in 
the  other,  and  they  could  not  venture 
outside  the  walls  of  the  towns  lest  they 
should  be  pounced  upon  and  carried  off 
to  slavery.  The  consequence  was  that 
the  land  had  been  allowed  to  become 
sterile  and  unprofitable,  and  virtually  a 
desert.  Was  it  to  remain  a  desert,  be- 
cause they  were  afraid  of  Eussia?  Why 
were  they  afraid  of  Eussia  ?  What  was 
their  natural  frontier  in  India?  He  asked 
the  House  to  consider  that  question  for  a 
moment.  What  was  their  natural  fron- 
tier on  the  North- West  of  India  ?  It 
was,  thank  Providence,  one  of  the 
strongest  frontiers  in  the  whole  world. 
Two  sides  of  their  Indian  Empire  were 
surrounded  by  an  ocean  which  was  im- 
pregnable so  long  as  they  commanded 
the  sea.  A  third  portion  of  it  was 
protected  by  an  impassable  desert  and 
the  Eiver  Indus,  and  it  was  only  in 
the  North- West,  or  on  what  was  called 
the  North- Western  Frontier,  that  India 
could  by  any  possibility  be  subjected  to 
invasion.  And  what  was  that  North* 
West  Frontier  ?  It  consisted  of  a  great 
wall  of  mountains,  high  and  rugged, 
accessible  only  by  passes,  of  which  they 
held  the  mouths ;  and  beyond  that  rugged 
mountain  chain  for  700  or  800  milee» 
stood  Afghanistan — a  country  inhabited 
by  tribes  accustomed  to  fight  for  their 
independence,  very  much  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  a  cen- 
tury or  two  ago  ;  united,  however,  by  a 
common  religion  and  a  strong  feeling 
of  nationality.  Whoever  cared  to  thrust 
his  hand  into  that  hornet's  nest  would  be 
perfectly  certain  to  get  the  worst  of  it. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  their 
greatest  authorities?  The  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington said  of  Afghanistan,  that  in  it  a 
small  army  would  be  cut  off,  and  a  large 
army  must  starve.  It  would  be  well  if 
some  Members  of  the  Opposition  would 
study  the  opinions  of  their  ffreateet 
Indian  statesmen — Lord  Dalhousie,  Lord 
Canning,  and  Lord  Lawrence,  eepedallj 
the  latter,  who  was  one  of  the  highest 
authorities  they  could  have  upon  every- 
thing connected  with  their  Indian  Em* 
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pire.  Before  Lord  Lawrence  became 
Qovernor  General  of  India  he  was  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  the  Punjab,  a  Pro- 
Tince  in  close  contact  with  Afghanistan. 
He  (Mr.  Laing)  would  strongly  recom- 
mend hon.  Members  opposite,  who  were 
crying  out  so  loudly  that  their  Indian 
Empire  was  about  to  be  lost  because 
the  Eussian  outposts  were  advancing  a 
few  miles  nearer  to  Afghanistan,  to 
make  a  critical  investigation  of  the  me- 
moirs of  Lord  Lawrence,  and  see  what  it 
was  that  that  noble  Lord  said.  Lord 
Lawrence  always  steadily  urged  that 
ther  ought  to  rely  upon  their  natural 
frontier.  This  advice  was  overruled 
twice — once  by  Lord  Auckland,  and  again 
by  Lord  lijrtton,  who  was  the  Viceroy  of  a 
Government  who  wished  for  a  spirited 
foreign  policy.  Nor  must  it  be  forgotten 
that  Lord  Auckland,  when  Governor 
General  of  India,  sent  out  an  expedition 
to  Afghanistan  to  counteract  the  designs 
of  Bttssia,  from  which  only  one  solitary 
survivor  returned.  Was  it  contended 
that  they  ought  to  undertake  a  similar 
expedition  now?  As  he  had  pointed 
out,  the  country  beyond  its  natural 
frontier  was  simply  a  nest  of  hornets, 
and  if  they  thrust  their  hand  into  it 
they  would  only  be  too  glad  to  draw  it 
back  again,  swollen  by  the  stings  it 
would  have  received.  With  the  posi- 
tion which  they  occupied  on  their  side 
of  the  North- Western  Frontier,  Eussia 
would  never  commit  the  stupidity 
of  marching  across  Afghanistan,  some 
700  or  800  miles  from  her  own 
base  of  operations,  in  order  to  in- 
tade  their  possessions.  It  would  require 
▼ery  little  to  make  the  frontier  of  Af- 
^lanistan  absolutely  impregnable.  They 
had  in  India  already  about  60,000  Euro- 
pean troops  upon  the  regular  establish- 
ment, and  aboat  double  that  number  of 
Native  troops.  Of  that  Force,  in  the 
•rent  of  war,  they  might  readily  place 
30,000  European  troops  and  50,000  or 
tt),000  Native  troops  upon  the  North- 
Western  Frontier.  Even  if  that  were 
Bot  enough,  there  ought  always  to  be 
fome  25,000  or  30,000  more  available 
in  this  country  which,  at  very  short 
Botice,  would  be  rendered  fit  for  ser- 
vice in  India,  or  in  whatever  other 
P«i  they  might  be  required.  With 
•  Ctrpi  i^Artnie  of  25,000  men,  ready  to 
be  ^pped  \o  India  at  a  month's  notice, 
'ith  adequate  Field  Artillery,  he  ven- 
ded to  maintain  that  the  North- West- 


ern Frontier  could  be  rendered  abso- 
lutely impregnable,  and  that  no  attack 
could  possibly  be  made  upon  their  posi- 
tion. There  were,  however,  two  or  three 
points  which  ought  to  be  considered. 
For  instance,  they  ought  to  convert 
Quetta  and  Peshawur  into  strong  camps 
sufficient  to  protect  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  men.  There  ought  to  be  a  mili- 
tary railway  running  from  Quetta  to 
Peshawur,  so  that  they  might  be  able, 
with  the  greatest  rapidity,  to  concen- 
trate a  Force  at  Quetta,  or  at  some  other 
point  in  that  direction.  With  such  pre- 
cautions, it  would  be  a  very  easy  task  to 
make  their  frontier  in  India  as  nearly 
impregnable  as,  humanly  speaking,  was 
possible.  Of  course,  India  could  not 
stand  the  strain  of  the  additional  bur- 
dens that  would  be  entailed,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  for  this  country  to 
provide  for  the  cost ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  entire  expenditure  would  in- 
volve an  addition  of  more  than  \d,\n. 
the  pound  to  the  Income  Tax.  The 
contention  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  that  in  order  to  save  the  possible 
addition  of  \d,  to  the  Income  Tax  it  was 
necessary  to  keep  a  great  part  of  Asia 
a  perpetual  desert.  Personally,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  advance 
of  Eussia  in  Central  Asia  had  not 
been  of  considerable  advantage  to 
the  cause  of  humanity.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  broken  up  the  gr6at 
Slave  Mart  at  Khiva,  and  had  rescued 
thousands  of  unhappy  Persians,  who  had 
been  kidnapped  by  the  Turcomans  and 
sold  into  slavery.  In  this  respect  they 
had  followed  the  example  of  Admiral 
Blake,  who  was  said,  by  his  operations 
in  the  North  of  Africa,  to  have  very 
signally  succeeded  in  singeing  the  whis- 
kers of  the  Bey  of  Algeria.  He  failed 
to  see  that  it  was  necessary  to  maintain 
a  perpetual  desert  between  Afghanistan 
and  the  possessions  of  Russia  in  order  to 
guard  them  against  the  constant  appre- 
hension of  danger.  No  doubt,  that  had 
been  their  policy  from  time  immemorial ; 
but  it  had  altogether  failed  to  stop  the 
advance  of  Russia.  If  there  was  a  fur- 
ther advance,  or  even  an  aggressive  act 
on  the  part  of  Russia,  how  did  they  pro- 
pose to  stop  it  ?  What  could  they  do  in 
Central  Asia,  if  that  was  made  the  base 
of  their  operations  ?  Could  they  send  a 
large  army  800  miles  across  Afghanis- 
tan to  fight  Russia,  with  the  absolute 
certainty  that   if   they  met    with  the 
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slightest  check  or  mishap,  the  Afghans 
themselves  would  turn  upon  them  and  cut 
off  their  retreat  ?    If  they  desired  to  de- 
fend Herat,  the  only  way  in  which  it 
could  be  done  was  to  have  a  clear,  in- 
telligible, and   defensible  frontier,  and 
let  Eussia  know  that  if  she  came  nearer 
the  walls  of  Herat  with  a  view  of  at- 
tacking that  city,  it  would  mean  war 
with  England.    No  doubt,  if  Russia  did 
attempt  to  march  through  Afghanistan 
in  order  to  attack  Herat,  the  question 
would  become  a  very  different  one.  But 
how  many  miles  north  of  the  natural 
boundary,  supplied  by  a  rugged  chain 
of  mountains,  was  the  boundary  line  of 
their    North-Westem    Frontier    to    be 
drawn  ?    He  maintained  that  they  could 
defend  Herat  in  one  way,  and  in  one 
way  only ;  and  it  was  not  by  sending  an 
army  upon  a  wild-goose  chase  across  Af- 
ghanistaD,  but  by  engaging  in  war  with 
Eussia,  with  all  the  resources  of  the 
country,  and  with  the  inevitable  result 
of  Eussia  having  in  the  end  to  sue  for 
peace,  and  to  give  up  everything.    Was 
it  likely  that  Eussia  would  attack  Herat 
and  invade  India  ?    He  was  not  in  the 
secrets  of  Eussian  statesmen ;  but  he 
thought  such   a  proceeding  extremely 
unlikely,  because  Eussia  could  not  un- 
take  an  invasion  of  India  without  first 
conquering  Afghanistan,  and  not  only 
conquering,  but  also  assimilating  it  to 
its  own  territory,  and  making  railways 
through  that  most  difficult  country.  That 
was  a  task  which  would  ruin  the  finances 
of  Eussia,  and  would  necessitate  the  im- 
position of  a  taxation  so  oppressive  as 
to  make  the  enterprize  extremely  bur- 
densome to  her  people.    It  must  also  so 
lock  her  up  in  the  East,  that  she  would 
lose  all  chance  of  maintaining  her  in- 
fluence nearer  home  in  regard  to  matters 
which  touched  her  more  closely.    Eou- 
mania,  Servia,  Bulgaria,  and  the  Chris- 
tian populations  in  Turkey,  would  then 
look  to  Austria  and  not  to  Eussia  as 
their  protector,  and,  in  fact,  Eussia  would 
place  herself  at  the  mercy  of  Austria, 
would  any  Eussian  statesman  consent 
to  sacrifice  the  influence  of  Eussia  in  the 
East,    and    possibly  in  Constantinople 
itself,  for  the  chance  of  gaining  Afghan- 
istan ?    Perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to 
explain    the  frontier    line.      [Cries   oj 
**  Time !  "  and  interruption,']    Probably 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  did  not  like  to  hear 
these  things;  but  they  could  not  deny 

Mr,  La  lug 


that  he  was  able  to  speak  with  some 
knowledge  of  the  subject.  The  line  of 
frontier,  which  it  was  understood  had 
now  been  settled,  was  a  vastly  better 
frontier  than  the  one  would  have  been 
which  extended  considerably  beyond 
that  mountain  range,  which  they  could 
not  possibly  have  defended,  which  they 
would  have  had  to  evacuate  at  the  first 
shot  fired  in  a  war  with  Eussia,  and 
which  would  yet  have  involved  them  in 
constant  disputes  with  that  Power,  and 
would  have  given  her  a  plausible  excuse 
for  at  any  time  picking  a  quarrel  with 
them.  The  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  was, 
it  appeared  to  him,  the  person  who,  in 
all  these  transactions,  had  shown  the 
most  common  sense.  He  knew  very 
well  that  there  could  not  be  war  be- 
tween England  and  Eussia  without  his 
coimtry  being  occupied  by  the  Armies  of 
one  or  of  both  of  those  Powers,  and  he 
would  not  have  either  of  them,  because 
he  was  aware  that  if  they  once  got  into 
the  country,  it  would  not  be  easy  to  get 
them  out  again.  He  was  satisfied  that 
the  only  way  in  which  this  country  could 
carry  out  their  policy  as  to  Eussia  with 
advantage  was  by  maintaining  the  fron- 
tier he  had  pointed  out.  A  war  with 
Eussia  at  that  moment  could  not  be  too 
strongly  deprecated.  Not  only  were  we 
without  Allies,  but  other  European 
Powers  were  watching  us  like  a  cat 
watched  a  mouse  in  order  to  put  for- 
ward their  own  demands  as  soon  as  they 
found  we  were  engaged  in  hostilities. 

LoED  EANBOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  am  rather  sorry  that  the  House  was 
unable  to  pay  more  close  attention  to 
the  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
because  he  is  the  first  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  course  of  this  evening  who  has 
risen  to  give  a  warmhearted  and  intelli- 
gent defence  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty*s  Government.  I  wish  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  joy  of  their  solitary 
supporter,  because  I  am  quite  unable 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  to  which 
was  more  confusing,  more  bewildering, 
or  more  chaotic — the  geography  or  the 
strategy  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Brigh- 
ton Efiulway.  There  were  one  or  two 
remarks,  however,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber made  which  enable  me,  more  or  less, 
to  bring  back  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  Question  immediately  beforo  it. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  he  was 
going  to  support  the  Government,  and 
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he  declared  liis  intention  to  support  the 
Government  because  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  turn  out  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  go  to  war  with  Bussia.  I 
have  only  to  remark  on  the  singular 
discrepancy  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  their  one  isolated  sup- 
porter, because  the  Government  de- 
clared that  the  Amendment  had  no 
meaning  whatever,  while  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing)  has  placed 
about  as  strong  a  construction  on  it  as  any 
Amendment  can  bear.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  partly  right  and  partly  wrong. 
Undoubtedly,  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  enable  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  vacate  their  seats  with  a 
certain  amount  of  grace  and  dignity; 
but  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment  is 
not  that ;  on  the  contrary,  my  firm  be- 
lief is  that  if  the  result  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  produce  a  change  in  the 
position  of  both  Parties,  that  would  un- 
doubtedly mean  peace  with  Eussia.  I 
know  that  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
very  freely  accused  us  on  this,  as  on 
other  occasions,  of  being  the  War  Party; 
but  in  this  they  are  really  allowing 
themselves  to  be  carried  away  by  an  un- 
happy and  unfortunate  amount  of  violent 
and  blinded  partizan  prejudice.  Observe 
how  they  totally  misconstrue  every  ex- 
pression which  falls  from  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Islands  of  Orkney  (Mr. 
Laing)  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Brighton 
Bailway—[** Order!"]— well,  he  is  the 
Chairman  of  the  Brighton  Eailway — 
the  hon.  Member  has  stated  that  I  said 
the  other  night  that  the  announcement 
of  peace  with  Bussia  was  **  terrible 
news."  I  never  said  anything  of  the 
kind.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  come  down  to  the 
House  and  announced  what  was  likely 
to  be  a  lasting  and  durable  peace,  I 
should  have  hailed  it  with  satisfaction, 
and  should  have  regarded  it  as  joyful 
news.  What  I  did  say  was  **  terrible 
news"  was  the  surrender  to  Bussia. 
That  is  a  totally  different  thing,  and  I 
said  it  was  '*  terrible  news  "  because  I 
knew  that  surrender  to  Bussia  was  the 
worst  possible  means  of  securing  a  per- 
manent and  a  durable  peace.  That,  at 
any  rate,  was  an  intelligible  and  mode- 
rate view  to  take,  and  it  does  not  justify 
the  accusation  so  freely  hurled  against 
us  that  because  we  do  not  believe  in 
tiio  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 


we  are  necessarily  the  War  Party  in  this 
country.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  receive  any 
remarks  that  fall  from  me  without  in- 
credulity ;  but  I  may  say  that  if  I 
thought  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  the  step  they  announced,  were  likely 
to  produce  a  permanent  and  durable 
peace  with  Bussia,  while  securing  the 
safety  and  prosperity  of  our  Indian 
Empire,  no  power  on  earth  would  induce 
me  to  vote  against  any  step  they  might 
have  taken.  It  is  really  amusing  that 
when  we  come  to  mere  controversial 
argument  hon.  Members  opposite  accuse 
us,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  never  omits  an  occasion 
if  he  can  fling  in  the  accusation,  of  being 
the  War  Party.  It  is  absurd  to  style 
us  the  War  Party  in  this  country. 
Who  is  the  War  Party  in  this  country  ? 
Is  not  the  War  Party  he  who  comes 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
makes  a  speech  that  resounds  from  one 
end  of  Europe  to  the  other,  and  is  re- 
echoed from  Kamshatcka  to  Constanti- 
nople, and  after  that  bellicose  speech  de- 
mands a  Vote  of  Credit  for  £1 1,000,000  ? 
This  is  the  War  Party  in  this  country. 
What  is  the  position  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  ?  We  are  opposing  the  Vote 
of  Credit.  We  say  that  your  policy  and 
your  credit  together,  your  vacillation 
and  your  speeches — saying  one  thing 
one  day  and  another  thing  another — 
will  lead  to  the  waste  of  the  pecuniary 
and  military  resources  of  the  Empire, 
and  that  there  is  only  one  inevitable 
result,  and  that  is  war  with  Bussia. 
We  who  oppose  all  that  say  that  if  the 
Government  were  changed,  then,  un- 
doubtedly, there  might  be  some  chance 
of  peace.  We  are  the  real  Peace  Party 
in  this  country,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  that  argument,  whether  it  is  good 
enough  for  the  House  of  Commons  or 
not,  will  not  be  good  enough  for  the 
constituencies  throughout  the  country. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  the  course  of 
the  remarks  which  he  made — ^I  was  not, 
I  greatly  regret,  present  myself,  but  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  informed  me — 
was  very  severe  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
and  his  Colleagues  who  sit  near  him, 
because  they  have  listened  to  what  he 
styled  **  Voices  below  the  Gangway." 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
never  listened  to  voices  below  the  Gang- 
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way  ?  Whose  voice  are  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  listening  to  now  ?  Is  it  the  voice 
of  those  hon.  Members  who  sit  behind 
him,  or  the  voice  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley),  who 
spoke  so  eloquently  to-night  ?  Is  that 
not  a  voice  from  below  the  Gangway, 
and  what  is  it  to  determine  ?  It  is  to 
determine  the  utter  waste  of  about 
£6,000,000  of  British  capital.  I  do  not 
know  in  the  least  whether  the  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition  have  listened  to  voices 
below  the  Gangway ;  but  even  if  they 
did,  it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  cast  taunts  against 
them  on  that  account.  I  should  like  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  on  the  singular 
speech  we  have  heard  to-night  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  I  imagine, 
rather  misconceived  the  nature  of  Par- 
liamentary debate.  He  has  brought 
into  the  House  a  new  notion  of  Parlia- 
mentary debate.  I  always  thought  that 
Parliamentary  debate  was  an  affair  of 
argument — one  side  bringing  forward 
arguments,  and  the  other  side  meeting 
them  with  counter-arguments.  But  the 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  like  most  of  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  made  up  en- 
tirely of  reckless  assertions,  fierce  con- 
tradictions, and  violent  denunciations. 
I  listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  I  always  do,  with  the  utmost  atten- 
tion, and  I  thought  him  at  times  ex- 
tremely ingenious,  and  at  others  forcible 
and  eloquent ;  but  I  did  not  hear  one 
single  sentence  of  solid  or  valuable  argu- 
ment from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of 
his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spent  an  immense  amount  of  time,  like 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  criticizing  the 
Besolution  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  on  which  the  House 
will  shortly  divide.  It  is  very  difficult 
for  an  Opposition  to  frame  Besolutions 
of  this  kind  in  such  a  way  as  to  please 
the  Government  of  the  day.  We  have 
a  Prime  Minister  who  has  had  unparal- 
leled experience  of  Parliamentary  life, 
and  who  is  without  doubt  the  greatest 
authority  on  Parliamentary  practice  of 
any  man  who  lives,  and  wi^  confidence 
I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  with 
all  his  experience,  he  has  ever  known 
the  oase  of  a  Resolution  which,  if  car- 
ried, would  turn  out  the  Government, 
the  wording  of  which,  the  phrases  of 


which,  and  the  sense  of  which  were 
agreeable  to  the  Government?  The 
Prime  Minister  is  exceedingly  con- 
temptuous as  to  the  wording  of  this 
Besolution,  and  so  is  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  so  is  The  TiwuM 
newspaper,  and  other  ignorant  persons. 
The  critics  of  this  Besolution  apparently 
do  not  seem  to  understand  or  know 
the  difference  that  exists  between  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  and  a 
Vote  of  Censure.  A  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, which  the  Government  are  so 
dreadfully  disappointed  at  not  seeing 
moved,  is  a  Vote  which  expresses  disap- 
proval of  the  past  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment. A  Vote  of  Censure  is  moved 
upon  Papers  when  the  House  is  in  full 
possession  of  everything  done  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  and  everything 
that  is  going  to  be  done  in  the  imme- 
diate future — in  full  possession  of  every- 
thing upon  which  they  can  formulate  a 
conclusion  to  be  put  before  the  House. 
The  Opposition  has  not  been  in  a  posi- 
tion to  bring  forward  such  a  Motion. 
That  never  has  been  the  position  of  the 
Opposition,  for  the  Government,  from 
the  day  they  came  into  Office,  have 
studiously  prevented  the  Opposition  from 
acquiring  at  a  vital  moment  that  amount 
of  official  information  which  it  was  abso- 
lutely their  duty  to  afford.  The  Govern- 
ment have  continued  that  process  for 
the  five  years  they  have  been  in  Office 
until  we  have  got  tired  of  it,  and  there- 
fore we  fall  back  upon  an  equally  Con- 
stitutional and  an  equally  Parliamentary 
method,  which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence.  Bemembering, 
therefore,  all  that  has  passed — ^not  only 
the  past  career  of  the  Government  since 
they  have  been  in  Office,  but  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Bussian  negotiations — I  do 
not  wonder  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  those  with  whom 
he  consults  and  those  who  support  him, 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
only  course  open  to  them,  under  the 
present  circumstances,  was  to  move  a 
Vote  of  absolute  Want  of  Confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that 
Motion,  I  venture  to  say,  conveys  an  ex- 
pression of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
plainest  and  most  contemptuous  Ian* 
guage.  Foritsaysthis — that  until  HerMa- 
jeety's  Government  lay  before  the  House 
every  step  which  they  have  taken,  up  to 
now,  with  regard  to  the  negotiations 
with  Bussia,  in  full  detail,  and  every 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


241 


Consolidated  Fund         {  May  11,1885} 


{No.  3)  Bill. 


242 


step  which  they  contemplate  taking  in 
the  negotiations  now  on  foot,  those  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  as  far  the  noble 
Lord  and  those  who  support  him  are 
concerned,  utterly  refuse  to  grant  them 
one  6^.  of  the  public  money.  That  is 
as  plain,  as  clear,  as  simple,  and  as  de- 
cisiye  in  its  language  and  result  as  it  is 
possible  to  imagine.  Well,  now,  Sir, 
what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
say?  He  says  how  monstrous — that 
▼as  his  word — how  monstrous  is  the 
attitude  of  the  Opposition.  *•  Here  you 
have  a  Government,"  he  said,  **  engaged 
in  the  most  delicate  and  critical  nego- 
tiations, and  what  are  you  endeavouring 
to  do  ?  You  are  endeavouring  to  dis- 
credit and  weaken  that  Qovemment." 
That  was  the  accusation  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman ;  but  I  thought — *^  Good 
Heavens !  he  is  the  very  last  man  in  all 
England  who  should  bring  such  an  accu- 
sation against  the  Opposition."  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  was  bis  political  attitude  in  the 
year  1876  and  in  the  year  1878  ?  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  who  will,  no  doubt,  take 
part  in  this  debate,  say  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  day  were  engaged  in 
negotiations  equally  or  even  more  cri- 
tic^ ?  The  negotiations  now  going  on 
might  result  in  a  war  between  Bussia 
and  England  as  to  Central  Asia;  but 
the  negotiations  the  late  Government 
were  carrying  on  at  the  time  I  refer  to 
might  have  involved  a  European  War. 
^y  I  ask  what  their  attitude  was  at 
that  time  when  we  were  engaged  in 
caitieal  and  delicate  negotiations  ?  What 
WTM  the  attitude  of  the  Prime  Minister 
himself?  Did  he  not  stump  England 
6om  end  to  end  ?  Did  he  not  endea- 
vour— and  with  much  success — to  raise 
the  whcle  country  and  weaken  and  em- 
I^AiTass  the  Government  of  the  Queen 
*t  a  moment  of  the  utmost  delicacy? 
Heaven  forbid  that  I  should  blame  the 
rj^it  hon.  Gentleman,  or  pass  any  cri- 
tttism  upon  him  for  the  course  he  then 
ponoed.  What  was  he  aiming  at  ?  He 
^d  he  was  aiming  at  freedom  and 
Kbetty  and  civilization  all  over  the 
world ;  and  will  you  not  give  us  credit 
to  sincerity  if  we  are  prepared  to  give 
jou  credit  for  the  sincerity  of  your  pro- 
««eding8  in  1&76  and  in  1878?  Will 
ptt  not  give  us  credit  for  our  attempts 


to  do  a  great  work  in  India,  and  for  our 
dread  of  the  immeasurable  peril  to 
which  that  great  work  is  now  being  ex- 
posed by  the  policy  you  are  now  pur- 
suing and  the  pusillanimous  surrender 
to  Bussia  which  marks  your  daily  life  ? 
Surely  there  should  be  a  reciprocity  in 
these  matters.  I  say  it  is  not  fair  for 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  denounce  the 
Opposition  now,  because,  after  having 
borne  a  great  deal  more  than  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  bore  when  in  the 
same  position,  they  say — "  We  have  no 
longer  any  confidence  whatever  in  you, 
and  utterly  refuse  to  grant  you  Supph'es 
in  Parliament."  I  remember  that  great 
ej>eech  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
Com  Exchange,  at  Oxford,  in  which  he 
said  he  had  rested  neither  night  nor 
day,  but  had  worked  for  one  purpose, 
and  one  purpose  only,  and  that  was  to 
thwart  the  policy  of  his  rivals.  I  con- 
fess, openly,  the  object  of  this  Motion. 
We  do  not  conceal  it,  although  I  do  not 
suppose  we  are  likely  to  convince  the 
stolid  minds  of  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
but  although  we  are  not  likely  to  get  a 
majority,  there  is  no  concealment  about 
it  whatever.  The  object  of  the  Motion 
is  to  take  the  conduct  of  these  delicate 
and  critical  negotiations  altogether  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  present  Advisers  of  the  Crown. 
There  was  something  extraordinary  in 
the  anxiety  displayed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  postpone  the  debate.  I  was 
never  more  struck  with  anything  in  my 
life.  I  suppose  there  is  nobody  who  has 
a  more  profound  knowledge  of  Parlia- 
mentary tactics  than  the  Prime  Minister, 
or  who  has  better  information,  from 
hour  to  hour,  of  the  state  of  the  mind 
of  the  House.  Now»  what  could  be  more 
alluring,  more  satisfactory,  and  more 
strengthening  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man than  that  he  should  gain  a  great 
Party  victory  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  the  present  moment  ?  Why,  it  would 
give  the  Government  enormous  addi- 
tional strength  in  their  negotiations 
with  Bussia,  to  show  that  they  had  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  would  strengthen  them  greatly 
in  the  country.  But  what  was  the  con- 
dition of  the  Prime  Minister  at  that 
Table  ?  He  got  up  in  the  most  meek 
and  mild  manner,  and  appealed  to  the 
Opposition,  for  Heaven's  sake !  not  to 
continue  this  debate  to-night.  He  asked 
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us  not  to  do  so  in  our  own  interests. 
*' The  result,"  he  said,  "will  be  disas- 
trous to  yourselves,  and  I  earnestly  ad- 
vise you  to  postpone  this  discussion  to  a 
more  convenient  season."  I  am  ready 
to  swallow  a  great  deal ;  but  I  really 
cannot  believe  in  the  sincerity  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  affection  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Opposition.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  be  supported  to-night  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  such  as  he  used 
to  command  in  the  early  days  of  this  Ad- 
ministration, he  would  not  be  so  anxious 
that  we  should  abandon  our  position. 
[  *  *  Divide ! "]  I  am  not  going  to  detain 
the  House.  I  feel  that  the  House  has 
often  shown  me  the  greatest  possible 
kindness  and  indulgence,  .and  I  will 
endeavour  not  to  trespass  upon  that  in- 
dulgence. But  the  Prime  Minister  said, 
in  his  opening  remarks — **  Why  should 
the  Opposition  continue  to  go  on  to- 
night with^this  Vote?"  Hesaid— "  There 
is  absolutely  no  difference  between  us." 
I  thought  that  was  the  most  courageous 
of  all  the  Prime  Minister's  assertions. 
Every  single  point  of  difference  which 
any  man,  with  the  utmost  ingenuity, 
can  imagine  to  exist  between  two  per- 
sons or  two  Parties  exists  between  our- 
selves and  the  Government.  We  have 
had  occasion,  at  several  separate  times 
during  this  Parliament,  to  move  Votes 
of  Censure,  and  although,  in  no  in- 
stance, has  a  Vote  of  Censure  been 
passed,  they  have  all  of  them  been 
supported  by  a  very  large  number  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  have  not  been  frivolous  Votes,  re- 
pudiated by  the  general  sense  of  the 
House.  On  the  contrary,  the  majorities 
of  the  Government  against  such  Motions 
have  steadily  decreased,  while  the  mi- 
norities in  support  of  them  have  steadily 
increased — so  much  so,  that  whereas  the 
majority  for  the  Government  on  the 
occasion  of  the  Vote  of  Censure  in  re- 
gard to  the  evacuation  of  Candahar  was 
no  less  than  120,  the  Ministerial  majority 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Vote  of  Censure, 
after  the  fall  of  Khartoum,  had  sunk  to  no 
more  than  14.  This  is  a  very  encouraging 
history  of  Votes  of  Censure,  and  I 
think  that  every  such  Vote  that  has  been 
moved  in  this  House  has  carried  with  it 
a  very  large  body  of  public  opiDion. 
Therefore,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
gets  up  and  says  that  there  is  no  point 
of  difference  between  us  on  this  side  of 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


the  House  and  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment,  I  think  he  altogether  forgets 
that  an  enormous  difference  has  been 
regularly  displayed,  not  only  in  the 
House  but  in  the  Lobby.  I  could  not 
help  being  amused  when  I  heard  of  the 
proposed  evacuation  of  the  Soudan  to- 
day. Never,  in  the  whole  history  of 
Parliament,  did  a  Minister  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  make  a  statement 
about  public  policy  which  excited  so 
much  derision  in  this  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  was,  as  he  always  is,  dig^niffed 
and  deliberate  ;  but  all  his  dignity  and 
deliberation  did  not  prevent  a  ripple  of 
laughter  from  running  through  the 
House  from  end  to  end.  The  most  re- 
markable feature  of  the  statement,  to 
my  mind,  was  that  the  noble  Marquess 
was  able  to  keep  his  countenance  while 
he  made  it.  However,  I  thought  I 
might  congratulate  the  Government 
upon  the  evacuation  of  the  Soudan,  be- 
cause that  was  the  policy  which  I  en- 
deavoured, in  my  humble  way,  to  re- 
commend a  short  time  ago.  Curiouslj 
enough,  this  morning  I  was  reading  a 
review  in  The  Times  of  the  Home  Letters 
of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  and  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Marquess  this  even- 
ing reminded  me  marvellously  of  what 
I  read  in  that  review.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  evacuated  the  Soudan,  and  I 
and  th&  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  and  some  others  congra- 
tulated him  upon  it.  The  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field,  it  appears,  went  many  years  ago  to 
Constantinople,  and  he  has  written  a 
description  m  one  of  these  letters  of  an 
interview  he  had  with  a  very  celebrated 
Minister — Beschid  Pasha.  There  had 
recently  been  a  great  insurrection  in 
Albania  which  had  been  put  down  by 
the  Turks.  This  is  the  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field's  account  of  the  interview — 

"  I  bowed  with  all  the  nonchalance  of  St. 
James's  Street  to  a  little,  ferocioas-lookiDg, 
shrirelled,  careworn  man,  plamly  dressed,  wiUi 
a  brow  covered  with  wrinkles  and  a  counte- 
nance clouded  with  anxiety  and  thought.  I 
seated  myself  on  the  divan  of  the  Grand  Vizier 
(*who,'  the  Austrian  Consul  observed,  'had 
destroyed  in  the  course  of  the  last  three  months 
in  war  upwards  of  4,000  of  my  aoquaintancas  *) 
with  the  self-possession  of  a  morning  calL  Our 
conversation  I  need  not  repeat.  We  ooDgra- 
tulated  him  on  the  pacification  of  Albania.  He 
rejoined  that  the  peace  of  the  world  was  his 
only  object,  and  the  happiness  of  mankind  his 
only  wish." 

I  thought  to  myself  when  I  read  those 
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words — "  There,  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
in  the  person  of  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Grown  sits^the  resuscitated  Beschid 
Pasha."  The  House  will  gather  from 
the  few  remarks  which  I  have  ventured 
to  address  to  it  that  it  is  my  intention  to 
vote  in  support  of  the  noble  Lord's  Re- 
solution. In  conclusion,  I  will  give  some 
reasons  why  I  support  that  Resolution ; 
and  in  order  that  these  reasons  may  be 
weighty,  conclusive,  and  overpowering 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  will 
proceed  to  give  them  in  the  words  of  a 
great  contemporary  statesman  who  went 
down  to  Glasgow  in  1880  and  addressed 
an  enormous  audience  in  the  Free  Trade 
Hall  on  the  then  state  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  I 
allude  said — 

"  What  is  the  general  upshot  ?  Let  us  look 
at  it  together.  I  will  use  the  fewest  words. 
We  haye  finance  in  confusion  ;  we  have  legis- 
lation in  intolerahle  arrear;  we  have  public 
distress,  aggravated  by  the  destruction  of  con- 
fidence ;  wo  have  Russia  aggrandized,  and  yet 
estranged ;  we  have  Turkey  befriended  as  we 
say,  but  mutilated  and  sinking  every  day ;  we 
hare  Europe  restless  and  disturbed,  agitated 
from  end  to  end  with  rumours  and  alarms ;  we 
hare  the  invasion  of  a  free  people  in  the  Trans- 
vaal; we  have,  I  fear,  in  one  quarter  or  an- 
other, prospects  of  further  disturbance  and 
shedding  of  blood.  We  have  Afghanistan 
mxned  ;  we  have  India  not  advanced  but  thrown 
back  in  government,  subjected  to  heavy  and 
imjost  churges ;  and  with  all  this  we  have  at 
home  the  law  broken  and  the  rights  of  Parlia- 
ment invaded.'* 

Well,  Sir,  then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  I  now  inform  the  House  was 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  went 
on  to  say  in  most  beautiful  language — 

^  Is  this  the  way  or  is  it  not  the  way  in  which 
a  free  nation  wishes  to  be  governed  ?  Will  the 
people  in  a  few  months  hence  ratify  the  deeds 
that  have  been  done  and  assume  upon  them- 
selves that  tremendous  responsibility  ?  I  cherish 
the  hope  that  I  may  be  able  to  boar  home  with 
ae  at  least  this  consolation  that  I  have  spared 
no  effort  to  mark  the  points  at  which  the  roads 
divide—the  one  path  which  plunges  into  suf- 
fering, discredit,  and  dishonour;  the  other 
which  slowly,  perhaps,  but  surely,  leads  a  free 
and  a  high-minded  people  towards  the  blessed 
eods  of  prosperity  and  justice,  of  liberty  and 
peace." 

Now,  that  was  at  the  time  a  statement 
of  fact.  It  was  more  than  a  statement 
of  fact — anyone  can  make  a  statement 
of  fact.  It  was  a  prophesy  I  venture 
to  say  exceeding  in  miraculousness  any- 
thing which  can  be  found  in  Holy  Writ. 
It  describes,  word  for  word,  not  a  sylla- 
bte  of  which  can  you  shake,  the  political 


position  of  our  country  at  the  present 
day,  and  it  is  in  testimony  of  my  admi- 
ration for  the  prophetical  powers  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  that  I  shall 
support  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Mr.   Speaker — Sir,  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  reminds  us  that  although 
there  are  at  the  present  time  subjects 
for  anxiety  and  great  public  care,  lliere 
was  a  period  not  very  long  ago  when, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  state 
of  public  affairs  was  accurately  described 
by  the  words  of  the  very  competent  au- 
thority he  has  cited ;  and.  Sir,  when  the 
noble  Lord  appeals  to  the  judgment 
which  was  then,  and  will  now  shortly 
be,  passed  by  the  country  upon  the  con- 
dition of  public  affairs  and  the  policy 
which  led  to  that  condition,  we  shall  be 
content,  as  we  were  at  that  time,  to  ac- 
cept the  judgment  of   the  people,  be- 
lieving that  the  judgment  will  ratify 
and  approve  the  conduct  of  this  Admi- 
nistration as  effectually  as  it  then  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  our  Predecessors. 
The  noble  Lord  said  at  the  beginning  of 
his  speech  that  he  intended  to  bring  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Question 
which  is  immediately  before  it.     Sir,  I 
felt  great  satisfaction  in  listening  to 
that  announcement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because  I  confess  I  have  failed  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  in  discovering  pre- 
cisely what  is  the  question  presented  to 
us  in  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  on  which  we  are  asked  to 
vote.     But  I  am  not  certain  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  in  thecourse 
of  his  interesting  observations,  has  con- 
tributed very  much  to  the  object  which 
he  said  he  had  in  view.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  result  of   carrying  this 
Amendment  would  be,   not  war  with 
Russia,  but  the  establishment  of  peace 
with  Hussia.     But  the  noble  Lord  was 
absolutely  silent  upon  the  means  which 
were  to  be  adopted  by  himself  and  his 
Friends  for  the  accomplishment  of  that 
important  result.  When  the  noble  Lord 
proved  or  attempted  to  prove,  as  he  did 
the  other  night,  that  there  was  no  con- 
fidence to  be  placed  in  any  assurance 
made  by  the  Russian  Government,  that 
there  is  no  use  in  coming  to  any  agree- 
ment with  Russia  or  in  making  any 
Convention  with  Russia ;  and  when  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
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position  in  '*  another  place "  gives  to 
the  Russian  Government  the  alternative 
of  being  considered  swindlers  or  bank- 
rupts— when  this  sort  of  language  is 
applied  to  the  policy  of  the  Russian 
Government  and  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  then,  Sir,  I  say  that 
it  requires  something  more  than  the 
bare  assertion  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  Friends  to  show  that  the  adoption 
of  this  Motion  and  the  placing  of  their 
Party  in  power  is  an  infallible  means  of 
securing  peace.  The  noble  Lord  has 
told  us  that  this  is  not  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, but  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence, 
and  he  says  that  the  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence is  eminently  justified  by  the  re- 
fusal which  upon  this  and  other  occasions 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  made 
to  grant  to  the  House  adequate  or,  in- 
deed, any  information.  The  noble  Lord 
says  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
studiously,  during  the  past  five  years, 
abstained  from  giving  to  this  House  at 
critical  moments  information  to  which  it 
was  entitled,  and  that  a  Vote  of  Censure 
can  only  be  pronounced  upon  informa- 
tion in  the  possession  of  the  House. 
But  the  noble  Lord  will  admit  that  it  is 
a  most  remarkable  circiunstance  that, 
notwithstanding  that  absence  of  infor- 
mation, and  notwithstanding  that  state 
of  ignorance  and  darkness  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  says  that  he  and  his  Friends 
are  kept,  they  have  not  abstained  from 
moving  Votes  of  Censure.  They  have 
moved  no  less  than  seven  Votes  of  Cen- 
sure during  the  present  Parliament  on 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Well,  Sir,  I  find  it  rather  hard 
to  reconcile  the  complaint  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Opposition  had  suffered 
from  want  of  information  with  their 
conduct  in  this  matter.  The  noble  Lord 
has  compared  the  conduct  of  those  who 
were  in  Opposition  in  1878  with  the  con- 
duct of  the  present  Opposition.  Sir,  in 
my  opinion,  there  is  a  radical  difiference 
between  the  position  occupied  by  the 
Opposition  in  1878  and  that  in  which 
we  now  stand.  In  1878  we  complained 
of  the  absence  of  sufficient  information ; 
but  we  knew  enough,  or  thought  we 
knew  enough,  to  form  an  opinion  en- 
tirely adverse  to  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  at  the  time.  We 
did  not  complain  that  they  were  pur- 
suing ends  of  which  we  approved  by  a 
course  which  we  thought  was  wrong; 
but  we  took  issue,  both  on  the  ends 
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they  were  pursuing  and  on  the  course 
they  were  following  in  order  to  attain 
those  ends;  and,  therefore,  we  endea- 
voured and  had  no  alternative  but  to 
withhold  the  means  by  which  alone  that 
policy  could  be  carried  into  effect.    But 
what  is  the  position  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  when 
he  objects  to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?    The  noble  Lord  does  not 
disapprove  the  evacuation  of  the  Sou- 
dan ;  he  does  not,  I  imagine,  disapprove 
the   endeavour  to  establish  in  a  more 
secure    and    firm    manner    than     has 
hitherto  been  possible  the  deBnition  of 
the  frontiers  of  Afghanistan  that  we 
are  bound  to  respect,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  he  and  his  Friends  disapprove  the 
method  by  which  we  are  endeavouring 
to  carry  out  the  operation.    But  I  admit 
that  this  does  not  constitute  approval  of 
that  policy ;  in  my  opinion,  it  constitutes 
neither  approval  nor  disapproval  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     But 
the  disapproval  of  these  methods  cannot 
be  fairly  and  intelligibly  brought  for- 
ward  until   the   noble    Lord  and    his 
Friends  have  before  them  the  materials 
on  which  to  form  a  judgment  and  frame 
a  case  for  the  refusal  of  Supplies  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     Well, 
Sir,  I  think  we  are  entitled,  before  this 
debate  closes,  to  know  what  is  the  actual 
meaning  and  object  of  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock has  acknowledged   that    in   his 
opinion  it  means  a  direct  refusal  of  Sup- 
plies.   I  doubt  very  much  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  who  may  perhaps  take  part 
in  this  debate,  will  support  that  state- 
ment ;  but  certainly,  if  that  be  the  in- 
tention of  the  Amendment,  it  is  drawn 
in  a  most  remarkable  manner,  because 
it  takes  particular  pains  to  recite  that 
the  House  and  the  Opposition  has  al- 
ready shown  its   willingness   to   grant 
Supplies,  and  that  appears  to  me  to  be 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  assertion  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  the  intention— 
that  it  is  the  duty^-of  the  Opposition 
to    refuse  Supplies  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  until  they  have  received 
more  adequate  information,  or  as  long 
as  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  re- 
main in  power.     I  think  it  is  perfectly 
clear;  from  the  views  which  the  noble 
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Lord  has  advooated  to-night  and  advo- 
cated before,  that  it  is  bis  intention  to 
withhold  Supplies.  Although  he  has 
not  seen  the  Papers,  and  has  not  infor- 
mation enough  to  enable  him  to  form 
an  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  made  what  he  calls  a  sur- 
render to  Bussia,  on  that  ground  he  is 
prepared  to  withhold  all  confidence  from 
the  Government,  and,  if  he  deems  it 
necessary,  to  refuse  all  means  for  carry- 
ing on  the  Government  at  all.  But  I 
can  conceiye  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  are  more  prudent  or  less 
bold  than  the  noble  Lord  are  not  pre- 
pared to  commit  themselves  to  the  opi- 
nion that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  made  a  surrender  to  Eussia,  at  all 
events,  until  they  have  gone  through 
the  form  of  examining  the  Papers  that 
will  in  a  few  days  be  presented  to  Par- 
liament in  relation  to  the  question  be- 
tween the  two  Governments.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  who  moved  this 
Amendment,  gave  us  an  opportunity  of 
testing  the  value  of  his  criticisms  on  our 
conduct.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  he 
had  himself  always  opposed  the  policy 
of  advancing  to  Khartoum.  But  imme- 
diately after  he  sat  down  he  was  re- 
minded by  my  right  hon.  Friend  ihe 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
he  had  had  an  opportunity,  not  long 
ago,  of  giving  effect  to  those  opinions, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  brought  forward  his 
Amendment  which  was  directed  against 
the  policy  of  the  advance  on  Khartoum. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  support  that  Amend- 
ment? No;  he  voted  directly  against 
it ;  and  more  than  that,  he  voted  for  an 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  sits  beside  Mm,  which  stated 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  not  only  to  advance  on 
Khartoum,  but  to  establish  a  stable 
Govenunent  in  Egypt,  and  in  such  por- 
tions of  the  Soudan  as  were  necessary 
for  the  seonrity  of  Egypt.  Is  the  noble 
Lord  going  to  say  that  that  Amend- 
ment did  not  mean  that  we  were  to 
ettabliah  a  stable  Government  in  Khar- 
toum ?  I  ask  him  to  appeal  to  the  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  sitting  near  him.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  East 
Gloneeetershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beadi)  distinctly  said,  on  that  occasion, 
that  we  ought  to  hold  the  Nile  at  least 
»s  far  as  Khartoum,  establish  a  stable 


Government  there,  and  put  a  stop  to  the 
Slave  Trade.  Well,  Sir,  that  was  the 
policy  which  the  noble  Lord  voted  for 
only  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  now  the 
noble  Lord  comes  forward  and  says  that 
he  never  approved  the  policy  of  going 
to  Khartoum. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  I 
moved  an  Amendment. 

The  Mabqtjess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
But  the  noble  Lord  voted  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley). 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
Government  insisted  on  having  the 
Question  put.  I  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  which  gave  expression 
not  only  to  the  views  of  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  to  those 
of  some  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  I 
could  not  move  that  Amendment  in  the 
circumstances.  I  voted  with  the  Go- 
vernment in  order  that  I  might  propose 
my  own. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  sympathize  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  position  in  which  he  finds  himself. 
It  is  really  extremely  unfortunate  that 
he  was  prevented  by  the  Forms  of  the 
House  from  giving  his  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  with  whom  he  agreed,  and 
that,  by  the  exigency  of  those  Forms,  he 
was  obliged  to  vote  directly  against  it. 
But  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  noble 
Lord  will  deny  that  he  voted  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devonshire  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  settled  Government  in  Egypt, 
and  such  part  of  the  Soudan  as  might 
be  necessary  for  the  security  of  Egypt. 
Then  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  and  as  many  as  share  that 
opinion  with  him,  what  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  to  be  censured  for  so 
far  as  that  policy  is  concerned,  and  why 
the  confidence  of  Parliament  is  to  be 
witk drawn  from  us?  Is  it  because  we 
were  going  to  Khartoum,  or  because  of 
our  reversing  that  policy?  We  have 
not  yet  been  told  by  any  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Front  Bench  opposite — or,  in- 
deed, by  any  hon.  Member — whether 
the  ground  on  which  the  confidence  of 
Parliament  is  to  be  withdrawn  from  us 
is  the  original  intention,  or  the  abandon- 
ment of  that  intention.  K  it  is  on  the 
first  ground,  then  I  submit  that  the 
Opposition  is  equally  responsible  with 
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us.  All  the  Motions  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  pledged  us  to  do  what 
we  proposed  to  do,  or  something  more. 
If  the  confidence  of  Parliament  is  to  be 
withdrawn  from  us  for  reversing  that 
policy,  then  we  wait  to  hear  whether 
the  Opposition  is  in  favour  of  continuing 
that  policy,  and  what  arguments  they 
have  to  put  forward  in  support  of  that 
view.  The  noble  Lord  made  some  ob- 
servations upon  the  announcement  of 
our  intention  to ''  smash  up  the  Mahdi," 
and  he  spoke  of  our  having  murdered 
10,000  men.  Sir,  I  deny  that  that  is  a 
fair  description,  or  an  accurate  descrip- 
tion, of  the  military  operations  which 
have  taken  place  up  to  the  present  time. 
The  greater  part  of  the  fighting  which 
has  taken  place,  and  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  has  been 
fighting  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin. 
However  much  we  may  regret  the  loss 
of  life,  both  with  regard  to  our  own 
troops  and  our  gallant  enemy,  the 
fighting  was  altogether  justified,  irre- 
spective of  any  intention  on  our  part  to 
advance  to  Khartoum.  We  said,  at  the 
time  of  the  recent  debate  on  the  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence,  that  Lord  Wolseley 
told  us — and  surely  we  ought  to  have 
been  guided  by  his  opinion — that  whe- 
ther we  advanced  on  Khartoum,  or  de- 
cided that  our  troops  should  be  concen- 
trated on  the  Nile,  it  was  necessary  for 
the  security  of  our  Army  that  an  Expe- 
dition should  be  sent  to  Suakin,  and 
that  the  power  of  Osman  Digna  should 
be  broken.  Surely  it  was  a  justifiable 
object,  and  was  not  to  be  designated  as 
murder,  to  undertake  military  opera- 
tions which  we  are  told  by  the  General 
in  command  he  considers  to  be  essential 
for  the  safety  of  our  own  Force.  More 
than  that,  I  endeavoured  to  show  this 
afternoon  that  the  operations  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  were  not 
wholly  of  an  ofifensive  character,  but 
that  they  were  operations  necessary 
from  a  defensive  point  of  view.  Hon. 
Members  may  question,  if  they  like,  the 
policy  of  the  retention  of  Suakin  at  all ; 
but  I  have  not  heard  anyone  do  that 
except  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  John  Morley).  Hon.  Members 
opposite  do  not  tell  us  that  we  ought  to 
abandon  Suakin.  If  we  are  to  remain 
at  Suakin,  surely  it  is  not  an  indefen- 
sible operation  to  shoot  our  enemy  when 
he  attacks  us,  and  to  issue  forth  to  de- 
stroy his  power  of  concentration  and  of 
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attacking  us  again.  I  maintain  that, 
however  much  these  operations  are  to 
be  regretted,  and  however  painful  may 
be  some  of  the  incidents  by  which  they 
have  been  accompanied,  they  were  de- 
fensible from  a  military  point  of  view, 
altogether  irrespective  of  any  intention 
formed  and  subsequently  relinquished 
on  the  part  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  ad- 
vance on  Khartoum  and  destroy  the 
power  of  the  Mahdi  there.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  said  the 
declaration  I  had  to  make  this  after- 
noon was  the  most  astounding  declara- 
tion he  had  ever  heard  from  this  Bench. 
I  cannot  imagine  what  the  noble  Lord 
can  have  found  astounding  in  it,  after 
the  declaration  which  was  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  21st  of  April.  On  the  2l8t  of 
April  it  was  announced,  apparently 
with  general  acquiescence  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  that  the  Vote  of  Credit 
which  was  then  laid  on  the  Table  did 
not  provide  for  any  immediate  advance 
on  Khartoum,  or  for  the  undertaking  of 
further  offensive  operations.  That  de- 
claration has  certainly  not  been  much 
criticized  by  Members  of  the  Opposition. 
Do  hon.  Members  think  that  that  was  a 
reasonable  and  natural  declaration  of 
policy  to  make  ?  Do  they  think  it  an 
astounding  declaration  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  mean  to  keep  9,000  of  our 
soldiers  in  scattered  positions  extending 
for  600  miles  on  the  Biver  Nile?  It 
seems  to  me  that  when  the  House  ac* 
cepted  quietly  the  declaration  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  there  was  nothing 
astounding  in  the  announcement  I  haa 
to  make  to-day.  Well,  the  noble  Lord 
wound  up  his  indictment  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  telling  us  it  was  on  account  of 
the  imminence  and  magnitude  of  the 
danger  which  threatened  the  interests 
of  this  country  that  he  moved  the  Heso- 
lution — that  he  moved  this  Besolution 
in  order  to  resist  a  fatal  step  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  Is  he  going 
to  do  that  by  a  Besolution  which  merely 
asks  for  information  ?  We  are  entitled 
to  ask  what  is  the  real  meaning  of  his 
Besolution.  Is  it,  as  has  been  aaid  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  the 
expression  of  an  intention  to  refase 
Supplies  under  any  oircumstanoes  to 
this  Government ;  or  is  it  what  it  pro- 
fesses to  be — merely  a  demand  for  in* 
formation,  reciting  at  the  same  time  the 
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willingness  of  the  Opposition,  as  already 
displayed,  to  provide  the  necessary 
Supplies?  The  House  will,  perhaps, 
let  me  say  one  or  two  words  in  explana- 
tion of  the  change  of  policy  in  the 
Soudan  which  has  recently  heen  adopted 
hy  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
House  win  recollect  that  when  the  an- 
nounoement  was  made  of  the  intention 
to  provide  means  for  our  troops  to  ad- 
vance to  Khartoum,  and  smash  the 
power  of  the  Mahdi  there,  it  was  said 
that  that  resolution  had  been  come  to 
upon  the  certain  state  of  feicts  that  were 
then  before  us.  But  I  venture  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  that  the  state  of  facts 
that  then  existed  is  totally  different 
from  the  present  state  of  facts.  We 
know  that  Khartoum  had  then  just 
fallen,  and  in  the  opinion  of  almost 
everyone  an  enormous  impulse  had 
been  given  to  the  power  of  the  Mahdi. 
It  was  believed  by  many — I  think  by 
almost  all — that  the  power  of  the  Mahdi, 
which  he  had  always  asserted  to  be  an 
aggressive  power,  for  he  had  over  and 
over  again  expressed  the  intention  of 
overrunning  Egypt,  would  be  enor- 
mously strengthened  by  the  success  he 
had  achieved  at  Khartoum.  We  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  position  of  a 
portion  of  Lord  Wolseley's  Army  was 
by  no  means  secure,  and  as  has  been  al- 
ready explained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr,  Trevelyan),  we  believed  that 
we  were  bound  to  place  means  at  Lord 
Wolaeley's  disposal  which  would  enable 
him  to  take  a  vigorous  offensive  posi- 
tion* That  decision,  as  was  stated  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan), 
was  due  to  military  rather  than  to 
poHtieal  considerations.  At  that  time 
Lord  Wolseley  required  to  know  from 
as — as  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  know — 
what  onr  plans  with  regard  to  the  Sou- 
dan were ;  and  the  (question  he  put  to 
us  was  whether  our  intentions  were  such 
as  to  jostify  him  in  taking  up  a  vigorous 
offensive  position  of  advance,  or  in  tak- 
ing up  a  position  of  retreat.  Well,  Sir, 
upon  the  state  of  facts  then  before  us, 
it  appeared  to  us  that  the  best  policy 
was  to  tell  Lord  Wolseley  he  was  justi- 
fied in  taking  those  measures  of  advance 
whieh  he  might  think  necessary.  But 
what  happened  ?  At  the  time  it  was 
Lord  Wobeley's  intention  to  retain  in 
its  position  at  Gnbat  his  advanced  guard, 
thai  another  oolwxm — ^that  which  started 


out  under  General  Earle — should  advance 
by  the  Nile  River,  and  that  the  two 
forces  should  co-operate  for  the  cap- 
ture of  Berber.  For  a  considerable 
time  after  the  fall  of  Khartoum  Lord 
Wolseley  believed  it  would  be  in  his 
power,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
spring,  to  take  Berber,  and  that  it  would 
be  from  Berber  that  the  advance  on 
Khartoum  would  be  made.  But  for 
reasons  into  which  I  need  not  now  go 
— for  purely  military  reasons,  reasons 
connected  with  the  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing supplies,  the  difficulty  of  obtaining 
transport  across  the  desert — these  opera- 
tions were  found  by  Lord  Wolseley  to 
be  impracticable.  Notwithstanding  the 
freedom  of  action  which  we  gave  him, 
he  was  compelled — ^I  do  not  blame  Lord 
Wolseley  in  the  slightest  degree,  for  I 
have  no  doubt  the  measures  he  took 
were  necessary  measures,  and  did  not 
reflect  the  slightest  discredit  either  upon 
himself  or  those  under  his  command — 
acting  upon  his  own  discretion,  and  not 
upon  compulsion  from  us,  Lord  Wolse- 
ley was  compelled  to  abandon  the  exe- 
cution of  those  projects  whieh  he  had 
intended  to  carry  out  when  he  asked  for 
our  authority;  and  he  was  obliged  to 
take  up  a  defensive  position,  a  still  more 
defensive  position  than  that  which  he 
had  contemplated.  Well,  Sir,  is  there 
no  difference  in  the  circumstances  of  an 
advance  being  made  from  Korti,  or  from 
Berber,  and  an  advance  which  would 
now  have  to  be  made  from  DongolaP 
And  then,  Sir,  what  has  recently  taken 
place  heis  thrown  great  light  upon  the 
necessity  for  any  advance  upon  Khar- 
toum. At  the  time  to  which  I  refer  we 
had  every  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
fall  of  Khartoum  would  be  followed  by 
an  advance  in  force  of  the  Mahdi — an 
advance  on  Egypt  itself.  It  has  been 
attended  with  no  such  result.  The 
Mahdi  has  shown  no  disposition  to  at- 
tack the  retreatingForces  of  Lord  Wolse- 
ley. He  has  shown  no  disposition  to 
advance  on  Egypt.  On  the  contrary,  the 
fact  that  he  is  no  longer  opposed  by  a 
foreign  enemy  does  not  seem  to  have 
given  him  additional  strength;  he  ap- 
pears to  be  in  considerable  difficulties, 
and  it  is  perfectly  possible  that  his  power 
has  of  late  greatly  diminished.  The 
Government  were  very  properly  induced 
to  reconsider  the  decision  which  was 
arrived  at  under  totally  different  cir- 
cumstanoes;  and  altogether  irrespective 
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of  those  oonsiderations  whioh  a  few 
weeks  ago  made  it  only  too  probable 
that  the  whole  of  our  troops  would  be 
required  for  service  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Was  there  nothing  in  those  con- 
siderations themselves  to  induce  us  to 
reconsider  the  determination  at  which 
we  had  arrived  with  regard  to  the  Sou- 
dan? I  admit  that  there  were  other 
considerations  which  weighed  with  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devonshire  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote),  in  his  speech  in  the  debate  upon 
the  Vote  of  Censure,  pressed  upon  us 
very  strongly  the  impolicy  of  going  to 
Khartoum  unless  we  saw  our  way  to 
establish  a  settled  government  there  as 
a  result  of  the  advance.  We  are  not 
altogether  indifferent  to  this  fact;  and 
further  consideration  and  further  ex- 
perience does  not  strengthen  the  belief 
that  an  advance  upon  Khartoum  would 
be  attended  by  the  establishment  of  any 
settled  or  permanent  government  in  that 
place.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  now  been  for 
some  time  in  the  occupation  of  ^the  Val- 
ley of  the  NUe  and  the  Province  of  Don- 
gola,  or  what  is  called  the  Province  of 
Dongola ;  and  after  the  experience  we 
have  had,  I  am  not  aware  that  we  could 
maintain  any  permanent  or  settled  go- 
vernment even  there  unless  we  supported 
it  by  a  large  British  Force.  I  shall  not 
detain  the  House  by  any  further  ob- 
servations on  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Soudan,  neither  will  I  de- 
tain the  House  by  a  discussion  of  our 
policy  in  Afghanistan ;  there  would  be 
no  advantage  in  doin^  so,  because  I 
feel  that  this  debate  will  settle  nothing, 
and  will  conclude  nothing,  but  will  only 
be  renewed  when  the  House  is  in  pos- 
session of  more  complete  and  full  in- 
formation. The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
spoke  with  considerable  inaccuracy  of  a 
demand  which  we  had  made  to  the  Bus- 
sian  Government  for  reparation.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
never,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  used  the 
word  **  reparation."  He  said  over  and 
over  again  that,  in  his  opinion,  there 
was  cause  for  preparation.  The  noble 
Lord,  with  his  usual  accuracy,  has  mis- 
taken the  word  ''preparation"  for  a 
demand  for  reparation.  The  noble  Lord 
says  this  is  to  be  a  sham  arbitration. 
How  is  it  possible  for  the  noble  Lord  or 
his  Friends,  with  any  show  of  common 
fairness  or  a  judicial  spirit,  to  pronounce 
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an  opinion  as  to  the  character  of  the 
arbitration  before  they  see  what  the 
negotiations  are  which  have  taken  place 
on  the  subject,  or  for  what  object  the 
arbitration  has  been  proposed?  The 
noble  Lord  speaks  of  the  inequality  of 
the  treatment  of  General  Komaroff  and 
General  Lumsden.  Does  the  noble  Lord 
wish  it  to  be  believed  that  General  Ko- 
maroff and  General  Lumsden  were  in 
similar  positions  ?  Does  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween the  position  of  General  Komaroff, 
in  command  of  a  large  Bussian  Force, 
and  of  General  Lumsden,  who  was  em- 
ployed on  a  purely  Civil  Mission  ?  The 
attempt  to  establish  a  similarity  of  posi- 
tions between  General  Komaroff  and 
GeneralfLumsden  is  an  attempt  to  place 
the  latter  in  a  position  which  he  never 
held,  and  which  it  would  be  extremely 
wrong  to  induce  anyone  to  suppose  he 
ever  did  hold.  General  Lumsden  was 
not  in  command  of  the  Afghans  who 
were  defeated.  General  Lumsden  was 
not  directing  the  movements  of  Afghan 
troops;  and,  therefore,  the  attempt  to 
establish  any  similarity  between  hia 
position  and  General  Komaroff'sis  an 
attempt  to  establish  a  comparison  which 
is  jpei^ectly  fallacious  and  misleading. 
An  hon.  Member — I  think  it  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin) — inquired  this  evening 
if  General  Lumsden's  recall  was  made 
at  the  request  of  the  Gk>vemment  of 
Bussia.  oir,  I  cannot  allow  one  mo* 
ment  to  pass  without  saying  that  neither 
directly  nor  indirectly  has  any  demand 
or  any  suggestion  been  made  for  the 
recall,  if  you  like  to  call  it  so,  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  by  the  Bussian  Govern* 
ment.  The  noble  Lord  asks  what  gua- 
rantees we  have  obtained  from  Bussia 
that  she  will  not  advance  upon  Herat. 
How  is  it  possible  that  we  can  diacuas 
with  any  advantage  to  the  public,  <Hr 
any  completeness,  questions  such  as  that 
when  the  Papers  are  not  before  us? 
Sir,  the  anxiety  of  the  Opposition  to 
discuss  these  questions,  and  to  endeavour 
to  get  a  decision  upon  them  when  they 
have  no  information  before  them,  when 
they  know  they  will  have  full  informa- 
tion before  them  in  a  very  few  days,  is 
somewhat  remarkable,  and  somewhat 
calculated  to  lead  one  to  suppose  that 
they  are  thinking  more  of  obtaining  s 
Party  advantage  over  the  Government 
than  of  getting  at  the  facts  of  the  case. 
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It  IS  said  that  we  have  gained  nothing 
in  the  negotiations  that  have  taken 
place  with  Eusaia.  It  is  impossible  that 
the  House  can  form  an  opinion  on  that 
subject  also  until  they  see  what  has  been 
the  course  of  the  negotiations,  and  what 
has  been  the  result.  If  we  have  succeeded 
in  establishing  a  settled  and  definite 
frontier  of  the  dominions  of  our  Ally, 
the  Ameer,  whom  we  are  pledged  to  de- 
fend, instead  of  having,  as  we  have  had 
up  to  the  present  time,  an  indefinite  and 
nnknown  frontier,  I  think  we  have  done 
something.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
taunted  us  by  saying  we  had  an  Ally  in 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  who  would 
not  allow  us  to  march  through  his  do- 
minions. Well,  Sir,  if  a  result  of  these 
negotiations  and  transactions  should  be 
that  the  first  act  of  the  Ameer,  on  his  re- 
turn to  Cabul,  was  to  send  an  invitation 
to  British  officers  to  visit  Herat  and  put 
that  place  in  a  state  of  defence,  I  think 
that  will  be  aomething  gained,  and  will 
show  that  our  relations  with  the  Ameer 
are  improved  by  these  proceedings. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL  : 
Is  that  in  the  official  Papers  ? 

The  Maequbss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  wait  and 
see.  I  say  that  this  Amendment,  moved 
bj  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Lord  George  Hamilton),  is  a  vague 
and  indefinite  one.  It  is  one  which  can- 
not by  any  possibility  do  any  good.  It 
may  be  that  the  Amendment  is  moved 
▼ith  the  object  of  overthrowing  the  Go- 
▼emment,  but  the  noble  Lord  knows 
▼eiy  well  that  that  is  not  a  likely  result. 
If  it  has  not  that  result  it  can  settle  no- 
thing. It  can  only  give  an  appearance 
of  dissensioii  all  over  the  world ;  it  can 
<Hily  proclaim  to  the  world,  what  I  am 
sfraid  is  the  fact,  that  even  in  a  time  of 
crisis,  through  which  we  have  not  yetalto- 
9edier  passed,  there  exists  here  a  Party 
that  prefers  the  prospect  of  damaging 
sad  injuring  the  Government,  even  in 
the  absence  of  full  information,  to  pre- 
senting to  the  world  at  large  a  firm  and 
oaited  front. 

8iB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  At 
this  hour  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
snore  than  a  few  minutes  ;  but  it  is  ne- 
•sssary  for  me  to  take  notice  of  the  obser- 
^ona  of  the  noble  Marquess  and  others 
vho  have  spoken  in  this  debate  with  re- 
gnd  to  the  Amendment  put  down  by 
ay  noUs  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
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dlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton).  We 
have  been  asked  what  is  the  meaning 
and  nature  of  the  Amendment  which  we 
have  heard  spoken  of  as  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, and  we  have  heard  described  as  a 
Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  We  have 
also  heard  it  pointed  out,  very  truly,  that 
if  such  a  Motion  were  carried  it  might 
have  a  peculiar  effect  upon  the  existence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  the 
particular  object  with  which  this  Motion 
was  put  on  the  Paper  is  to  be  found  in 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  itself— upon 
the  face  of  the  Motion.  It  is  a  demand 
that  before  we  proceed  further  in  grant- 
ing Supplies  of  an  extraordinary  charac- 
ter we  shall  have  adequate  information 
of  the  present  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  lay  stress  upon  the  **  present  "  policy, 
because  it  is  upon  that  that  the  whole 
matter  turns.  The  Government  have  so 
many  policies,  and  the  position  they  are 
taking  up  now  is  so  different  from  that 
of  a  week  or  a  fortnight  ago,  that  it  is 
incumbent  upon  us  to  demand  from  them 
an  adequate  definition  of  their  policy. 
I  can  congratulate  my  noble  Friend  on 
having  at  least  attained  this  object — 
that  he  has  drawn  forth  from  the  Go- 
vernment promises  of  the  production  of 
Papers,  and  of  some  statement  with  re- 
gard to  certain  points  of  detail,  at  an 
earlier  period  than  we  had  any  reason 
to  anticipate.  I  appeal  to  the  memory 
of  hon.  Members  whether  -we  have  not 
found  the  Government  exceedingly  re- 
ticent in  regard  to  information  on  this 
subject ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope  there  will 
be  an  early  production  of  information. 
If  it  were  a  question  of  our  wanting  in- 
formation with  a  view  of  founding  on  it 
some  charge  or  censure  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government — if  that  had  been  all 
we  were  looking  to— our  conduct  might 
have  been  open  to  some  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  upon  it;  but  that 
is  not  the  main  object,  or  certainly  not 
the  only  object,  which  we  have  in  view  in 
making  this  demand.  We  feel  that  we 
are  in  a  position  of  such  importance  and 
of  such  a  peculiar  character  that  it  is 
incumbent  upon  us,  before  it  is  too  late, 
to  ascertain  what  are  the  motives,  the 
feelings,  and  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  two  very 
important  questions  which  are  connected 
together  in  this  Vote  they  ask  the  House 
to  pass.  We  have  been  asked  to  do 
that  which  it  is  a  very  common  thing  to 
do— we  have  been  asked  at  the  beginning 
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of  the  financial  year,  when  the  natural 
Estimates  ought  to  be  framed  with  a 
view  to  the  probable  expectation  and 
needs  of  the  year,  to  come  forward  and 
▼ote  a  large  sum  as  a  Vote  of  Credit  to 
the  Government  with  respect  to  certain 
preparations  for  certain  services  which 
they  have  in  view.  We  were  asked 
to  vote  a  sum  of  unparalleled  size  for 
that  purpose.  But  that  is  not  by  any 
means  the  most  remarkable  part  of  the 
transaction.  We  were  asked  to  give 
that  large  Vote — I  may  almost  say  with- 
out any  explanation,  at  all  events  with 
a  very  meagre  explanation,  of  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  it  was  required,  and 
with  an  observation  of  the  most  remark- 
able character — ^namely,  that  there  were 
bound  together  in  one  Vote  two  services 
which  appeared  to  be  entirely  distinct. 
We  were  asked  to  give  that  Vote  not  only 
for  services  in  the  Soudan,  but  also  in 
respect  of  events  that  were  likely  to 
arise  on  the  borders  of  Afj^hanistan  and 
in  connection  with  Central  Asia.  Why 
these  two  services  were  put  together 
might  not  at  first  sight  appear  to  be  very 
obvious;  but  when  we  came  to  consider 
the  matter  we  saw  that  they  were,  and 
are,  very  closely  connected  together — that 
they  are  closely  connected  with  what  I 
may  call  the  most  vital  of  aU  foreign 
questions  for  this  country — I  mean  the 
protection  of  our  Indian  Empire.  One  of 
those  Votes  was  asked  with  reference  to 
what  seemed  the  possibility  of  a  direct 
attack  upon  that  Empire,  and  the  other 
Vote  was  asked  with  reference  to  ser- 
vices undertaken  in  Egypt  which  had  for 
their  object  the  protection  of  the  com- 
munications with  our  Indian  Dominions. 
When  the  two  were  put  together, 
they  were  put  together  in  a  most 
remarkable  manner.  We  were  asked 
to  supply  large  sums  of  money  for 
speoiai  preparations ;  but  we  were  told 
also  that  it  was  important,  with  regard 
to  the  Vote  for  the  Soudan — and  this 
was  reidly  the  key  to  the  Eesolution 
that  was  proposed — that  the  troops  and 
the  forces  of  the  Empire,  wherever  they 
might  be,  and  especially  those  which 
were  in  Egypt,  might  be  held  available 
for  service  wherever  they  were  required. 
And  it  was  quite  clear  at  the  time  that 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to 
which  reference  has  so  often  been  made, 
was  delivered,  that  the  point  which  he 
was  anxious  to  press  upon  the  House 
was  this — ^that  whatever  may  be  the  re- 
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quirements  of  our  Forces  in  the  Sou- 
dan, however  important  may  be  the 
services  for  the  defence  of  Egypt,  there 
are  other  matters  of  such  vital  im- 
portance which  may  lead  to  transactions 
of  such  magnitude  that  you  must  be  pre- 
pared to  set  aside  what  you  may  be 
called  upon  to  do  in  Egypt,  and  to  subor- 
dinate it  to  what  you  may  be  called 
upon  to  do  elsewhere.  And  it  was  in 
consequence  of  that  appeal  and  of  the 
remarkable  manner  in  which  it  was  put 
forward,  and  in  consequence  also  of  the 
solemn  and  very  marked  tone  in  which 
we  were  invited  to  make  this  Vote, 
that  the  House  at  once,  unanimoualyy 
and  without  a  single  word  of  objection, 
voted  this  large  sum.  Well,  but  very 
shortly  after  we  had  done  that  we  be- 
gan to  hear  that  there  were  changes  in 
the  situation,  and  after  a  time  we  were 
told  that  the  immediate  pressure  upon 
us  in  regard  to  the  special  preparations 
is  somewhat  relaxed,  and  that  tiiere  is  a 
hope  and  probability  of  that  sum  not 
being  needed  altogether  for  the  pur- 
poses which  at  first  were  indicated, 
feut  then  arises  the  point,  what  is  to  be 
done  in  regard  to  the  other  part  of  the 
question  ?  We  were  told  a  good  deal  of 
what  was  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  the  Soudan  in  ^e  early  part  of  the 
Session.  A  fortnight  ago  we  were  asked 
to  lay  that  matter  aside  for  a  time  and 
to  regard  it  as  an  entirely  subordinate 
matter,  and  to  substitute  for  it  a  policy 
that  would  put  all  the  Forces  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  to 
be  used  wherever  they  are  required. 
When  that  need  seemed  to  have  passed 
away  we  were  anxious  to  know,  and  it 
was  right  that  we  should  know,  what  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was  with  re- 
gard to  their  peculiar  conduct  of  affairs 
in  the  Soudan ;  and  it  became  necessary 
for  us  to  press  for  information  on  that 
subject,  because  we  cannot  but  say  that 
the  conduct  and  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Gt)vemment  have  been  open  to  the 
greatest  objection  on  accoxmt  of  their 
uncertainty.  The  noble  Marquess  who 
has  just  sat  down  made  some  remarks 
about  what  he  thought  was  the  inconsis- 
tency of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  in 
respect  of  the  vote  which  he  gave  in 
February  last*  and  in  respect  of  the 
language  which  he  used  to-night  There 
IS  no  inconsistency  in  the  result  at  alL 
The  noble  Marquess  opposite  takes  up  a 
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point  wbioh  will  not  bear   examination 
when  he   says  that  my  noble  Friend 
voted  against  tbe  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Mor- 
ley).    He  did  so  for  the  purpose  of 
clearing  tbe  way » and  of  enabling  bimself 
to  propose  anotber   Besolution  wbicb 
was  a  direct  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence 
in  the  Goyemment.    But,  bowever  that 
may  be,  wbaterer  may  be  tbe  incon- 
sistency   cbarged     against   my    noble 
Friend,  it  is  as  notbing  compared  with 
the  inconsistencies  of  tbe  Goyemment 
with  regard  to  this  question  of  going  to 
Khartoum.     What  is  tbe  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government?    A  year  ago, 
when  discussing  tbe  question  of   tbe 
Vote  of   Censure    witb  regard  to  tbe 
Sondan  policy  of  tbe  Government,  tbe 
right  bon.  Baronet  tbe  President  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  who  tben  took  a  leading 
part  in  tbe  discussion,  referred  to  Ge- 
neral Gordon's  opinion  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  smasb  up  tbe  power  of  tbe 
Mabdi,   and  be  referred  to  it  for  tbe 
purpose  of  saying  that  be  entirely  dis- 
sented from  that  opinion,  and  that  it 
would  be  miadness  to  adopt  it.    But  a 
fewmontbs  after  that  time  tbe  Prime 
Minister  came  forward  and  said  that 
that  policy  wbicb  bis  Colleagues  bad 
denounced  as  madness  to  adopt  was  tbe 
policy  wbicb  tbe  Government  were  going 
to  Dursue — tbatwas  tbe  policy  wbicb  be 
told  us  in  February  last  tbe  Government 
had  adopted,    and  according  to  wbicb 
they   desired     Lord   Wolseley  sbould 
frame  bis  proceedings.   Now,  again,  we 
find  tbat  tbe   Government  bave  taken 
•nother   turn    round,  and   adopted    a 
vhoily  different  view  witb  regard  to  tbe 
poUoy  of  advancing  on  Khartoum.    But 
they  do  not  g^ve  us  all  tbe  information  we 
▼ant    We  want  to  know  bow  far  tbey 
have  a  decided  policy  witb  regard  to 
%7pt  and  tbe  Soudan  ?    Tbey  do  not 
tefl  us.    Tbe  noble  Marquess  has  been 
good  enougb  to  give  us  some  general 
informaUon  to-nigbt.    He  bas  told  the 
House  of  some  general  views  tbey  bave 
vith  regard  tbe  Suakin  Bailway,  tbe 
]^e  fiidlwajy  wbat  is  to  be  tbe  posi- 
tion of  tbe  troops  for  a  certain  time, 
tod  that    in    some    indefinite    future 
Snakin  is  to  be  banded  over  to  some 
ether  civilized  Power ;  and  be  bas  told 
tu  something  about  making  commercial 
nilways  in  l^;ypt  sbould  they  bethought 
dsiixaDle.   Mow,  I  would  ask  bon.  Gen- 


tlemen wbetber,  after  listening  to  tbe 
statement  of  tbe  noble  Marquess,  tbey 
can  feel  tbe  slightest  confidence  as  to 
wbat  is  going  to  happen  in  tbe  Soudan  ? 
It  is  over  and  over  again  tbe  same  story. 
Tbe  Government  make  certain  declara- 
tions; tben  tbose  declarations  lead  to 
acts  whicb  take  them  on  and  on,  and 
you  do  not  know  when  and  wbere  tbey 
are  to  be  brought  to  an  end.  Tbe  policy 
of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
JobnMorley)is  simple  and  plain  enougb. 
We  may  not  approve  of  it,  but  we  un- 
derstand it.  We  understand  tbat  be 
desires  to  withdraw  from  Suakin  and 
from  tbe  Soudan.  That,  however,  is 
not  tbe  policy  of  the  Government.  Tbe 
policy  tbey  adopt  is  a  sort  of  stop-gap 
policy,  and  wbicb,  in  consequence  of  a 
fresb  movement  of  tbe  Mabdi  or  of 
Osman  Digna,  may  bave  to  be  cbanged 
and  altogetber  upset.  We  complain 
tbat  we  are  not  fumisbed  witb  sufficient 
information,  and  wben  we  are  asked  to 
vote  no  less  a  sum  than  £4,500,000  we 
have  a  right— and  sbould  bave  exercised 
it  under  ordinary  circumstances — to  ob- 
tain a  full  account  of  wbat  the  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  do  witb  it.  It  is  no 
answer  to  say — **  Wbat  do  you  tbink  we 
ougbt  to  do  ?  "  Tbey  are  tbe  respon- 
sible Ministers ;  tbey  bave  all  tbe  infor- 
mation and  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances; and  tbey  ougbt,  at  least,  to 
give  us  an  intelligible  and  definite 
policy,  and  one  wbicb  tbey  are  pre- 
pared to  justify  and  support.  That  is, 
I  think,  an  important  consideration, 
wbicb  operates  as  a  full  justification,  for 
tbe  Motion  wbicb  my  noble  Friend  bas 
placed  on  tbe  Paper.  But  it  is  a  con- 
sideration, after  all,  tbat  pales  in  import- 
ance when  compared  witb  another.  It 
is  all  very  well  to  say,  as  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing)  told  us  just 
now,  tbat  tbe  policy  of  tbe  Opposition  is 
to  get  into  Office  and  declare  war  against 
Bussia.  Notbing  could  be  more  absurd 
than  sucb  a  view  as  that.  It  would  be 
the  policy  of  the  Opposition  to  endeavour 
to  bring  about  sucb  a  settlement  of  tbe 
question  of  our  Nortb- Western  Frontier 
as  would  reduce  to  a  minimum  and  put, 
if  possible,  altogetber  out  of  sigbt,  all 
cbance  of  war  witb  Bussia.  But  wbat 
we  say  and  wbat  we  complain  of  is  tbat 
if  you  leave  things  as  they  now  stand 
you  run  tbe  danger  of  finding  yourself 
— as  we  did  tbe  otber  day,  according  to 
tbe  declaration  of  the  Prime  Minister — 
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within  measurable  distance  of  being 
engaged  in  hostilities  with  Bussia — and 
engaged  in  hostilities  with  Bussia  in  the 
most  inconyenient  form  that  can  be  ima- 
gined. We  have  heard  what  was  said 
and  thought  by  great  men  in  past  times 
under  very  different  circumstances,  when 
there  was  a  distance  of  1,000  miles  or 
2,000  miles  between  the  Frontier  of  Af- 
ghanistan and  the  nearest  Eussian  Pos- 
sessions, and  it  was  reasonable  enough 
to  suppose  that  the  advance  of  the 
Russians  would  stop  short  of  the  fron- 
tier. But  the  Bussians  are  now  on  the 
frontier,  and  you  are  in  the  position  of 
being  under  obligations  to  the  Ameer, 
some  more  or  less  definite,  which  may 
render  it  necessary  for  you  to  take  part, 
at    a    most   inconvenient   time,  in    a 

Suarrel  between  the  Ameer  and  the 
Government  of  Bussia.  What  do  we 
hear  is  taking  place  ?  We  are  told  that 
negotiations  are  going  on  which  have 
nearly  arrived  at  a  satisfactory  result, 
which  will  enable  us  to  settle  all  im- 
portant questions  between  us  and 
Bussia.  That  may  be  so;  but  there 
has  of  late  been  a  habit  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  taking  ud  some 
minute  and  isolated  points,  ana,  when 
these  have  been  settled,  to  treat  every- 
thing as  settled.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man laid  enormous  stress  on  the  Penjdeh 
incident,  and  he  seemed  to  think  that 
the  whole  question  at  issue  was  whether 
there  had  been  a  misunderstanding  on 
the  part  of  one  Power  or  the  other  which 
had  led  to  that  incident.  He  appeared 
to  think  that  the  whole  question  turned 
on  this,  and  when  a  mode  of  arranging 
that  point  was  arrived  at — namely,  by 
arbitration — he  treated  the  entire  matter 
as  settled,  and  as  if  we  had  only  to  con- 
sider the  delimitation  of  the  frontier. 
But  there  is  a  great  deal  more  beyond 
this.  We  have  to  get  into  proper  rela- 
tions with  the  Ameer.  I  remember  so 
long  ago  as  1872,  when  we  had  a  discus- 
sion in  this  House  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal of  a  neutral  zone,  and  I  remember 
expressing  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
a  great  danger  to  have  to  maintain  a 
buffer  State  between  such  great  Powers 
as  England  and  Bussia.  What  I  argued 
then,  as  I  argue  now,  is  that  you  place 
yourselves  in  a  most  dangerous  position 
if  you  place  a  buffer  State,  as  it  is  called, 
between  such  great  Powers  as  England 
and  Bussia.  Therefore,  what  I  say  is 
this.    There  are  three  things  you  want. 
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In  the  first  place — and  in  this  I  think 
every  hon.  Member  will  agree  with  me 
— you  want  to  strengthen  your  position 
in  India  and  to  improve  your  means  of 
communication  with  your  own  frontier ; 
secondly,  you  want  to  have  a  proper  and 
dear  arrangement  with  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan,  which  will  not  bind  you  in 
any  inconvenient  way  to  support  him 
when  it  is  impossible  to  do  so,  but  which 
will  enable  you  to  give  him  proper  as- 
sistance in  the  way  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition and  money,  or  in  whatever  else 
he  may  be  in  want,  on  condition  that  he 
gives  you,  in  return,  certain  facilities  of 
access  to  important  points  in  ease  of 
necessity;  and,  thirdly,  you  ought  to 
have  a  clear  agreement — a  dear  Treaty 
with  Bussia,  in  which  it  should  be  laid 
down,  in  the  most  unmistakable  man- 
ner, where  the  points  are  to  which  Bussia 
may  come,  and  beyond  which  she  cannot 
be  permitted  to  come,  and  that  any  ad- 
vance by  her  beyond  those  points  shall 
be  considered  by  you  as  a  mmm  belli,  A 
system  founded  on  these  three  principles, 
with  a  reasonable  administration,  ouffht 
to  preserve  you  from  any  dangers  in  that 
quarter.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
circumstances  of  India  are  greatly  af- 
fected by  these  last  advances  of  the  Bus- 
sians. The  great  '* silver  streak"  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
has  been  swept  away,  and  you  have  been 
brought  almost  in  oonterminous  lines 
with  another  ^reat  Power,  and  when  you 
are  brought  m  conterminous  lines  no 
doubt  heavy  claims  may  be  made  upon 
you.  We  are  most  anxious  with  reg^ud 
to  these  three  points,  and  we  feel  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
be  pressed  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment while  there  is  yet  time,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  en- 
deavour to  make  arrangements  which  will 
secure  the  objects  which  we  have  in  view. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  the  discussion 
of  such  a  subject,  in  this  House,  is  one 
of  a  factious  character,  or  one  that  ought 
to  be  repudiated  with  contempt  or  in- 
dignation. It  is  a  contribution,  on  our 
part,  to  the  great  question  of  tiie  pro- 
tection of  our  Indian  Possessions  and 
Empire ;  and  what  I  say  is  that  if  we  can 
bring  about  any  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion that  would  impart  confidence,  and 
if  the  Government  could  establish  a  sys- 
tem such  as  I  have  pointed  out,  which 
would  show  that  we  are  prepared  for 
any  eventuality,  they  would  do  mora 
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than  by  any  amotmt  of  expenditure  of 
troops  or  money.      What   is  so  mis- 
duevoos  is  the  constant  apprehension, 
the  constant  rumours,  the  constant  un- 
certainties and  alarms  that  are  spread 
about,  sometimes  from  high  quarters, 
fiometimes    from    commercial    centres, 
sometimes  from  bazaars,  sometimes  from 
ve  know  not  where — rumours  of  a  dis- 
turbing character,  and  of  an  alarmist 
character — which  are  calculated  to  dis- 
turb and  alarm  the  people.    And  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  some  of  the  language 
used  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself  has 
had  somewhat  too  much  of  that  alarmist 
character.     I  think  that  that  speech  he 
made  to  us,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
considering'  what  we  now  know,  when 
he  moved  the  Vote  of  Credit,  was  of  an 
unnecessarily  alarmist  character.   It  was 
one  of  those  speeches  which  throw  a 
great  halo  round  the  speaker  at  the 
moment ;  but  it  was  calculated  to  disturb 
and  alarm.     Whom  ?    Not  Eussia,  but 
our  own  people.    It  was  calculated  to 
disturb  the  people  of  this  country,  and, 
what  is  still  more  important,  it  was  cal- 
culated to  disturb  and  alarm  our  Indian 
fellow-subjects,  who  hear  all  these  things 
and  do  not  understand  them.    I  trust 
and  hope    that   the  Government  will 
make  a  change  in  the  manner  in  which 
they  deal  with  these  questions,  always 
putting  forward  some  small  matter  as 
the  first  point,  until  they  reach  a  point 
that  must  land  us  in  all  these  difficul- 
ties.   What  are  they  doing  now  in  re- 
ference to  the  Soudan  ?    They  are  trying 
to  put  matters  in  such  a  position  that 
if  we  have  to  do    certain    things  we 
must  do  them  in  self-defence.  Why,  that 
was  exactly  what  they  said  on  the  occa- 
tion  of  the  bonabardment  of  Alexandria. 
It  was  in  self-defence  that  we  had  to 
bombard  it.    It  is  also  in  self-defence 
that  we  have  to  make  these  incursions 
against  Osman  Digna.    Having  shown 
that  it  is  not  from  want  of  the  will  to 
xaake  great  sacrifices  for  a  great  public 
and  Imperial  object,  having  shown  that 
we  are  ready  to  furnish  men  and  money 
to  enable  the  Gt)vernment  to  carry  on  the 
war,  provided  that  a  necessity  is  shown 
^  it,  we  do  insist  upon  having  a  clear, 
distinct,  and  unmistakable  declaration 
of  policy.    We  have  an  entire  want  of 
ooofideoce  in  the  explanation  and  de- 
^acation  already  made.  They  altogether 
ttisi  the  pointy  and,  as  far  as  I  can  un- 
dsntondy  they  put  us  in  all  the  dangers 


we  wish  to  avoid,  while  providing  no 
such  means  of  safety  as  we  desire.  It 
is  said  that  we  ought  to  wait  until  the 
Papers  are  produced.  We  know  what 
that  means.  At  the  end  of  the  week  we 
should  be  told  that  they  have  not  left 
the  printers'  hands;  that  you  are  not 
responsible  for  the  delay,  and  then  some 
hitch  will  come  which  renders  it  neces- 
sary to  put  them  off  for  some  time 
longer.  Then  Whitsuntide  is  upon  us, 
and  we  come  back  after  Whitsuntide 
and  find  there  are  other  pressing  mat- 
ters which  require  our  attention.  It  is 
really  one  of  mose  cases  in  which,  if  we 
mean  to  speak  at  all,  we  must  speak  at 
once.  We  have  challenged  the  position  of 
the  Government,  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  show,  by  the  votes  recorded  to- 
night, that  it  looks  upon  the  information 
already  given  as  altogether  insufficient. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  sorry  to 
find  myself  under  the  necessity,  at  this 
late  hour,  of  making  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  the  first  instance,  I  must  observe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  entirely 
repudiated  the  ground  upon  which  this 
Motion  has  been  proposed  and  recom- 
mended by  all  its  principal  supporters. 
By  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Mo- 
tion (Lord  George  Hamilton)  it  was  de- 
clared to  be  a  Vote  having  for  its  pur- 
pose to  stop  all  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
vernment by  ejecting  them  from  Office. 
By  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  the  issue  was  the 
same.  It  was  simply  a  Motion  for  stop- 
ping the  Supplies.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman carefully  disavows  that  interpre- 
tation. [Sir  Stafford  Northcote:  No.] 
Then,  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
pared to  say,  as  his  supporters  have 
said,  and  as  his  confidentisd  Friend  sit- 
ting by  him  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
has  said — **I  will  withhold  everything 
from  you  until  I  displace  the  Govern- 
ment from  Office  ?  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  totally  avoided  saying  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  and  he  declares  that 
it  is  the  insufficiency  of  information — and 
the  insufficiency  of  information  alone — 
upon  which  he  founds  his  support  of 
the  Vote.  That  is  a  glaring  contradic- 
tion indicating  the  community  of  senti- 
ment which  prevails  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  with  whom 
he  acts.      iLaughieff  and  *'  Oh,  oh !  "] 
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The  right  Yum.  Gentleman  may  langh 
or  sneer  if  he  likes ;  bat  the  remarks 
I  am  making  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  not  at  all  calcnlated 
to  excite  an j  display  of  feeling  from 
him.  It  is  in  his  power,  of  conrse,  to 
explain  what  he  pleases;  but  this  is 
my  contention — ^namely,  that  the  snp- 
p<nt  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gives  to  this  Motion,  on  the  groond  that 
it  is  a  Motion  complaining  oi  defective 
information,  is  totally  at  variance  with 
the  support  given  to  it  by  his  leading 
Friend  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who 
support  it  as  a  Motion  which  aims  at 
the  assertion  of  the  principle  that  no 
Supplies  should  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  for  the  pur- 
E  contemplated  in  the  Vote  of  Credit. 
Jtapfobd  l^OBTHOOTE :  Without  in- 
ition.]  They  did  not  say  anything 
of  the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gbntieman 
has  interpolated  that  most  needful  com- 
mentary upon  the  speeches  of  his  Friends 
which  entirely  chimges  their  character, 
and  with  which  inteq>olation  his  ground 
is  totally  different  from  theirs.  Pray 
recollect  what  happened  last  week.  If 
there  be  want  of  information  now,  much 
more  was  there  want  of  information 
then.  My  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  not  made  his  state- 
ment ;  we  were  not  in  a  position  to  say 
when  the  Bussian  Papers  would  be  laid 
upon  the  Table ;  and  yet,  what  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time  ?  He 
absolutely  disclaimed,  in  the  strongest 
manner,  on  Monday  last,  with  all  his 
Friends  around  him,  all  idea  of  inter- 
posing the  slightest  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  Vote  we  had  then  proposed.  Such 
is  the  history  of  the  question  as  far  as 
regards  the  terms  of  this  very  remark- 
able Motion.  And  now,  Sir,  it  has  been 
said  that  in  the  time  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment their  hands  were  weakened  by 
hostile  attacks  and  criticisms  upon  their 
policy.  All  that  is  perfectly  true.  It 
was  a  necessity  lamented  at  the  time 
—["Oh!"]  — lamented    at  the  time. 

J'*  Oh !  "]  It  seems  to  me  not  an  un- 
air  claim  that  I  shall  be  allowed  to 
finish  my  sentence.  Lamented  at  the 
time  not  in  our  interior  minds,  but  in 
debate  in  this  House,  and  I  challenge 
contradiction .  Sir,  it  is  a  very  great 
evil  when  such  a  thing  is  done ;  but  to 
this  I  claim  the  assent  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite — that  when  we  challenged, 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Government,  the 
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proceedings  whidi  tiitej  took,  upon  no 
oocasioii  £d  we  shdter  ouiselwes  bAind 
the  plea  that  an  Oppoeitioii  was  not 
bound  to  find  a  policy.  Upon  eveiy 
occasion  we  set  forth  distinctly  what 
were  tiie  principles  to  whidi  we  ob- 
jected, and  what  were  the  principles 
which  we  wished  to  substitute. 
["  Never  !"]  I  wish  the  hon.  Member 
who  says  "  Never !  "  would  be  good 
enough  to  verify  his  assertion  in  a  legiti- 
mate manner.  Now,  what  is  the  pre- 
sent position  ?  The  present  position  is 
this — there  are  two  questions  before  us. 
The  first  question  relates  to  India,  to 
Afghanistan,  and  to  Russia.  We  have 
told  you  that  we  can  now  see  our  way 
to  lay  the  Papers,  so  that  they  shall  be 
in  your  hands,  we  are  assured  by  the 
Foreign  Department,  at  the  end  of  the 
week.  Under  these  circumstances,  you 
choose  to  bring  forward  a  Motion  which 
the  right  hon.  G^tleman,  at  any  rate, 
recognizes  as  aMotion  which,  if  carried^ 
must  displace  the  GK>vemment,  without 
those  Papers  in  your  hands.  And  how 
do  you  supply  the  defect?  You  supply 
it  by  putting  forward  a  series  of  suppo- 
sitions, every  one  of  which,  so  far  as 
you  are  able  to  show,  is  absolutely  base- 
less. Tou  say  that  eveiything  has  been 
surrendered  to  Bussia  in  what  you  term 
a  lamentable  fia$eo.  Of  that  you  know 
nothing  whatever.  You  say  it  is  a  base 
surrender  to  Bussia  to  carry  on  negotia- 
tions in  London  instead  of  on  the  Af- 
ghan Frontier.  \^ItUerrupt%(m']  Those 
hon.  Members  who  assume  to  them- 
selves such  an  amount  of  licence  are 
not  likely  to  listen  to  anything  I  may 
have  to  say,  and  therefore  I  will  speak 
to  the  House  generally.  Tou  say  it  is  a 
base  surrender  to  Bussia.  What  if, 
when  the  Papers  are  produced,  you  find 
that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  was  himself 
averse,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
carrying  on  the  negotiations  on  the 
Afghan  Frontier  ?  If  it  is  so,  how  can 
vou  say  that  the  transfer  to  London  is  a 
base  surrender  to  Bussia?  How  oan 
that  be  a  base  surrender  to  Bussia,  which 
is  the  opinion  and  conviction  of  your 
own  Government,  and  which  I  i^all  be 
ready  to  argue  at  the  proper  time- 
when  the  gentleman  in  whom  you  place 
confidence— Sir  Peter  Lumsden  —  may 
have  desired,  for  all  you  know,  that  the 
transactions  on  the  Afghan  Frontier 
shall  cease,  and  that  the  arrangement 
shall   be  made  elsewhere?     [An  hon. 
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Member:  Why?]  That  is  not  the 
point.  The  point  is  the  authority  of 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  in  whom  you  pro- 
fess to  place  confidence,  but  with  whom 
yoa  are  ready  and  willing  to  part  com- 
pany when  you  have  some  reason  to 
Bupposo  that  he  does  not  agree  with  you. 
You  speak  of  the  recall  of  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden.  Suppose  you  find  that  he 
has  not  been  recalled,  but  that  his  re- 
turn to  this  country  is  in  full  conformity 
with  his  own  views?  You  say  that 
ererjthing  has  been  surrendered  with 
respect  to  the  frontier  line.  Suppose 
you  find  that,  on  the  contrary,  a  frontier 
line  has  been  drawn  which,  supported 
by  condueive  authority,  has  the  thorough 
adhesion  of  the  whole  Indian  Grovern- 
Qent,  and  which  is  completely  conform- 
able to  the  views  of  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan ?  You  say  that  a  speech  was 
made  on  a  Monday,  of  which  the  noble 
lord  said,  with  exultation,  '*  every  man 
who  beard  that  speech  throughout  the 
land  believed  that  it  meant  war,"  and 
therefore  tlie  satisfaction  with  which  he 
says  it  was  received.  But  on  the  Mon- 
day following  a  speech  was  made  in  a 
totally  different  tone,  and  it  was  clear, 
the  noble  Lord  says,  that  everything  had 
been  surrendered  to  Bussia.  Suppose 
that  when  the  Papers  are  discovered, 
which  you  are  to  have  within  the  week, 
and  for  which  you  cannot  wait — suppose 
that  when  those  Papers  are  brought  to 
light,  you  find,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
speech,  indicating  somewhat  dark  and 
gloomy  views,  was  made  when  we  were 
eontending  for  objects  which  we  hardly 
hoped  to  gain,  and  .that  the  speech  in 
the  more  sanguine  tone  on  the  following 
Monday  was  made  when  those  objects 
had  been  gained.  It  is  under  these 
orcTunstances  that  the  Opposition  are 
BO  oppressed  with  their  conscientious 
■enae  of  public  duty,  and  with  regard 
to  a  Vote  and  a  Bill  which  on  Monday 
last  they  entirely  disclaimed  any  notion 
of  opposing,  they  now  meet  it  with  a 
Motion  of  which  they  candidly  admit 
that  its  carrying  would  displace  the 
GoTemment,  and  with  respect  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  his  prin- 
cipal supporters,  excepting  the  right 
h<HL  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
I>evon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  do  not 
Mniple  to  declare  that  its  meaning  is 
^  refusal  of  Supplies  and  the  refusal 
to  give  to  the  Executive  the  means  ne- 
^  for  meeting  the  demands  of  the 


present  condition  of  affairs.  I  contend 
that  it  is  a  practice  entirely  opposed  to 
the  traditions  of  Parliament  to  attempt 
to  obtain,  under  cover  of  a  call  for  in- 
formation, or  in  any  other  shape,  a  con- 
demnation of  the  Government  under  cir- 
cumstances which  compel  you  to  admit 
that  you  have  hardly  any  particular 
knowledge  of  the  course  that  they  have 
been  pursuing  in  these  delicate  and  dif&- 
cult  negotiations,  and  when  you  know 
that  this  knowledge  is  to  be  in  your 
hands  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  indeed,  has  sup* 
plied  to-night  what  he  calls  a  contribu- 
tion to  the  settlement  of  this  question, 
in  dilating  largely  and  putting  iorce  and 
weight  upon  matters  concerning  our 
relations  with  the  Ameer.  But  these  are 
not  the  matters  which  have  been  at 
issue.  They  may  be  matters  very  pro- 
per for  the  consideration  of  this  House  ; 
but  they  have  really  been  just  as  well 
open  for  its  consideration  at  any  time 
during  the  existence  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. There  has  been  no  pressure 
or  difficulty,  and  no  danger  with  respect 
to  that — no  greater  harmony  has  ever 
prevailed  between  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan and  the  Government  of  this 
country  than  that  which  prevails  at  the 
present  time ;  and  it  is  little  short  of 
ludicrous  to  urge  on  the  House  con- 
siderations such  as  that,  as  a  reason  for 
forcing  a  decision  with  reference  to  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  when  the  House 
is  without  any  proper  means  of  forming 
a  judgment  on  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment. So  much  as  to  the  Bussian 
part  of  the  case.  You  have  not  got  in 
your  hands  the  evidence ;  but,  notwith- 
standing that,  you  are  determined  to  go 
on.  Well,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  other 
part  of  the  case,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
says  he  has  got  very  insufficient  infor- 
mation about  the  Soudan.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  think  that  it  would 
be  possible  for  my  noble  Friend  to  say 
more  than  he  has  said  ?  What  did  my 
noble  Friend  leave  undefined  ?  He  left 
undefined  the  nature  of  the  measures 
which  it  might  be  necessary  to  take  with 
respect  to  the  making  of  the  railways. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really 
think  that  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government,  or  of  any  Government, 
to  give  a  final  and  conclusive  answer 
upon  that  subject,  and  to  describe  now 
the  precise  steps  which  may  be  taken,  if 
they  happily  find  the  door  open  towards  ^ 
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conYorting  tkese  military  lines  for  the 
purposes  of  peace  and  civilization?  I 
can  hardly  think  that  this  is  a  serious 
demand.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
says  that  my  noble  Friend  has  not  told 
the  House  whether  we  should  withdraw 
from  Suakin.  But  how  does  he  think 
himself  that  it  is  in  the  nature  of  things 
possible  or  compatible  with  common 
sense  for  us  to  say  at  this  moment  whe- 
ther we  shall  leave  Suakin  or  not  ?  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  has  not  ventured 
to  give  that  information  to  the  House. 
Sir,  the  real  question  here  is  the  ques- 
tion of  Khartoum ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
admit,  although  the  Opposition  have  no 
knowledge  or  policy  with  regard  to 
Bussia  or  Afghanistan,  that  with  regard 
to  Khartoum  the  evidence  is  dear 
enough.  With  respect  to  Elhartoum, 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny 
that  this  is  the  main  matter — the  centre 
and  the  heart  of  the  whole  ?  Why,  Sir, 
it  was  the  Expedition  to  Khartoum,  it 
.  was  the  existence  of  the  Army  in  the 
Nile  Valley  that  rehired  us  to  under- 
take, as  my  noble  Friend  has  shown, 
under  the  demand  of  Lord  Wolseley, 
the  new  Expedition  to  Suakin.  It  is 
upon  Khartoum,  and  the  arrangements 
connected  with  Khartoum,  that  all  the 
rest  hangs.  Here  is  a  certain  light  and 
dear  issue  shown.  The  noble  Lord  says 
he  has  never  been  in  favour  of  an  ad- 
vance on  Khartoum,  although  he  has 
stoutly  voted  for  it.  [Lord  George 
Hamiltok  :  When  ?]  In  the  House  of 
Oommons  on  the  27th  of  February, 
1885,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  moved  a 
Motion  which  dosed  with  the  words  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Government,  and  so 
forth— 

'*  Has  rendered  it  imperatiTely  necenary  in 
the  interettf  of  the  British  Empire,  and  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTem- 
ment  should  distinctly  recognize,  and  take 
decided  measures  to  fulfil,  the  special  respon- 
sibility now  incumbent  on  them  to  assure  a 
good  and  stable  Government  in  Egypt,  and  to 
&ose  portions  of  the  Soudan  which  are  neces- 
sary to  its  security/' 

What  portions  of  the  Soudan  are  neces- 
sary to  the  security  of  Egypt  ?  There 
was  a  meaning,  I  presume,  in  those  em- 
phatic words.  What  was  the  meaning? 
Sir,  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  there 
were  two  points  of  main  action.  One 
was  the  valley  of  the  Nile,  and  the 
other  was  Suakin.  It  was  not  Suakin 
that  you  described  as  necessary  f  jr  the 
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security  of  Egypt;  it  was  Khartoum 
that  you  meant  to  describe,  and  the  ad- 
vance upon  Khartoum  is  the  policy  for 
not  adopting  which  we  are  now  to  be 
condemned.  That  was  the  policy  afi&rmed 
by  the  Opposition  in  the  month  of 
February  last ;  it  is  not  now  disavowed. 
Sir,  there  is  only  one  other  point  I  may 
mention.  I  am  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  abandoned  as  desperate 
all  attempts  to  defend  the  language 
either  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
with  respect  to  Bussia,  or  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  or  of  the  Marquees 
of  Salisbury,  who  pointed  out  that  the 
choice  for  Bussia  was  between  owning 
to  the  character  of  a  swindler  and  own- 
ing to  the  character  of  a  bankrupt. 
What  do  hon.  Gentlemen  mean  when 
they  say  they  are  not  friends  of  war, 
when,  at  the  same  time,  they  indulge  in 
this  most  unwise  and  most  unjustifiable 
^ga^o  ?  If  we  are  to  have  a  frontier 
to  Afghanistan — ^that  is,  a  frontier  be- 
tween Afghanistan  and  Bussia,  are  we, 
or  are  we  not,  to  have  an  engagement 
with  Bussia  with  respect  to  it?  [An 
hon.  MuMBKH :  How  long  will  she  keep 
it  ?]  Are  we  so  devoid  of  sense  as  to 
think  that  we  can  make  that  engage* 
ment,  and  at  the  same  time  to  cast  in. 
the  teeth  of  Bussia  the  reproach  that  no 
engagement  she  may  make  will  be  re- 
spected? We  must  recollect  that  this 
language  is  used  by  men  who  are  the 
Leaders  of  a  Party  seeking  avowedly 
for  immediate  possession  of  Office,  and 
that  in  the  midst  of  a  great  controversy, 
which,  according  to  their  views,  it  would 
devolve  upon  them  to  dose.  I  must  say 
it  was  a  matter  of  great  satisfaction  to 
me  that  at  the  time  when  we  were  in 
difficulty  and  doubt,  and  the  chance 
of  an  unfavourable  solution  appeared 
greatly  to  preponderate,  the  House  came 
forward  and  supported  with  wonderful 
unanimity  the  demand  which  we  made. 
It  is  not  alone  with  grief  that  I  witness 
the  change  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
attitude  of  Gentlemen  opposite  since  the 
heavens  have  cleared,  and  since  the 
blessed  prospect  of  peace  has  returned. 
As  long  as  we  were  taking  measures,  as 
long  as  we  were  holding  language  that 
could  be  interpreted  in  the  direction  of 
war — and  too  good  grounds  there  were, 
in  our  mind  and  view,  for  taking  auch 
measures  and  using  such  language— so 
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long  we  ezperienoed  at  your  hands  for- 
bditfance  and  consideration .  The  change 
which  took  place  was  a  change  at  the 
prospect  of  peace,  and  that  was  the  only 
change  that  occurred  in  the  interval. 
There  was  not  an  act  done  hy  us  in  the 
interval  which  could  have  been  made  by 
von  the    subject  of  hostile  comment. 
You  might,  or  may  have,  disapproved 
of  what  we  have  done  before ;  but  for 
the  change  in  your  attitude  there  is  no 
cause  to  be  found  in  any  act  of  ours 
which  you  can  trace  to  that  period.  But 
the   profound   and    deep  mortification 
which  was  manifested  upon  that  change, 
and  upon  the  prospect  of  a  settlement  to 
be  effected  by  our  hands,  were  as  painful 
to  us  as  the  generous  and  confiding  sup- 
port which  we  had  previously  received 
was  pleasurable.    I  wish  that  these  facts 
could  be  concealed.    There  is  no  doubt 
at  all  of  your  change  of  attitude,  and  it 
will  lie  with  you  to    show  that  that 
change  of  attitude  has  reference  to  some- 
thing done  by  us,  or  to  some  discovery 
nuuie  by  you  in  the  interval.    But  you 
cannot  show  it.    We  are  in  hopes — we 
continue  to  be  in  hopes — of  a  peaceable 
settlement  to  be  efifected  by  honourable 
means,  and  tending  to  the  establishment 
of  solid  relations  with  a  great  Empire, 
to  be  at   war  with  which  would  be  a 
calamity  to  Bussia,  a  calamity  to  Ghreat 
Britain,  a  calamity  to  civilized  mankind, 
snd  a  calamity  to  the  world  at  large. 
If  you  find  fault  with  our  proposal  with 
reference  to  arbitration,  why  do  you  not 
embody  your  views  in  a  Motion  which 
we  will  meet,  and  upon  which  we  will 
take  the  j  udgment  of  the  House  ?  When 
we  turn  to  the  Soudan,  what  I  say  is 
that  we  have   adopted  a  policy  which 
•pparently  you  are  glad  to  assail  by 
indirect    or     circuitous     means,     and 
which  I  greatly  doubt  you  will  ever 
dare  to  challenge  in  an  open  manner. 
The  House  of  Commons  and  the  country 
uiderstand  our  position  with  reference 
to  this  great  question ;  let  them  under- 
stand your  position.     Give  construction, 
if  you  can,  to  the  Motion  you  yourselves 
propose  against  us\  and  depend  upon  it 
that  if  you  are  ready  to  assume  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country,  you  will  not 
be  able  to  cloak  yourselves  and  escape 
a  great  iseue   by  vague  and    general 
dedamation.     Our  {>olicy  is  the  aban- 
donment of    the  Expedition  to  Khar- 
toum,   What  your  policy  is  it  will  be 
incumbent  on  you  to  declare. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  290;  Noes 
260 :  Majority  30. 


AYES. 


Acland,  rt.  hn.Sir  T.  D. 
Agnew,  W. 
AuiBworth,  D. 
AUen.  H.  G. 
AUen,  W.  S. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Armitage,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Bairan,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Bas8,H. 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  K. 
Blenn«rhassett,  K.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Brand,  hon.  H.  R. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brett,  K.  B. 
Bright,  J. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Caring^n,  hon.  R. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Clarke,  S. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 


Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig.  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K; 
Crum,  A. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Davies,  R. 
Davies.  W. 
De  Ferri^res,  Baron 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,rt.hn,SirC.W. 
DiUwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fay,  0.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ferguson,R.  C.  Munro* 
Ffofkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
FitzwiUiam,  hon.C.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 

Fry,T. 
Gabbett,  D.  P. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  S.  C. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant  D. 
Guest,  M.  J. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcaatle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
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Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  M. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
HiU,  T.  R. 
Holden,  I. 
Holland,  8. 
HoUond,  J.  B. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Hlingworth,  A. 
Ince,  H.  B. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  0.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  E. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 

Lambton,  bon.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  0. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lea,T. 
Leake,  B. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 

Lef erre,  rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
Hackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M*Arthnr,  Sir  W. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M*01ure,  Sir  T. 
M'Coan,  J.  C. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  C.  B  B. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  hon.  E. 
Martin,  P. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Mason,  H. 
MaxweU-Heron,  Gapt. 

J.  M. 
Mellor,  J.  W. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  ri  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  J. 
Morley,  8. 

Mondella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Noel,E. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Beime,  Colonel 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  Sir  A.  J. 


Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W: 
Pease,  A. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
PhiHps,  R.  N. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  SirL. 
Portman.  hon.  W.H.B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.R.H. 
Power,  J.  O'O. 
PuUey.  J. 
Ram,P. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roe,  T.      > 
Rogers,  0.  G. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rothschild,Sir  N.  M.de 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  0. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  T. 
Ruston,  J. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Seely,  G.  (Nottingham) 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 

Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 

Smith,  Lieut.-Gol.  G. 
Smith,  8. 

Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Steble,  LieuCol.R.F. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Storey,  8. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Stuart,  J. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Talbot,  0.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquesi  of 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  G.O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Walker,  8. 
Walter,  J. 


Waterlow,  Sir  S. 
Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  J. 
West,  H.  W. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wig§:in,  H. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
WUls,  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 


Wilson,' Sir  M. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wodehouse,  K  E. 
Woodall,W. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  right  hon. 

LordR. 
Kensiogton,  right  hon. 

Lord 


NOES. 


Ackers,  B.  St.  J. 
Alexander,  Gen.  C. 
Amherst.  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barry,  J. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  rt.  hon.  Sir  M. 

E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  G.DelaP. 
Biddell,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Birkbock,  E. 
Blackbume.  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Biilwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  B.  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R.  8. 
Clarke,  E.  G. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Major  hon.  M. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay ,  CoL  hon.  L.  P. 


Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
Dawson,  C. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  J.  K.D.  W. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Eckersley,  N. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
ERerton,  hon,  A.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Estcourt,  G.  8. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Fielden,  Lt.-Gen.  B.  J. 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finch-Hatton.  hon.  M. 

E.  G.      ' 
Fitz-Wygram.  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folxestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  rt.hn.B.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
French-BrewstoTy  B.  A. 

B. 
Freshfield,  C.  K. 
Gal  way,,  Visooont 
Gardner)  B.  Bichard« 

son 
Gathome-Haidy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gibson^  right  hon.  K. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  8. 
Giles,  A. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Greene,  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  B. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  rthn.  L<LQ. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J . 
Hamilton^  I.  T. 
Harrington^  T. 
Harris,  W.  J. 
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Hamy,  Sir  B.  B. 
Har,  rt.  hon.  Admiial 

Sir  J.  CD. 
Heal7,T.  M. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicin,  £. 

ffildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hfll,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Holknd,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt-Col.  D.  M. 
Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

Hotddnrorih,  W.  H. 
Jadaon,  W.  L. 
Johiutone,  Sir  F. 
Kennard,  Col.  £.  H. 
Keonard,  C.  J. 
JTeooftway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eflnnj,  M.  J. 
Ker,  R.W.  B. 
Xmg-Hannan,  Col.  E. 

K. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Snightley,  Sir  B. 
Lalor,R. 
Lawranoe,  J.  C. 
lawrenoe,  Sir  T. 
Lethy,J. 
Letmy,  E. 

lechmere.  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Leigh,  R. 
Lcighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,8. 
LeTtr,  J.  O. 
LerettjT.  J. 
lewia,  C.  E. 
Lewiduun,  Yiscoant 
lindsay.  Sir  B.  L. 
I%d,8.  8. 
LodBr,B. 
W,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowthw,  hon.  W. 
Lowther.  J.  W. 
LTnd^N. 

Mactttney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mae  Iyer,  D. 
Xaouighten,  E. 
McCarthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M*Gsrel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M'Kenna.SirJ.  N. 
MaUhon,E. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
MarBiii,E.M. 
Maiter,  T.  W.  C. 
MaiweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
lUyw,T. 
lto0i«r,W. 
MDea,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mla,8irC.H. 
MSber,  Sir  F. 
lMoy,B.C. 
™gan,hon.  F. 
Mo«,R. 

Mowhray.rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.B. 
MnlhoIlaDd,  J. 
Maalz,  P.  A. 


Kewdegate,  0.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholion,  W.  N. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
O'Brien  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Qorman  Mahon,  Col. 

The 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Sullivan,  W.  H. 
Paget,  B.  H. 
Patrick,B.W.Cochran- 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  SirB.; 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  rt.  hon.  Earl 
Percy,  Lord  A. 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  B. 
Puleeton,  J.  H. 
Baikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Bankin,  J. 
Bedmond,  J.  E. 
Bedmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Bendlesham,  Lord 
Bepton,  G.  W. 
Bidley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Bitchie,  C.  T. 
BdUs,  J.  A. 
Boss,  A.  H. 
Boss,  C.  C. 
Bound,  J. 
Salt,  T. 

Sclater-Booth,rt.hn.G, 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheil,  E. 
Small,  J.  F. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hon.  Col.  F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Slorer,  G. 
Strutt,  hon.  C.  H. 
SuUivan,  T.  D. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
lliomhill,  A.  J. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,  hon.  W, 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Wallace,  Sir  B. 
Waht)nd,  Col.  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 


Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Gtneral  O 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolflf,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 


Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P 
Torke,  J.  B. 

TBLLEBS. 

ThomhiU,  T. 
Winn,  B. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


PABLIAMENTABY  ELECTIONS   (BEDIS- 

TBIBUTION)  BILL.— [Bill  134.] 
(ilfr.   Oladitone,  The  Marquess  of  Partington, 
Sir  Charles  IF,  JDilke,  Mr,  Attorney  General, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  CampbelUBannermau,) 
THIED   READINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
wished  to  explain  to  the  Houie  the 
extreme  urgency  of  this  Bill,  to  which 
he  made  allusion  at  Question  time  to- 
night. He  thought  he  was  quite  justi- 
fied in  using  the  words  "extreme  ur- 
gency." The  House  of  Lords  would 
sit  to-morrow ;  they  did  not  sit  on  Wed- 
nesday or  on  Thursday  of  this  week, 
Thursday  being  Ascension  Day,  on 
which  day  the  House  of  Lords  never 
sat.  If  the  Bill  was  read  a  third  time 
to-night,  the  House  of  Lords  would  be 
able  to  read  the  Bill  a  first  time  to- 
morrow, and  to  take' the  second  reading 
on  Friday  next.  Now,  the  urgency  of 
the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  Friday  next  was 
very  great.  The  passing  of  the  Bill 
without  delay  was  just  as  necessary  as 
the  passing  of  the  three  Registration 
BlQs.  Until  this  Bill  had  become  law 
merged  boroughs  would  exist,  and  exist 
for  registration  purposes ;  the  new  bo- 
roughs would  not  come  into  existence ; 
the  altered  boundaries  of  old  boroughs 
would  have  no  force ;  the  new  divisions 
of  counties  and  boroughs  would  not 
exist.  The  result  of  that  was  to  pro- 
duce a  state  of  utter  confusion  with 
regard  to  the  duties  of  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  Town  Clerks,  and  overseers.  The 
town  clerks  of  the  merged  boroughs  had 
to  issue  precepts  which  would  be  of  no 
effect.  The  different  conditions  under 
which  the  ownership  vote  and  the  occu- 
pation vote  now  existed  in  the  boroughs 
to  be  merged,  and  under  which  they 
would  hereafter  exist,  would  cause  the 
precepts  to  be  inapplicable.  Similar 
difficulties  would  arise  with  respect  to 
the  precepts  issued  by  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  in  districts  now  parts  of  counties,  , 
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but  which  were  hereafter  to  form  new 
boroughs,  or  to  be  included  in  boroughs. 
The  precepts  to  be  issued  by  Town  Clerks 
and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  ought  to  be 
issued  not  later  than  the  10th  of  June, 
and  before  that  time  eight  days  were 
required  for  the  drawing  out  and  the 
printing  of  the  precepts.  The  Act  itself 
was  not  likely  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Town  Clerks  until  about  eight  days  after 
it  had  passed  through  Parliament  and 
received  the  Royal  Assent.  Should  the 
Bill  be  delayed  in  the  other  House, 
owing,  for  instance,  to  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays,  a  great  practical  difficulty 
would  arise,  as  to  the  formation  of  the 
polling  districts.  All  polling  districts 
which  divided  parishes  had  to  be  formed 
before  the  1st  of  July,  before  which  the 
magistrates  must  meet.  The  three 
Beeistration  Bills  should  pass  on  as 
early  a  date  as  possible  ;  but  they  were 
80  drawn  that  they  must  pass  after  this 
Bill.  For  instance,  "  divided  boroughs" 
and  **  Parliamentary  counties,"  about 
which  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
found  in  the  three  Begistration  Bills, 
were,  of  course,  expressions  which  had 
no  meaning  until  this  Bill  was  passed. 
If,  therefore.  Parliament  were  to  pass 
the  Begistration  Bills  in  advance  of  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Bedistribu- 
tion)  Bill,  they  would  legislate  in  regard 
to  matters  which  did  not  exist.  Now, 
he  thought  he  had  established  a  case  of 
urgency  for  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Baikes), 
judging  from  what  he  said  at  Question 
time  to-day,  was  of  opinion  that  very 
large  changes  were  made  in  the  Bill  on 
l^e  Beport  stage.  Having  gone  very 
carefully  through  the  Bill,  he  could  as- 
sure the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that 
was  not  the  case.  The  changes  made 
were  almost  entirely  changes  of  name. 
There  were  four  changes  in  borough 
names,  and  of  339  county  names  only 
36  were  altered  on  Beport.  The  changes 
included  the  adoption  of  points  of  the 
compass,  and  the  striking  out  in  certain 
cases  and  the  adding  in  an  equal  num- 
ber of  cases  of  alternative  names.  Un- 
der all  the  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
felt  bound,  in  the  public  interest,  to 
press  on  tho  House  the  importance  of 
reading  the  Bill  a  third  time  to-night. 
It  was  suggested  on  Friday  night,  when 
Beport  was  finished,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  third  time.    He  had  reason  to 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 


believe,  from  inquiry  he  had  made,  that 
such  a  proposal  would  have  been  well 
received  by  the  House;  but  he  knew, 
from  an  announcement  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy),  that  although  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
have  objected  to  take  the  third  reading 
then,  he  would  have  divided  against  it. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  did  not 
think  it  right  to  take  the  third  reading 
immediately  after  Beport.  There  was 
a  very  thin  House,  and  therefore,  in  all 
probability,  some  Members  would  have 
objected  to  that  course  being  adopted. 
He  regretted  that  he  was  obliged  to  ask 
the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time 
at  that  late  hour  (2.15). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (5tr  Charle*  JT.  Dilhe.) 

Mr.  baikes  said,  he  was  very  will- 
ing to  go  a  great  way  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause he  thought  hon.  Members  owed 
him  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  he  had  conducted  the 
Bill  through  the  House.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was  with  no  wish  to  diminish  the  credit 
which  attached  to  him  that  he  felt 
obliged  to  take  exception  to  the  coarse 
he  had  now  recommended.  Admit- 
ting the  force  of  all  that  had  been  said, 
he  thought  a  case  had  not  been  made 
out  for  pressing  the  Bill  to  a  third 
reading  that  night.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  told  them  the  House  of  Lords 
would  not  sit  on  Wednesday  or  Thurs- 
day this  week,  and  that  the  Bill  must  be 
sent  up  to  them  at  once,  otherwise  thej 
would  not  receive  it  before  Friday,  in 
which  case  it  could  not  be  read  a  second 
time  before  the  Whitsuntide  Becess. 
He  (Mr.  Baikes),  however,  would  point 
out  that,  in  the  event  of  this  House  dis- 
posing of  the  Bill  to-morrow,  it  could 
reach  the  House  of  Lords  in  time  for 
second  reading  on  Friday;  for  in  that 
House  there  was  a  custom  when,  on  an 
emergency,  an  important  Bill  was  to 
come  up  ftom  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  adjourn  during  pleasure  to  await  the 
arrival  of  such  Bill,  in  order  when  it 
came,  later  in  the  evening,  to  read  it  m 
first  time.  He  thought  that,  in  regard 
to  a  Bill  of  such  importance  as  this — 
perhaps  the  most  important  Bill  that 
nad  been  brought  forward  daring  the 
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lut  half  cmtufT— H«r  Ibyetty's  Go- 
▼•iiim^nt  ihould  allow  hon.  Members 
everj  opportunity  for  consideration. 
The  measure  closely  affected  their  own 
privileges;  it  had  referenoe  to  the  seats 
they  occupied  in  tho  House.  There  had 
been  alterations  made  in  the  Bill  on  the 
Report  stage-*alterations  in  its  nomen- 
clature in  a  groat  number  of  places. 
Thi»  measure,  as  finally  passed,  should  be 
rsprinted,  so  that  Members  of  the  House 
of  (\>mmons  would  not  have  to  go  to 
the  other  House  in  order  to  obtain  a 
eopy  of  the  Bill  as  introduced  there,  so 
as  to  find  out  its  oontents  when  it  loft 
th«»  House  of  Commons.  Surely  this 
House  should  have  a  complete  reoord  of 
its  own  work^of  its  work  on  a  subject 
fundamentally  connected  with  its  own 
privileges.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
It  was  a  most  reasonable  claim  to  make 
that  they  should  have  the  Bill  in  their 
hands  in  the  precise  form  in  which  it 
was  reported  and  read  a  third  time.  It 
was  a  Tery  common  thing  in  connection 
with  Bills  of  much  leas  importance  than 
this  to  have  them  reprinted  after  they 
had  been  amended  on  Report.  He  was 
fcfns^y  ^th  cases  in  which  this  course 
had  been  adopted  in  re^^ard  to  Bills  of 
a  ommI  trumpery  deecnption ;  and  he 
maintained  that  in  dealing  with  a  Bill 
which  affected  so  mat^^rially  the  position 
of  hon.  Members  in  the  House^which 
affectad  boa.  Members  even  more  largely 
than  thair  constituencies— -it  was  not  an 
nnrsasooable  thine  to  request  that  the 
tidrd  reading  mignt  be  delayed  a  suA- 
cient  length  of  time  to  enable  the  Bill 
Id  be  reprinted  and  submitted  in  its 
eoapleCe  form.  As  he  had  said,  if  the 
Honee  of  Lords  rscoived  the  Bill  at 
even  a  late  hour  to-morrow,  it  would  be 
qntta  competent  for  them  to  read  it  a 
aeennd  time  on  Friday.  Having  reirsrd 
to  all  those  considerations,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  insut  upon  such  delay  as 
was  nereesary  for  the  reprinting  of  the 
Bill  H«>  begged  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mn.  WART<>N  said,  he  desired  to 
sseand  the  Motion.  Ho  felt  as  strongly 
imreasad  as  the  right  hon.  (^ntleman 
Mr.  Bathes)  with  the  admirable  manner 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  'Sir 
C'Harlss  W.  IHlki*'  had  conducted  the 
B.11  through  the  House.  He  ventured  to 
say,  indeed,  that  no  one  die  sitting  on 
the  Tisaanry  Beoeh  would  have  ma* 
nagedtheBaisoweUaa  the  right  hon. 


Baronet  had  done ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  must  point  out  that  unleas  thsr 
had  the  measure  reprinted  before  it 
went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  they 
would  not  possess  a  correct  record  of 
what  had  been  done  m  this  Chamber, 
and  would  not  be  able  to  put  right 
several  matters  which  required  altera- 
tion. For  instance,  it  had  been  decided 
that  the  Pembroke  Division  should  be 
called  "  Pembroke  or  Haverfordwest ;  '* 
but  the  alteration  had  not  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the  stereo. 
There  were  alterations  also  required  in 
the  Bill  in  the  matter  of  the  numbering 
of  certain  provisions;  in  fact,  he  was 
quite  sure  there  were  several  points  in 
regard  to  which  it  was  necessa^  that 
the  Bill  should  be  amended  before  it 
left  this  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 

— [Mr.  BM%k$9.) 

Mn.  R.  N.  FOWLER  (Lono  Matou) 
wished  to  say  one  word  in  support  of 
the  view  of  the  President  of  tne  Local 
Government  Board.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  clearly  diown 
to  the  House  that  it  was  most  important 
that  the  measure  should  be  read  a  thitd 
time  here  and  sent  to  the  House  of 
Ix^rds.  There  was  one  point  on  which, 
he  thought,  they  were  all  agreed ;  and 
that  was  that  they  all  wished  that  the 
Bill  should,  as  soon  as  might  be,  be- 
come law,  because  both  sidea  of  Uie 
House  were  anxious  to  appeal  to  the 
country.  That  appeal  oould  not  be  made 
until  the  Bill  had  become  law.  On 
thoee  grounds  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Tub  attorney  OENtaiAL  (Sir 
Hkckt  Jame^)  said,  the  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  there  was  force  in 
th<«  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge  Mr.  Raikt'n  when  he  complained 
that  no  mcord  of  the  Bill  would  oe  kept 
if  it  w«*re  not  rt*i>ritit««d  before  it  was 
sent  up  to  the  other  House.  The  sug- 
ge^on  was  a  reasonable  one,  and  the 
Of»vemment  were  disponed  to  meet  that 
view  ;  and,  if  the  rignt  hon.  Gentloman 
would  be  satisfiMl  with  the  arrangement, 
a  copv  of  the  Bill  as  it  had  now  passed 
would  be  depositc*d  in  the  Vote  Office 
clearly  showing  the  Amendments.  That 
would  form  a  practical  reoord  of  what 
had  be<*n  dona  in   this  Howe.    The 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  until  to- 
morrow. If  the  debate  were  adjourned 
the  Government  would  not  be  able  to 
deal  with  the  Bill  to-morrow,  or,  at  any 
rate,  they  would  be  in  the  same  position 
with  regard  to  it  as  they  were  now,  be- 
cause the  Begistration  Bill  would  stand 
before  it.  The  question  was  not  one 
touching  the  duty  or  convenience  of  the 
Government,  or  even  of  Members  of  the 
House ;  but  it  was  one  principally  affect- 
ing Clerks  of  the  Peace,  Town  Clerks, 
and  other  election  aeents.  The  settle- 
ment of  the  point  before  the  House 
would  decide  the  question  whether  the 
Bill  should  pass  the  House  of  Lords 
before  or  after  the  Whitsuntide  Vaca- 
tion. If  it  was  not  passed  before  the 
Hecess  the  result  woidd  be  to  throw  a 
burden  on  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and 
Town  Clerks  which  they  could  not  pro- 
perly bear,  and  which  they  ought  not  to 
Be  asked  to  bear.  Some  of  the  duties 
which  were  necessary  to  be  performed 
oonmienced  ordinarily  on  the  10th  of 
June,  but  could  not  be  entered  upon  this 
year  before  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  useless  for  them  to  go  on  with  the 
Begistration  Bills  unless  they  could  ob- 
tain the  passing  of  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Bedistribution)  Bill  through 
the  House  of  Lords.  This  was  not  oiHy 
the  view  of  the  Government.  Their  at- 
tention had  been  called  to  it  by  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  and  Town  Clerks, 
upon  whom  the  burden  would  fall,  and 
the  House  would  not  be  fulfilling  its 
duty  to  those  officers  if  it  did  not  allow 
them  sufficient  time  to  do  what  was  ex- 
pected of  them.  He  trusted  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  allow  them  to  proceed  to 
read  the  Bill  a  third  time. 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  that,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  he  should  be  happy  to  with- 
draw the  Motion  he  had  made.  He 
had  attained  the  object  at  which  he  had 
aimed,  for,  as  he  understood  the  promise 
of  the  Government,  it  was  that  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  before  long. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  asked  whether 
hon.  Members  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  protesting  against  the  third 
reading  before  the  final  vote  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
HxNBT  James)  :  Yes ;  now. 

Mr.  MACABTNEY  said,  there  were 
many  hon.  Members  not  now  present 

The  Attorney  General 


who  were  anxious  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  the  measure  as  it  now  stood  before 
it  passed  to  the  House  of  Lords.  On  a 
former  occasion,  because  there  was  no 
formal  protest  made  in  the  House,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  put  on  the  Minutes 
after  the  passing  of  a  Bill  '^  nemine  eoH" 
tradieente"  In  order  to  prevent  that  on 
the  present  occasion  he  (Mr.  Macartney), 
when  the  Question  was  put,  should  say 
"No!" 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Motion  be  withdrawn  ? 

General  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
wished  to  protest  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner against  the  way  in  which  his  con- 
stituents had  been  treated  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  remarks  will  be  more  per- 
tinent when  I  put  the  Question,  ''  That 
this  Bill  be  read  a  third  time."  The 
Question  now  before  the  House  is  that 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  be  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

General  ALEXANDEB  said,  he 
wished  in  the  strongest  manner  to  pro- 
test against  the  gross  injustice  with 
which  his  constituents  had  been  treated 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  seemed 
excessively  hard  that  he  should  have 
foisted  upon  him  a  population  of  no 
less  than  90,000,  which  was  larger  by 
20,000  than  any  constituency  in  Eng-- 
land.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  said  that  his 
own  constituency  of  Chelsea  was  nearly 
as  large ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  perfectly  aware  that  a  rural 
constituency  of  90,000  was  very  different 
to  a  borough  oonstituenqy  of  Uiat  nnm- 
ber.  But  as  the  Bill  was  the  joint  pro- 
duction of  both  political  Parties,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  managers  of  the 
Conservative  Party — ^he  did  not  know 
who  they  were  —  had  grossly  mis- 
managed, or  rather  had  entirely  neg- 
lected, their  duty  in  respect  to  Sootland. 
As  far  as  he  was  able  to  understand — 
and  he  had  it  on  very  good  authori^ — 
thev  had  made  no  stipulation  at  all 
with  regard  to  Scotland ;  therefore,  he 
(General  Alexander)  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  the  managers  of  the 
Conservative  Party  had  neglected  their 
duty  towards  Scotland.  They  would 
have  taken  very  good  care  that  no 
constituenoy  in  Inland  had  a  oooatita- 
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enoj  of  anything  like  90,000;  but  it 
•eemed  to  have  been  perfectly  imma- 
terial to  them  whether  such  a  constitu- 
ency was  formed  for  Scotland.  It  might 
be  said  that  they  did  not  know  that  the 
population  of  South  Ayrshire  would  be 
90,000 ;  but  if  they  did  not  know  it 
they  should  have  known  it.  They  would 
regret  too  late — when  Conservatism  was 
entirely  stamped  out  of  Scotland — the 
Conserratiye  Party  would  regret  that 
they  had  shown  this  base  ingratitude 
towards  the  county  which,  even  in  the 
great  crash  of  1880,  returned  two  Con- 
servative Members  to  the  House.  The 
time  had  passed  for  a  division  against 
the  measure;  but  when  the  Question 
was  put  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time,  he  should  say  "  No !"  as  a  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  his  consti- 
tuency had  been  treated  by  both  political 
Parties  in  the  House. 

Mb.  HEAXY  said,  that  as  he  had 
stated  the  other  night  that  he  should 
divide  against  the  Bill  he  fully  in- 
tended to  do  so.  As  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  to  the  effect  that  the 
iDtereets  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
Scotland  had  been  neglected,  it  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Healy)  that  there  was  a 
very  feaaible  explanation  of  that — 
namely,  that  the  energies  of  the  Tory 
Party  were  entirely  concentrated  upon 
the  North  of  Ireland.  That  would  ex- 
plain why  they  had  not  been  able  to 
give  that  attention  to  South  Ayrshire 
which  the  exigencies  of  the  case  might 
have  demanded.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
been  greatly  entertained  by  the  protests 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Uaeartnej) ;  but,  unfortunately,  this 
Bill  would  go  down  to  posterity  with 
the  record  that  the  Irish  Tory  Party 
from  die  North  of  Ireland  failed  to 
move  a  single  Amendment  in  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  boundaries  of  the  Bill, 
aad  that  the  only  occasions  on  which 
those  Gentlemen  interfered  were  with 
ngazd  to  the  preservation  of  the  names 
of  lubum  ana  Carrickfergus.  On  every 
other  oooasion  that  great  and  glorious 
body  of  gladiators  failed  to  do  their 
doty  to  their  constituents.  Strongly  as 
^  T^iAi  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Mkb)  had  opposed  the  Nationalist 
MeaberB,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  wished  to  pay 
a  tribute  of  respectful  admiration  to  the 
ri^  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  way  he 
had  eondneted  the  Bill  in  his  charge 


through  the  House.  On  every  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  opposed 
the  Nationalist  Party.  He  had  not 
made  them  a  single  concession  whatever 
on  any  material  point.  He  had  allowed 
them  to  have  two  or  three  names 
changed;  but  on  every  material  point 
he  had  not  yielded  in  the  slightest 
degree.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  opposed  them  he  had  done  so 
with  a  grace  and  good  temper  which  no 
one  could  fail  to  admire.  Whatever  were 
the  record  of  the  Tory  Party  as  to  the 
compromise  on  this  Bill  one  reputation 
would  stand  higher  than  it  ever  did  be- 
fore— ^namely,  me  reputation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  regarded  the  single  seat  system  in- 
troduced by  the  Bill  as  a  soap  boilers' 
provision,  and  had,  therefore,  opposed 
it.  He  was  told  that  Ireland  gained 
something  even  in  getting  103  Bepre- 
sentatives  instead  of  105,  seeing  that 
the  number  allotted  to  her  by  the  Act 
of  Union  was  only  100 ;  but  the  English 
Members  now  numbered  considerably 
more.  So  far  as  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sion was  concerned,  he  believed  it  would 
remain  a  monument  of  the  fraud  and 
baseness  of  the  Irish  Government.  In- 
deed, the  Bill,  in  every  possible  shape 
and  form,  had  been  a  cheat  upon  the 
Irish  people.  In  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
in  Donegal,  Armagh,  South  Deny, 
Tyrone,  and  Down,  the  Commissioners 
had  converted  what  was  a  popular 
majority  into  an  anti>popular  majority. 
The  Conservatives  might  complain  of 
the  Bill,  but  they  had  woke  up  too  late. 
Their  protest  ought  to  have  been  made 
six  months  ago,  when  the  Eepresenta- 
tion  of  the  People  Bill  passed.  This 
Bill  protected  them  in  every  possible 
way,  and  he  challenged  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  looked  into  the  facts  to  say 
that  it  did  not.  The  county  divisions, 
as  first  designed  by  the  Commissioners, 
would  have  secured  a  popular  majority 
in  all  the  divisions  of  Tyrone,  Donegal, 
Dublin,  South  Derry,  and  Armagh ;  and 
as  no  change  could  be  brought  about 
except  by  jerrymandering  the  constitu- 
encies, everything  that  could  possibly 
be  done  in  that  direction  had  been  done 
by  the  Commission.  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  distinctly  told  the  Conserva- 
tives— "Your  future  depends  upon  the 
spirit  in  which  the  Bill  is  worked."  It 
was  a  distinct  instruction  to  the  Com- 


Digitized  by  V^aiJiJ' 


gle 


287      Parliammtary  Elections       {COMMONS}         (Eedtstrtbutum)  BiU.        288 


missioners,  and  they  had  acted  upon  it. 
In  every  single  instance  where  the 
original  scheme  of  the  Oommissioners 
had  been  changed — ^in  Down,  in  Derry, 
in  Donegal,  in  Armagh,  in  Dublin.,  and 
in  Wi(Mow,  those  Gentlemen  had 
cheated  the  popular  Party.  The  Bill 
was  the  result  of  a  compromise,  and  on 
that  account  he  hoped  that  he  would 
not  be  using  an  un-Parliamentary  ex- 
pression when  he  said  that  it  was  the 
illegitimate  offspring  of  unfortunate 
parents.  The  House  of  Commons  had 
had  the  House  of  Lords  at  their  mercy, 
and  they  failed  to  take  advantage  of  the 
fact.  The  Upper  House  had  always 
obstructed  and  defied  popular  ideas ; 
and  when  the  Lords  were  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Commons,  for  the  sake  of  bring- 
ing about  a  compromise,  they  entered 
into  a  treaty  with  their  worst  enemies, 
which  gave  the  House  of  Lords  a  new 
lease  of  life.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
not  surprised  at  that  result  when 
he  found  himself  face  to  face  with  a 
Cabinet,  one-half  of  whom  were  Lords 
or  expected  to  be  Lords.  This  was  the 
state  of  things  which  had  been  brought 
about  because  a  number  of  hon.  Gende- 
men  below  the  Gangway,  who  were  sup- 
posed to  exercise  considerable  influence 
over  the  Ministry  and  the  Liberal  Party, 
refrained  from  giving  expression  to  their 
real  opinions,  and  allowed  themselves  to 
be  choked.  [  Crm  of  "  Question !  "  and 
"Order!"]  Whenever  he  said  any- 
thing unpleasant  he  always  found  that  he 
was  out  of  Order.  He  would  only  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  the  Badical  Party 
would  live  to  regret  the  compromise  they 
had  made — a  compromise  not  founded 
upon  good  faith,  good  sense,  or,  in  his 
opinion,  upon  good  policy.  This  BiU, 
which  was  to  have  been  the  charter  of 
democratic  liberties  in  future,  would  in 
the  end  be  torn  to  fragments  by  the  true 
Democratic  Party. 

Mb.  DALEYMPLE  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  to  supplement  the  remarks  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Ajrrshire  (General  Alexander). 
He  did  not  agree  with  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  in  the  depressed  view  he 
took  of  the  fortunes  of  the  Conservative 
Party  in  Scotland.  Nor  would  he  de- 
scribe the  few  words  he  intended  to  say 
as  a  protest,  for  that  sounded  like  a 
futile  attempt.  He  wished  deliberately 
to  put  on  record  the  efforts  which  had 
been  madeon  that  side  of  the  House  tore* 

Mr.  Healy 


medy  the  gross  injustice  of  the  Bill  as  it 
was  originally  placed  before  the  House 
in  Committee.  It  was  well  known  that 
although  1 2  seats  were  given  by  the  Bill 
to  Scotland  the  details  of  the  measure, 
80  far  as  Scotland  was  concerned,  had 
been  entirely  neglected.  He  had  often 
heard  it  said  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  Governments  paid  but  indifferent 
attention  to  the  effect  which  an  Imperial 
measure  would  have  on  Scotland ;  and 
it  would  appear  as  if  the  Leaders  of 
Parties  had  entered  upon  no  details  of 
the  Scotch  case.  It  was  no  doubt  on  this 
account  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  had  placed  before  the 
House  a  scheme  of  his  own .  That  scheme, 
however,  was  ultra  vires  and  inconsistent 
with  the  compact  between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  accordingly  it  was  ulti- 
mately abandoned.  The  consequence  waa 
that,  as  the  Bill  now  stood,  the  arrange- 
ments in  regard  to  population  between 
the  counties  and  boroughs  were  grossly 
unfair;  and  although  the  Scotch  Conser- 
vative Members  had  endeavoured  in  the 
course  of  the  Bill  to  remedy  that  defect,  to 
some  extent,  their  efforts  had  been  at- 
tended with  no  success.  He  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  fully  recognized  the  force  of  their 
claims.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
so  expressed  himself  in  many  oases; 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found 
it  more  important  to  conciliate  his  own 
Friends  than  to  concede  the  just 
claims  of  his  opponents,  nothing  was 
done.  The  Bill,  when  it  passed,  would 
introduce  this  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things,  that  the  population  of  the  coun- 
ties would  be  enormously  in  excess 
of  those  of  the  boroughs.  In  the  case 
of  the  county  represented  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  ((General  Alexander) 
— ^Ayrshire— there  would  be  an  enor* 
mous  county  population  with  one  Mem- 
ber, while  a  group  of  burghs  in  the  same 
county,  with  a  much  smaller  population, 
would  a]so  return  a  Member.  The  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
said  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
secure  that  the  opinion  of  the  country 
should  be  fully  represented.  That  waa 
what  was  desired  by  all ;  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  that  it  had  been  obtained 
by  the  present  measure.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  rural  voters  would  be  abso- 
lutely overwhelmed  by  the  enormoos 
numerical  strength  of  the  town  populi^ 
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tions  thrown  into  the  divisions.  He  and 
his  boo.  Friends  had  desired  by  adding 
to  the  existing  groups  of  burghs  to  re- 
medy the  inequality,  but  they  had  en- 
tirely failed.  He  would  not  oharge  the 
Ooremment  with  having  been  animated 
by  a  desire  to  cut  up  the  constituencies 
80  as  to  suit  the  convenience  of  any 
political  Party;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say,  seeing  how  stubbornly  the  Party 
opposite  had  stuck  to  what  had  been 
done,  that  the  arrangement  must  have 
been  favourable  to  themselves.  He  had 
no  wish  to  arouse  Party  feeling;  but  the 
inequalities  between  the  two  sets  of 
oonstituencies  were  so  gross  and  so 
nnfair  that  he  regretted  the  matter 
bad  not  received  more  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  G-overnment  and  of 
the  House.  He  had  felt  that  he  ought 
nor  to  allow  the  final  stage  of  the  BiU  to 
pass  without  placing  those  opinions  upon 
record. 

Mb.  MAOABTNEY  merely  wished  to 
say  that  he  had  listened  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  with  much 
astonishment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  blessings 
of  an  extraordinaiy  kind  were  conferred 
by  the  Bill  upon  the  Conservative  Party. 
He  failed  to  see  how  the  Conservative 
Party  would  derive  the  great  advantages 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
seemed  to  expect.  So  far  as  the  single- 
Member  constituencies  were  concerned, 
he  was  as  hostile  to  them  as  the  hon. 
tod  learned  Member.  He  agreed  with 
^  hon.  and  learned  Member  in  very 
few  matters ;  but  that  evening  a  very 
nmarkable  occurrence  had  taken  place, 
seeing  that  on  two  occasions  he  had 
f<nmd  himself  in  the  same  Division 
Lobby  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 


Mn.  COURTNEY  said,  he  could  not 
*Uow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time 
vithout  repeating  an  expression  of  his 
deep  conviction  that  the  efifect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  extremely  derogatory  to  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  joined  in  the  regpret  which  had  been 
expressed  at  the  introduction  of  the 
■D^e-Member  system.  He  thought, 
wis^,  that  it  would  be  the  introduc- 
tioQ  of  the  greatest  possible  element  of 
disaoe  into  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  that  Assembly.  He  feared 
that  the  judgment  of  the  country  might 
find  expnissioii  in  the  House  of  Com- 

YOL.  OOXOVni.    [thied  sbbibs.] 


mons  in  a  different  direction  from  that 
which  was  the  judgment  of  the  country 
at  large,  and  as  a  necessary  consequence 
the  force  of  public  opinion  would  run 
a  risk  of  being  entirely  miscalculated. 
Although  that  was  a  considerable  danger, 
a  matter  still  more  to  be  deplored  was 
the  prospect  of  the  absence  of  that  ele- 
ment of  independence  which  had  cha- 
racterized the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
past,  and  which  with  a  better  system 
might  have  been  still  further  developed 
in  the  future.  [  A  laugh,  ]  His  right  hon . 
Friend  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  appeared  to  laugh  at  those 
auguries.  He  (Mr.  Courtney)  should 
be  glad  indeed  if  they  were  falsified. 
At  all  events,  the  matter  was  too  serious 
to  be  lightly  regarded  or  scoffed  at.  He 
was  speaking  not  only  on  a  matter  of 
d.  priori  reasoning,  but  from  the  experi- 
ence afforded  by  practice  in  other  coun« 
tries,  where  it  had  been  found  that  the 
character  of  the  representation  decided 
by  single  -  Member  constituencies  was 
much  more  narrow  and  restricted  than 
it  would  have  been  under  the  double- 
Member  system  which  had  existed  in 
this  country  so  long.  Personally,  he 
would  have  preferred  to  run  the  risk  of 
a  Serutin  de  Zisie  than  to  be  compelled  to 
accept  the  single-Member  system.  It 
was  a  somewhat  extraordinary  fact  that 
while  the  House  of  Commons  was  adapt- 
ing its  constitution  to  that  of  the  Cham- 
ber of  Deputies  in  France,  that  country 
was  getting  rid  of  the  system  which  had 
now  been  tried  for  some  years,  and  the 
result  of  which  had  been  found  to  be 
the  introduction  of  an  inferior  character 
into  the  French  Legislative  Assembly. 
It  had  been  abundantly  established  that 
the  representation  had  been  degraded^ 
and  that  the  char£U)ter  of  the  Deputies 
who  found  their  way  into  the  Chamber 
was  much  inferior  to  that  of  the  old  Be- 
presentatives.  All  the  fears  which  were 
originally  expressed  had  been  realized, 
and  respectable  people  had  been  de- 
barred from  the  privilege  of  entering 
that  Assembly.  He  feared  that  a  similar 
state  of  things  might  be  brought  about 
in  this  coimtry  by  the  adoption  of  the 
single-Member  system,  and  that  they 
would  not  obtain  that  representation  of 
independent  popular  thought  which  was 
expected  when  the  franchise  was  ex- 
tended, to  the  result  of  the  further  en- 
franchisement of  the  people.  He  could 
not  say  that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  for  Monaglian  (Mr. 
Healy)  in  the  remarks  he  had  made  as 
to  the  jerrymandering  of  the  Irish  con- 
stituenoies.  He  confessed  that  he  was 
a  sceptic  upon  that  point,  and  believed 
that  the  Commissioners  had  conducted 
their  operations  with  perfect  honesty. 
The  evil,  however,  was  already  upon 
them  in  the  very  fact  that  such  a  sus- 
picion should  be  entertained  and  so 
freely  expressed.  He  was  afraid  that 
it  was  impossible  to  have  single-Member 
constituencies  without  running  great  risk 
of  imputations  as  to  the  justice  with 
which  the  old  constituencies  had  been 
cut  up.  Already  they  had  heard  direct 
accusations  in  connection  with  the  Irish 
eonstituenoies,  and  there  had  been  sug- 
gestions of  the  same  thing  elsewhere. 
He  would  express  once  more  his  deep 
regret  that  it  had  been  felt  necessary  to 
establish  single-Member  constituencies 
as  one  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  in  Ireland 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  delegated 
to  obscure  officials  work  which  they 
were  ashamed  to  do  themselves.  They 
professed  to  be  guided  by  a  desire  to 
secure  the  public  good,  whereas  they 
had  been  actuated  throughout  by  a  de- 
sire to  give  a  greater  shi^  of  power  to 
the  minority  in  Ireland.  Proluibly  the 
effect  upon  the  House  of  Commons  col- 
lectiyely  would  not  be  much  worse  than 
the  existing  arrangement  Indeed,  the 
present  state  of  tUngs  was  so  bad  that 
any  change  must  bring  about  some- 
thing better. 

Original  Question  put,  <<  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ay es  116;  Noes 
38 :  Majority  83.— (Div.  List,  No.  178.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  jmwW. 

8UPPLT-BEP0BT. 

Besolutions  [7th  May]  reported. 

First  Besolution  a^eed  to. 

Second  Besolution  poetponod. 

Subsequent  Besolutions  o^eed  to. 

Postponed  Besolution  to  be  considered 
Ih-wu>rrow. 

EAST  INDIA  ^UNCLAIMED  STOCKS) 

BHiL.— [Bill  135.] 

{Mr.  ^nm$km  Cro$$.  Mr.  SiUirt.) 

THOU)  BSADIKQ. 

Order  f6r  Third  Beading  read. 
Mr.  Comtnojf 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Jfr.  J.  K.  Crose.) 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  although 
there  were  very  minute  differences  in 
some  of  the  clauses,  this  was  practically 
the  same  Bill  as  last  year.  He  and 
several  other  hon.  Members  had  com- 
plained of  that  Bill  when  it  was  before 
the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  were  amongst 
those  who  objected  to  it;  there  were 
other  hon.  Members  wliose  names  at 
that  moment  he  did  not  recalL  The 
Bill  was  postponed  from  time  to  time 
last  Session,  from  Mondays  to  Thurs- 
days during  four  or  five  weeks,  and  it 
had  never  entered  into  the  mind  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  who 
brought  it  in  as  he  had  brought  in 
the  present  measure,  that  it  was  a  Money 
Bill.  But  one  day  it  was  suddenly  read 
a  second  time  as  a  Money  Bill ;  having 
been  two  or  three  times  postponed,  it 
was  taken  on  a  Thursday,  when  he  hap- 
pened to  be  absent  from  the  House. 
Now,  he  ventured  to  say  with  all  re- 
spect that  it  was  very  important  that  the 
House  should  have,  in  some  form  or 
other,  a  well-considered  and  authorita- 
tive statement  from  the  Chair  as  to  what 
constituted  a  Money  BilL  He  would 
not  at  that  late  hour  speak  on  the  qu6s« 
tion  at  length,  but  he  would  inquire 
what  were  the|measure6  which,  as  Money 
Bills,  the  House  dealt  with  in  an  excep- 
tional manner  ?  For  his  own  part,  £e 
inclined  to  the  opinion  that  they  were 
Bills  essential  for  carrying  out  great 
operations  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
such  as  the  raising  of  money  or  Stock  for 
State  purposes.  A  Bill  like  this,  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  confiscating  part  of  the 
dividends,  rents,  or  interest  of  a  parti- 
cular Bailway  Company,  he  was  inclined 
to  think  was  not  a  Money  Bill.  At  all 
events,  he  was  glad  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  the  question  before  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill ; 
and,  pending  the  authoritative  declara- 
tion he  had  alluded  to  as  being  desir- 
able, all  he  wished  to  say  was  that, 
whether  this  was  a  Money  Bill  or 
whether  it  was  not,  he  regarded  it  as 
a  Bill  that  was  not  necessary  to  cany 
on  the  business  of  the  State ;  it  was  not 
for  taxation  or  any  State  purpose,  but 
simply,  in  his  opinkm,  a  Bill  for  the 
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purpose  of  plundering  a  Bailway  Com- 
pany. 

Notice  taken,  tliat  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o'clock. 
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extreme,  a  misstatement  has  been  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  And 
although  it  is  rather  an  egotistical  thing 
for  a  man  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  the  accuracy  or  inaccuracy  of  quo- 
tations from  his  own  observations,  I 
think  that  when  you  have  been  mis- 
quoted by  a  Prime  Minister  you  have  a 
right  to  complain.  The  Prime  Minister 
is  said  to  have  stated  last  night — 

''  I  am  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  abandoned  as 
desperate  all  attempts  to  defend  the  language 
....  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  who 
pointed  out  that  the  choice  for  Russia  was 
between  owning  to  the  character  of  a  swindler 
and  owning  to  the  character  of  a  bankrupt." 

Again  I  say  that  I  never  said  what  the 
Prime  Minister  imputes  to  me  that  I 
did  s^.  But  not  only  will  it  be  found 
that  I  did  not  say  what  he  imputes  to 
me,  but  that  his  interpretation  of  my 
speech,  if  it  is  to  be  held  as  an  interpre- 
tation, is  in  direct  defiance  of  the  lan- 
guage that  I  did  use.  I  was  explaining 
to  my  audience  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
deciing  whether  it  was  wise  to  rely  for 
the  guarantee  of  our  Indian  Empire 
on  the  promises  of  Hussia,  it  did  not 
matter  whether  Bussia  had  intentionally 
broken  her  promises,  or  had  broken 
them  because  she  was  unable  to  keep 
them  ;  and  to  illustrate  that  I  used  the 
commercial  analogy  that  you  would  not 
trust  a  man — that  it  would  make  no 
difference  with  regard  to  your  trust  of  a 
man — whether  his  inability  to  keep  his 
promises  had  been  due  to  commercial 
misfortune  or  to  commercial  dishonesty, 
for  in  either  case  you  would  not  hold 
him  to  be  a  person  who  could  be  abso- 
lutely relied  upon.  Now,  what  I  have 
to  complain  of  is,  that  Mr.  Gladstone^ 
and  I  think  also  the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington,  imputed  to  me  that  I  had 
charged  Bussia  with  dishonesty — that 
either  substantially,  or  as  an  alterna- 
tive, I  had  pointed  out  that  her  conduct 
had  been  that  of  a  swindler.  My  Lords, 
my  statement  was  exactly  the  reverse. 
I  distinctly  said  that  I  did  not  charge 
the  Bussian  Government  with  dishonesty. 
My  words  were  these — 

'*  I  do  not  attribute  to  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment any  intention  to  deceive.  *' 

Now,  was  it  fair,  was  it  honest,  with 
these  words  staring  them  in  the  face, 
they  should  say  that  I  had  charged  the 
Bussian  Government,  either  condition- 
ally or  substantially,  with  being  swiUf 
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MIN  UTES.]— Public  Bills— -Fir«^  Reading— 
Parliamentaiy  Elections  (Redistribution)  * 
(109) ;  Mamage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's 
Sitter*  (110). 

SrcOHd  Beadinff— Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
FroTisional  Order  *  (96) ;  Submarine  Tele- 
graph Cables  (104) ;  Metrepolitan  Streets 
Act  (1867)  Extension  •  (101). 

Committee—  Report— Righw&jB  •  (98) . 

Third  Beading — Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  * 
(95),  and  pmeeed, 

PABUAMENT— PRIVILEGE— THE  MAR- 
QUESS OF  SALISBURY'S  SPEECH  AT 
HACKNEY. 

PXB80NAL  XZPLAITATION. 

Thb  Mabqtiess  of  SALISBUBY  :  I 
wiflli,  mj  Lords,  to  make  a  statement  of 
a  personal  character.  I  see  that  some 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
in  •*  another  place  "  have  been  employ- 
ing themselves  upon  a  speech  of  mine 
delivered  last  week — an  amusement  on 
their  part  to  which  I  have  no  objection, 
only  tnat  they  have,  in  my  judgment,  in 
this  ease  very  seriously  and  materially 
niisquoted  it.  And  as  no  comment  has 
been  made  upon  it  here,  I  am  neces- 
sarily obliged  to  take  this  irregular 
mode  of  correcting  the  misstatements 
that  have  been  made.  But,  in  the  first 
place,  I  may  observe  that  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
another  Colleague  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Ghranville),  a  few  days 
ago  made  the  following  statement  con- 
cerning my  speech  which  is  wholly  with- 
out foundation.     He  stated : — 

"  Lord  Sftlitbory  thonght  it  wise  and  prudent 
to  fpeak  of  the  QoTemment  with  whom  we  are 
cBciged  in  critioal  negotiations  at  iwindlers 
aa4  bankrapta." 

I  have  only  to  say  that  that  is  an  entirely 
unfounded  statement.  But  I  should 
not  have  thought  it  necessEuy  to  take 
aotioe  of  Mr.  Trevelyan's  observations, 
but  that  a  similar,  though  not  quite  so 
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dlers?  But  I  did  Dot  say  it  only  once. 
I  said  afterwards,  tliat  when  the  Eus- 
sians  said  they  would  not  take  Merv  and 
allowed  Menr  to  be  surrendered  to  them, 
it  was  very  possible  that  they  were  not 
acting  with  any  intention  to  mislead  the 
English  Govemment,  but  that  circum- 
stances were  too  strong  for  them ;  and  I 
closed  those  observations  with  these 
words — 

"  Making  the  fullest  allowances  for  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  vast  Russian  Empire,  and  for  the 
impossibility  of  controlling  the  military  element, 
which  is  the  only  sore  foundation  for  the  Throne 
— making  all  these  allowances,  I  still  say  that, 
where  we  are  now,  with  the  lessons  of  history 
behind  us,  it  was  not  wise  to  seek,  as  the  main 
object  of  our  policy,  to  rest  the  defence  of  our 
Indian  Empire  on  the  guarantee  of  Russia." 

That  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
charging  the  Eussian  Government  as  an 
alternative,  or  as  a  separate  proposition, 
with  being  a  swindler.  I  emphatically 
deny  that  I  ever  did  any  such  thing. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) is  perfectly  right  in  making  this 
personal  explanation,  and  I,  for  one,  am 
extremely  glad  that  he  has  made  it ;  but 
I  must  say  that  I  think  the  accusation 
which  he  has  brought  against  my  Col- 
leagues is  not  a  very  sound  one.  The 
noble  Marquess,  in  the  course  of  his 
denial,  has  just  stated  that,  in  describing 
the  conduct  of  the  Eussian  Government, 
he  brought  in  the  analogy  of  swindlers 
and  bankrupts 

The  Mabqukss  of  8ALI8BUEY:  Not 
in  describing  the  conduct  of  the  Eussian 
Government,  but  in  discussing  the 
question  how  far  honesty  of  purpose 
had  to  do  with  the  subsequent  promises 
given.  

Eakl  GEANVILLE:  Well,  I  must 
own  I  read  the  statement  with  astonish- 
ment that  anybody  in  the  position  of  the 
noble  Marquess  should  make  use  of  the 
words  he  did.  It  is  true  that  the  noble 
Marquess  said  that  circumstances  might 
be  such  as  to  overpower  Eussia ;  but  I 
cannot  conceive  anyone  applying  a  simi- 
lar description  to  one  of  your  Lordships, 
when  circumstances  might  be  such  as  to 
overpower  you,  and  then  to  go  on  and 
bring  in  the  analogy  of  swindlers  and 
bankrupts.  I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships 
to  say  what  other  meaning  could  have 
been  attached  to  his  remark  than  that 
which  was  attached  to  it  by  my  Col- 
leagues, for  I  cannot  conceive  but  that 
any  one  of  your  Lordships  would  consider 
it  a  personal  afiront  to  himself.    The 
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noble  Marquess  vindicates  himself  by 
saying  that  he  explained  to  his  audience 
that  there  was  no  dishonesty  on  the  part 
of  the  Eussian  Government,  and  that 
he  had  not  charged  them  with  it.  I  am 
glad  to  hear  his  explanation ;  but  was 
that  the  lineof  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill? 
Did  he  accuse  the  Eussian  Government 
of  nothing  in  that  remarkable  statement 
of  which  the  noble  Marquess  took  upon 
himself  to  assure  the  constituency  of 
Hackney  that  it  was  impossible  to  im- 
peach the  historical  accuracy  of  the 
statement  of  facts  it  contained.  The 
two  facts  must  be  taken  together — ^that 
Lord  Eandolph  Churchill  did  attack  the 
honesty  of  the  Eussian  Government, 
and  the  noble  Marquess  described  his 
statement  as  historically  unimpeach- 
able, and  that  the  noble  Marquess  then 
brought  in  the  comparison  to  swindlers 
and  buikrupts.  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  accept  in  the  fullest  manner  the  dis- 
claimer of  the  noble  Marquess;  but  I 
think  it  was  impossible  for  my  Col- 
leagues, and  the  public  at  large,  to  take 
the  speech  as  anything  else  than  a  direct 
insult  to  a  great  Power,  with  whom,  I 
am  happy  to  say,  we  are  still  in  friendly 
relations.  The  noble  Marquess  having 
introduced  the  subject  of  his  speech,  I 
should  like  to  say  one  word  about  the 
evidence  which  he  gave  respecting  the 
historical  accuracy  of  all  that  Lord  Ean- 
dolph Churchill  had  said.  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  said,  last 
night,  that  it  was  wrong  from  beginning 
to  end.  I  do  not  go  fimy  into  the  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  Duke ;  but  I  gave 
myself  the  intellectual  treat  of  reading 
the  veiT  spirited  and  brilliant  attack 
which  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill  made 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Your 
Lordships  will  easily  understand  how 
mortified  I  felt  when  I  found  that  the 
noble  Lord's  respect  for  myself  was  not 
at  all  equal  to  the  admiration  I  feel  for 
those  great  abilities  which  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Marquesd  and  the  noble  Duke 
behind  me  (^the  Duke  of  Argyll)  have 
placed  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill  in  ao 
predominant  a  position  amongst  the 
Leaders  of  his  Party ;  but  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  his  statement,  even  from  a 
cursory  reading  of  it,  I  marked  no  lets 
than  nine  passages,  some  of  them  inaccu- 
rate, and  some  of  them  exactly  opposed 
to  the  fact.  The  noble  Marquess,  in  his 
speech,  took  upon  himself  to  vouch  for 
the  historical  accuracy  of  Lord  Eandolph 
Ohurohill'fl  speegl^^tiftft^^J^iejiJI  like  to 
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allude  to  a  few  of  those  points.    First  | 
of  all,  what  is  frequently  complained  of  | 
is  that  there  are  sentences  without  any 
context;  secondly,  that  there  are  long 
extracts  with  sentences  left  out.    The 
very  first  charge  he  brings  against  me, 
in  succeeding  Lord  Clarendon,  was  that 
I  had  accepted  the  Eussian  Qeneral — 
General  Kauffman — as  an  arbitrator  be- 
tween England  and  Eussia.    That  state- 
ment is  absolutely  without  foundation. 
Sir  Andrew  Buchanan  informed  us  that 
the  Bussian.  Gdyemment  wished  to  see 
and  consult  General  Kauffman,  being 
ready  to  agree  in  our  views  if  he  agreed 
to  them.      So  far  from  my  accepting 
him  as  arbitrator,  I  said,  after  a  time, 
that    we    could    not    wait     until    the 
Buseian  Government  had  received  re- 
ports from   their  own  officials.    With 
regard  to  the  allusion  to  a  document 
which  was    said  to    be    addressed   to 
Europe  in  general  and  to  England  in 
particular,  the  noble  Duke  behind  me 
pointed  out  last  night  that  the  docu- 
ment was  not  addressed  to  England  at 
all,  but  that  it  was  a  Circular  addressed 
to  the  Bussian  Bepresentatives  abroad, 
and  that  it  was  not  officially  communi- 
cated   to    UB,    even   although  allusion 
was  made  to  the  substance  of  that  de- 
spatch.    There   are  allusions  to  other 
manifestoes  of  the  Bussian  Government 
which  I  cannot  find,  and  which  I  do  not 
believe  to  exist.    There  is  a  little  point, 
not  of  great  importance,  as  to  the  accu- 
sation brought  against  Mr.  Gladstone, 
that  in  one  year,  after  a  certain  event, 
he  wrote  a  certain  article  in  The  Nine- 
Uenth  Century  in  1874.     I  believe  that 
The  Nineteenth  Century  had  not  begun  to 
be  published  until  three  years  after  that 
date.     Then  there  is  a  description  of  a 
Circular  of  General  Lorn  akin  which  is 
perfectly  inaccurate,  and  whichis  brought 
against  us  as  a  reproach.    The  date  of 
that  Circular  is  1874.    The  noble  Lord 
went  on  to  say,  after  leaving  us  in  the 
mire  of  this  Circular,  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  came  into  power  a  year 
afterwards — in  1875.    I  think  it  will  be 
in  the   recollection  of  your  Lordships 
that  the  late  Conservative  Administra- 
tion began  at  the  beginning  of  1874. 
But  there  are  still  more  important  mis- 
representations.   The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  boundary  of  Afghanistan  had 
been  defined,  and  that  the  Bussians  had 
passed  over  that  boundary.     I  do  not 
impute  these  things  to  any  intentional 
miitoproBontation  on  the  part  of  Lord 


Bandolph  Churchill;  but  I  think  the 
explanation  which  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  gave  yesterday  is  more 
probable — that  what  he  has  said  has 
been  through  inadvertence  in  not  con- 
sulting the  original  documents,  and  in 
accepting  too  readily  secondary  informa- 
tion.  With  regard  to  this  defuied  boun- 
dary, as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  less  than 
two  despatches  of  Lord  Clarendon  stated 
that  it  was  perfectly  ill-defined.    It  is 
true  that  afterwards  we  made  a  sort  of 
definition  of  it ;  but  your  Lordships  who 
have  studied  that  question  know  that 
the  definition  was  not  of  a  clear  or  pre- 
cise character  with  regard  to  the  depen- 
dencies of  Herat,  and  that  is  the  very 
question  which  has  not  been  settled  up 
to  this  date,  in  which  we  assert  one 
thing  and  the  Bussians  another  thing, 
and  in  which  we  are  now  trying  to  come 
to  an  amicable  arrangement.    If,  when- 
ever the  noble  Marquess  or  Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill,    in   the   heat  of  de- 
bate, make  inaccurate  statements,  and  if 
one  of  them  immediately  vouches,  with- 
out examining  the  facts,  as  to  the  per- 
fect exactitude  of  those  statements  of 
the  other,  it  certainly  goes  hard  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     There  is 
another     question    which    the     noble 
Marquess   mentioned  in  his  speech-^ 
I  mean  the  question  of  prestige.    He 
said  he  disliked  the  word,  because  it  was 
French,  and  because  it  savoured  of  con- 
juring; but  he  liked  the  thing.     Then 
he  described  how  the  thing  might  be 
called  harmless  in  itself,  but  that  on  the 
imagination  of  Orientals  it  might  have 
an  important  effect,  in  that  it  might  bear 
the  appearance  of  concession,  and  there- 
fore dp  harm.    With  regard  to  the  dis- 
like of  the  word  prestige,  I  have  a  very 
great  notion  that  Orientals  are  not  such 
complete  fools  as  we  sometimes  assume 
them  to  be.     The  intelligent  Natives  in 
India  are  very  well  aware  of  what  is 
sensible  and  what  is  foolish  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
its  foreign  relations  and  safety.    But 
there  is  one  great  danger,  which  is  that 
they  may  be  influenced  by  the  opinion 
that  comes  from  this  country ;  and  when 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party 
I  rushes  off  to  make   an  electioneering 
speech  in  Hackney,  and  to  make  a  de- 
claration without  any  real  knowledge  of 
the  facts,  which  tends  to  show  that  Eng- 
land is  entirely  in  the  wrong,  and  that 
Bussia  has  been  triimiphant  all  along, 
and  gives  that  cue^to,.  alj^tt^e^qo^ft. 
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tire  writers  and  speakers  in  the  country, 
I  think  great  responsibility  rests  npon 
him  with  regard  to  the  effect  produced 
by  that  assertion,not  only  in  England  and 
in  Europe,  but  in  India  itself.  As  the 
noble  Marquess  has  challenged  the  con- 
duct of  my  Colleagues  in  allusion  to 
what  be  said,  I  shall  only  repeat  that, 
while  I  entirely  accept  his  explanation — 
and  I  shall  be  Tery  glad  indeed  if  it 
goes  through  Europe  and  through  Rus- 
sia— I  disclaim  the  imputation  which  he 
has  put  upon  them.  I  cannot  admit 
that  my  Colleagues  have  been  in  the 
least  degree  in  fault  in  the  matter. 

VisoouHT  CRANBROOK :  I  shall  not 
enter  into  the  dispute  which  has  arisen ; 
but  I  have  to  complain  of  the  course 
pursued  in  relation  to  this  matter  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville).  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
simply  called  attention  to  a  portion  of 
his  speech,  and  gave  an  explanation  of 
it.  He  is  here  in  the  position  of  a  per- 
son attacked  by  another  speaker  in  the 
other  House,  where  he  cannot  be  heard. 
The  noble  Earl,  however,  takes  advan- 
tage of  this  explanation  to  make  a 
speech  against  a  speech  delivered  by 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  in  the  other 
House,  and  which  I  have  no  doubt  that 
noble  Lord  is  himself  perfectly  able  to 

defend.  

Eakl  GRANVILLE:  The  noble  Mar- 
quess vouched  for  the  facts  stated  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK :  I  am  not 
going  to  argue  about  the  facts ;  but  my 
complaint  is  that  it  is  impossible  for  any- 
one, even  for  the  noble  Earl,  with  all  his 
knowledge  of  Central  Asian  Papers  and 
the  other  Papers  connected  with  the 
question,  to  say  that  every  portion  of  the 
context  is  properly  quoted  or  not.  I  ob- 
ject altogether  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
answer  a  speech  **  elsewhere  " — that  he 
should  answer  a  speech  not  made  in  this 
House,  but  in  a  place  where  the  noble 
EarPs  Colleagues  might  have  answered 
the  speaker  if  inaccurate  statements 
were  made,  or  statements  calculated  to 
misrepresent  views  or  facts.  I  am  also 
very  sorry  that  after  the  speech  which 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
made  last  evening,  and  which  was  not 
intended  to  be  of  a  Party  character,  the 
matter  should  have  been  referred  to,  and 
that  the  noble  Earl  did  not  leave  his 
Colleagues  in  "another  place"  to  an- 
2rW/7  (JranvilU 


Bwer  the  attacks  made  upon  the  Gt)vem- 

ment.  

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquees 
of  Salisbury)  desired  to  make  an  expla- 
nation, whidi  we  all  readily  accept ;  but 
in  the  course  of  it  he  made  a  strong 
attack  on  our  Colleagues.  Now,  the 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Cranbrook) 
very  unreasonably  complains  of  what 
my  noble  Friend  (EJarl  Granville) 
has  said  in  reply.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess used  the  right  he  possessed  to 
make  a  strong  attack  on  the  Govern- 
ment, and  surely  we  have  right  to  make 
a  reply  ?  In  these  matters  there  must 
be  surely  some  degree  of  equality.  It  is 
simply  impossible  that  attacks  of  the 
kind  delivered  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  at  Hackney  can  be  confined  to 
one  side  of  the  House.  It  is  very  hard 
upon  us  and  our  Leader  in  this  House 
if  he  may  not  make  a  reply,  and  if  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill  occupies  a  position 
of  so  much  importance,  and  is  so  greatly 
connected  with  this  matter,  my  noble 
Friend  is  entirely  justified  in  what  he 
did.  If  there  is  one  subject  more  than 
another  in  regard  to  which  we  should  be 
careful  in  the  language  we  use  it  is  one 
which  touches  our  Indian  Empire. 

H.R.H.  PRINCESS  BEATRICE. 
MESSAGE  FBOK  THE  QX7EEN. 

Delivered  by  The  Earl  Gbaitville,  and 
read  by  The  Lo&d  Chancellob,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Her  Majesty  having  agreed  to  a  mairiaga 
proposed  between  Her  Royal  HighneM  the 
Princess  Beatrice  Mario  Victoria  Feodora  and 
His  Serene  Highness  the  Prince  Henry  Maorice 
of  Battenberg,  has  thought  fit  to  commonioattt 
it  to  the  House  of  Lords : 

The  numerous  proofs  which  the  Queen  has 
received  from  the  House  of  Lords  of  their 
loyalty  to  the  Throne,  and  of  their  attach- 
ment to  Her  Person  and  Family,  leave  Her 
Majesty  no  doubt  of  their  readiness  to  concur  in 
enabling  Her  Majesty  to  make  suitable  provision 
for  Her  Royal  Highness." 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Message  be 
taken  into  consideration  on  Friday  next. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  —  RUSSIA  AND  AF- 
GHANI8TAN— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY  QUESTION. 

PKBSONAL    XXPLAKATlOir. 

Earl  GKANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
too  desire,  by  leave  of  the  House,  to 
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make  a  personal  explanation.  Owinp: 
to  the  conversational  tone  in  which  I 
answered  the  Question  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) yesterday,  two  slight  verbal  mis- 
takes have  been  made  in  the  reports. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  I 
stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  authorized  my  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  and  myself  to  meet  M.  de 
Staaland  M.  Lesscur  on  the  delimitation  of 
Afghan  territory,  and  that  we  had  come 
substantially  to  an  agreement,  which  was 
satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  Government  of  India, 
and  had  been  submitted  to  the  Eussian 
Qovemment.  I  find  that  the  Eussian 
Ambassador  is  doubtful  whether  the 
statements  made  in  Parliament  may  not 
be  construed  as  meaning  that  His  Excel- 
lency had  the  power  to  conclude  an 
agreement.  AltJiough  I  do  not  think 
this  is  the  case,  I  willingly  use  his  words 
as  to  what  has  taken  place — 

••  Lord  Ghranville,  Lord  Kimberley,  M.  Lessar, 
and  himself  have  agreed  to  a  draft  arrange- 
ment relating  to  the  delimitation  of  Afghanis- 
tan. He  has  submitted  this  draft  for  the 
judgment  of  his  Government,  giving  it  his 
sapport." 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  I 
only  wish  to  say  that  I  am  glad  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  has 
made  the  statement  he  has,  because  I 
most  certainly  understood  the  noble  Earl 
in  precisely  the  same  sense  as  the  Eus- 
sian Ambassador.  The  explanation, 
therefore,  is  very  opportune.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  noble  Earl  will  an- 
swer the  Question,  but  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  whether  there  is,  in  the  re- 
commendations sent  to  the  Eussian  G-o- 
vemment,  any  provision  for  an  engage- 
ment that  the  Eussian  Government  shall 
not  hereafter  transgress  the  line  so  de- 
limited? 

Eael  GEANVILLE  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable,  on  a  Question,  to  go  into 
any  particular  points  with  regard  to  this 
matter. 

SUBMAEINE  TELEGRAPH  CABLES 

BILL.— (No.  104.) 

{The  Lord  Sudeley.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
iogread. 

Jfcwrf,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{Th$  Lwd  SudeUy.) 


I  The  Eakl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
he  wished  to  know  what  steps  the  other 
Powers  who  were  parties  to  the  Con- 
vention on  which  the  Bill  was  based 
had  taken  to  carry  out  the  object  of  the 
Convention  ?  The  Bill  provided  that  per- 
sons injuring  submarine  cables  should 
be  tried  by  the  tribunals  of  the  country 
under  whose  flag  the  ship  on  which  they 
were  was  sailing.  Supposing  there  were 
an  infraction  of  the  Convention,  would 
the  other  countries  take  any  notice  of  it  ? 
In  the  event  of  a  war,  for  instance,  what 
penalty  would  be  inflicted  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  country  who  damaged  the 
cable  ?  He  hoped  that  on  a  future  stage 
of  the  Bill  his  noble  Friend  would  make 
a  full  statement  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Bill.  This  was  a  very  important  matter, 
as  the  time  for  the  ratification  of  the 
Convention  had  lapsed,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  what  had  been  done  in 
regard  to  it  ? 

LoED  SUDELEY  said,  in  reply,  the 
law  at  present  with  regard  to  submarine 
cables  was  certainly  in  a  most  unsatis- 
factory condition,  and  it  was  to  remedy 
this  that  the  Convention  had  been  held. 
He  could  not  then  state  exactly  what 
had  been  done  by  the  other  Powers  to 
obtain  the  necessary  measures  from  their 
respective  Legislatures  for  carrying  out 
the  Convention;  but  he  would  answer 
this  and  the  other  Question  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  Committee  stage. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

RUSSIA— CIRCULAR  DESPATCH  OF 

PRINCE  GORTCHAKOFF,  1864. 

RESOLUTION.      ADJOUKKED  DEBATE. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming 
the  adjourned  Debate  on  the  Duke  of 
Argyll's  Motion ;  viz., 

*'That  the  circular  despatch  addressed  by 
Prince  Gortchakow  to  Russian  Eepresentatiyes 
abroad,  dated  2l8t  November  1864,  be  re- 
printed.*' 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
when  we  were  interrupted  last  night  by 
a  painful  incident,  I  had  come  very 
nearly  to  the  conclusion  of  the  observa- 
tions which  I  had  intended  to  address  to 
the  House,  and  I  was  approaching  the 
practical  result  which  I  was  desirous  of 
impressing  on  the  mind  of  Parliament 
and  the  country.    Before  I  proceed  to 
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that,  however,  I  wish  to  mention  two 
circumstances.  One  is,  that  since  I  put 
this  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and,  indeed, 
only  yesterday  morning,  I  received  a 
letter  from  a  Gentleman  whose  name  is 
well  known  to  many  Members  of  this 
and  the  other  House,  and  who  has  been 
long  connected  with  the  Diplomatic  Ser- 
vice at  the  Foreign  Office.  I  mean  Mr. 
Jerningham,  the  Member  for  Berwick. 
He  has  just  published  a  circular  con- 
taining a  short  prkcis  or  abstract  of  the 
public  documents  connected  with  the 
Central  Asian  Question,  which,  as  far  as 
I  have  had  time  to  look  over  it,  appears 
not  to  be  coloured  by  any  political  feel- 
ing. That  Gentleman  volunteered  this 
statement  to  me — 

"  I  have  directly  shown  by  the  aid  of  these 
documents  that  all  Bussian  action  since  1864 
has  been  entirely  based  on  the  principles  ex- 
pounded by  Prince  Gortchakoff  in  that  par- 
ticular Circular. 

Another  circumstance  I  wish  to  mention 
is,  that  I  find  the  numbers  of  the  popu- 
lations of  the  Provinces  of  our  Indian 
Empire,  annexed  within  the  last  45 
years,  which  I  quoted  last  night,  and 
which  were  suggested  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  were 
erroneous.  The  figures  should  stand 
thus— Oude,  11,000,000;  the  Punjab, 
with  its  warlike  population  and  great 
resources,  17,000,000  ;  Scinde,  also  with 
a  very  warlike  people,  2,000,000.  Those 
figures,  I  behove,  are  pretty  nearly 
accurate.  Now,  my  Lords,  in  the  ob- 
servations I  addressed  to  the  House  last 
night,  I  was  mainly  concerned  with  the 
past,  and  I  endeavoured  to  show  that 
Kussia  for  the  last  20  years  had  been 
acting  in  Central  Asia  on  the  formi- 
dable doctrine  she  had  laid  down  in 
this  particular  document — namely,  that 
all  half-civilized  States  were  to  be 
swallowed  up  within  her  frontiers, 
and  that  she  would  only  contemplate 
diplomatic  and  peaceful  relations  with 
those  States  whose  populations  were 
settled  in  agriculture  and  commerce, 
and  leaving  it  entirely  in  the  mind  of 
Bussia  how  she  would  look  upon  any 
particular  State,  and  whether  she 
would  place  it  in  the  one  category  or  in 
the  other.  That  is  the  principle  on 
which  she  is  proceeding ;  that  is  the 
principle  which  has  now  brought  her 
airect  from  the  Caspian  to  the  borders 
of  Afghanistan.  Now,  my  Lords,  for 
the  future,  the  question  naturally  arises 
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how  will  Bussia  look  upon  the  Kingdom 
of  Afghanistan?  Is  that  a  Kingdom 
which  answers  to  her  description  of  a 
population  engaged  in  agricultural  and 
commercial  pursuits,  and  with  a  settled 
and  stable  Government  ?  My  Lords,  no 
man  knoweth.  So  far  as  Bussian  ad- 
vances are  concerned,  she  is  absolutely 
free  to  put  Afghanistan  in  the  one  cate- 
gory or  in  the  other.  That  shows  the 
formidable  position  in  which  we  are  now 
placed.  Well,  I  believe  no  man  can 
accuse  the  Afghans,  as  the  populations 
of  the  other  Khanates  of  Central  Asia 
may  justly  be  accused,  of  being  a  pre* 
datory  Power,  or  a  people  living  by  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  population  of  Af- 
ghanistan has  hitherto  consisted  of 
tribes  not  unlike  the  old  Highlanders  in 
Scotland ;  they  have  often  carried  on  in- 
ternecine warfare  between  themselves  ; 
perhaps  making  raids  upon  each  other 
now  and  then ;  but  certainly  have  never 
lived,  as  the  populations  of  other  Khan- 
ates, upon  robbery  and  the  Slave  Trade. 
Still,  Afghanistan  can  hardly  be  de- 
scribed in  the  language  of  tiiis  Bus* 
sian  Circular  as  a  State  whose  popu- 
lations are  given  up  solely  to  agricul- 
ture and  commerce  with  a  settled  and 
stable  Oovernment.  Therefore,  my 
Lords,  I  say  that  the  declaration  of 
Bussia  leaves  us  in  a  most  formidable 
position  as  regards  the  Kingdom  of  Af- 
ghanistan ;  but  on  one  supposition  she 
will  be  bound  by  that  principle,  and 
that  supposition  is  this — that  we  become 
answerable  for  Afghanistan.  In  that 
case,  of  course,  Afghanistan  comes  under 
our  aegis  and  protection,  and  we  are  the 
Power  which  will  undertake  to  get  from 
Bussia  those  obligations  which  she  will 
only  trust  to  a  settled  Government. 
Here,  however,  comes  the  crux  of  the 
difficulty.  Are  we  prepared  to  say 
that  we  are  ready  to  undertake  for  Af- 
ghanistan all  those  obligations  that  are 
due  to  Bussia  ?  That  is  the  position  of 
difficulty  with  which  this  Government  is 
called  upon  to  deal  with  in  the  future 
settlement  of  this  grave  question.  Now, 
my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
has  just  asked  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Earl  Qranville)  a  Question  which  he 
has  declined  to  answer  in  the  meantime 
— a  Question  which  I  confess  I  am  not 
curious  to  ask — whether  Bussia  will  un- 
dertake to  promise  to  respect  the  fron- 
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tier  whioh  maybe  laid  down?  Why, 
my  Lords,  that  is  not  a  question  of  para- 
moont  importance.  Of  course,  Eussia 
will  respect  the  frontier  in  times  of 
peace;  but  the  question  is,  what  will 
Bussia  do  in  time  of  war  ?  War  dis- 
solves not  only  all  promises,  but  all 
Treaties.  We  must  practically  now  con- 
sider ourselves  as  bordering  on  Eussia, 
and  we  must  look  to  our  own  defences 
upon  that  principle ;  and  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  that  we  are  in  a  worse  position, 
even  if  we  are  conterminous  with  Eussia. 
I  remember  the  late  Mr.  Cobden  used 
edways  to  argue — ^perhaps  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  consider  him  a  great  au- 
thority on  these  matters,  but  still  he 
was  a  great  man,  and  knew  a  great  deal 
about  them — I  remember  he  used  to 
argue  with  myself  and  in  public  that  it 
would  be  much  better  for  this  country 
that  we  should  be  conterminous  with 
Eussia,  because,  unquestionably,  unless 
in  the  new  arrangement  which  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  concludes,  he  secures  a  complete 
control  over  Afghanistan,  we  shall  be 
in  perpetual  danger  of  quarrels  on  the 
frontier,  for  which  we  shall  be  practi- 
cally responsible,  and  which  it  will  be 
extremely  difficult  to  restrain.  There- 
fore, my  Lords,  so  far  from  my  remarks 
being  intended  to  allay  the  fears  or 
calm  the  mind  of  the  public,  or  to  lull 
them  to  sleep,  I  wish  them  to  see  the 
extent  of  the  risk  and  the  real  magni- 
tude of  the  deuigers  that  lie  before  us. 
The  real  truth  of  the  matter  is  this — 
and  it  is  a  very  formidable  one — we 
have  lost  in  Asia  our  hitherto  insular 
position.  We  hardly  realize  in  this 
country  how  completely  hitherto  our 
position  has  been  insular,  not  only  in 
England,  but  all  over  the  world.  In 
So^and,  of  course,  as  Tennyson  says, 
we  are  "compassed  by  the  inviolate 
aea."  Li  India,  hitherto,  we  have  been 
compassed  on  one  of  its  sides  by  the  in- 
violate mountains ;  and  it  is  a  curious 
fact  that  most  of  our  Colonies  have  been 
hitherto  purely  insular.  There  is  one 
great  exception,  and  that  is  the  magnifi- 
cent Colony  of  Canada.  I  can  hardly 
explain  the  strange  impression  that  is 
made  on  a  subject  of  the  Queen  when, 
for  the  first  time,  in  Canada  he  comes 
in  contact  with  a  geographical  position 
in  which  the  English  Dominion  is  no 
longer  insular.  Standing  under  Brock's 
Mooumeat,  erected  where  the  Niagara 


forces  its  way  into  the  Lake  Ontario,  I 
recognized  for  the  first  time  what  it  is 
to  have  a  Dominion  which  is  not  insu- 
lar. There  is  another  place  in  Canada 
where  the  same  experience  can  be  gained 
— ^namely,  on  the  battlements  of  Quebec, 
on  those  heights  where  Wolfe  and 
Montcalm  lost  their  lives  for  their  re- 
spective countries.  There  one  feels  the 
interest  which  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
felt  in  the  existence  of  a  military  fron- 
tier in  the  event  of  a  war  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  Well, 
my  Lords,  we  are  now  no  longer  in- 
sular, we  are  now  in  the  position  of 
having  lost  our  insularity  in  India.  We 
are  there  now  in  the  geographical  posi- 
tion of  a  Continental  Power,  and  what  I 
want  to  point  out  is  this— that  being 
there  so,  we  must  now  submit  to  all  the 
burdens  and  all  the  necessities  which 
fall  upon  other  Continental  Powers. 
After  all,  it  is  the  position  in  which  all 
the  other  States  of  Europe  have  long 
been — France,  Belgium,  Holland,  and 
even  Italy,  although  she  has  a  natural 
frontier  in  the  great  barrier  of  the  Alps. 
All  other  Powers,  including  Eussia  her- 
self, are  compelled  to  look  after  their 
own  frontiers,  and  to  contemplate  the 
possibility  of  war  and  invasion,  and  we 
must  do  the  same  thing  in  India.  We 
ought  not,  of  course,  to  depend  upon 
the  promises  of  Eussia ;  we  ought  not 
to  depend  upon  the  Treaties  made  with 
Eussia,  because,  in  the  event  of  war. 
Treaties  are  of  little  worth;  but  we 
ought  to  depend  upon  our  own  resources, 
and  upon  the  foresight  with  which  we 
can  make  our  preparations  as  a  great 
Military  Power.  Now,  the  question 
naturally  arises — where  is  our  frontier 
to  be?  It  would  be  presumptuous  in 
me  if  I  were  to  give  any  advice  or  ex- 
press any  opinion  upon  that  point.  It 
is  a  question  for  military  experts ;  but 
I  think  I  shall  be  borne  out  by  the 
illustrious  Duke  whom  I  see  on  the 
Cross  Benches  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge) 
when  I  say  that  in  England,  unfortu- 
nately, we  have  no  one  great  authority 
on  these  subjects  to  whom  all  military 
men  will  bow.  We  have  no  Moltke,  as 
they  have  in  Germany.  Well,  there  are 
g^eat  differences  of  opinion  upon  this 
subject ;  but  still  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
after  due  consultation  among  the  ablest 
men  we  have,  and  looking  at  the  mili- 
tary and  political  considerations  of  the 
case,  it  will  be  found  possible  for  us  to 
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prepare  a  military  frontier  which  shall 
be  practically  impregnable.  But  there 
are  one  or  two — certainly  two — political 
considerations  which  seem  to  me  predo- 
minant in  the  case.  I  apprehend  I 
cannot  go  far  wrong  when  I  say  that  it 
is  a  first  principle  in  regard  to  such 
great  fortifications  that  we  shall  not  be 
outflanked,  or  flanked  at  all,  by  great 
populations  whose  fidelity  to  us  is  doubt- 
ful ;  and  the  second  is,  that  we  shall  be 
as  near  as  possible  to  oar  base  of  opera- 
tions. Now,  if,  in  the  course  of  a  short 
time,  we  are  able  to  consolidate  our  re- 
lations with  Afghanistan — if,  remem- 
bering how,  under  the  late  Government, 
we  proved  our  power,  and  how,  under 
the  present  Government,  we  have  proved 
our  goodwill,  they  are  satisfied  that 
their  interests  are  bound  up  with  ours, 
and  that  we  desire  the  independence  of 
their  country  and  the  practice  of  a  settled 
life  and  civilization  amongst  them,  I 
see  no  reason  why  the  programme  of 
the  late  Government — sought,  I  think, 
too  soon  to  be  fulfilled — may  not  be 
fulfilled  ;  why  our  officers  should  not  be 
heartily  received  in  those  cities  where 
they  have  hitherto  been  received  only  to  be 
murdered,  and  why  the  Afghan  people 
should  not  see  what  advantages  they 
will  derive  from  their  forces  being  dis- 
ciplined and  their  fortifications  being 
strengthened  by  the  science  and  bravery 
of  Europeans.  My  Lords,  under  these 
conditions,  I  believe  that  we  shall  be 
safe.  That,  I  feel,  is  the  only  alterna- 
tive to  which  we  can  safely  trust.  I 
agree  with  noble  Lords  opposite,  if  that 
is  considered  their  special  doctrine,  that 
we  should  not  trust  to  the  promises  of 
Bussia.  We  should  establish  for  our- 
selves, as  Continental  Powers  have  been 
obliged  to  do,  a  great  military  frontier, 
so  that  we  may  rest  in  peace.  I  have 
made  these  observations  with  no  Party 
object.  I  see  a  most  dissatisfied  and 
unrestful  state  of  the  public  mind  with 
regard  to  India ;  I  feel  it  myself;  every 
man  must  feel  it  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  world ;  and  I  think  it  a  most 
dangerous  thing  that  the  public  mind 
should  be  continually  in  this  condition. 
It  reacts  upon  the  Indian  people.  I 
desire  to  see  this  country  in  such  a  posi- 
tion that  there  shall  not  be  a  series  of 
panics  and  agitations  in  respect  of  our 
danger  in  this  matter ;  and  I  say  that 
no  number  of  millions  of  money  within 
the  number  that  could  possibly  be  re* 
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quired  would  be  too  much  for  us  to  ex- 
pend in  restoring  perfect  confidence  to 
the  public  mind  in  England  and  per- 
fect confidence  to  tho  public  mind  in 
India  that  we  shall  defend  our  Eastern 
Empire  to  the  last. 

Moved^  "  That  the  circular  despatch  ad- 
dressed by  Prince  Gortchakow  to  Rossian  Re- 
presentatives abroad,  dated  21st  November 
1864,  be  reprinted."— (TA*  Dtike  of  Argyll) 

VisoouNT  CRANBROOK :  My  Lords, 
the  speech  to  which  the  House  has  just 
listened  is  one    which   I  confess   has 
given  me  a  great  amount  of  satisfac- 
tion, because  it  deals  with  the  subject  in 
a  statesmanlike  spirit,  and  without  any 
of  the  partizanship,  which  I,  for  one, 
most  heartily  desire  should   be  with- 
drawn from  the   consideration  of  this 
question  and  others  relating  to  India. 
There  is  nothing  that  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  has  said 
to  which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
will  take  exception.     Though  he  has 
alluded  to  the  past,  he  has  made  no 
hostile  comments  with  reference  to  it, 
and  he  has  refrained  from  discussing  the 
course  which  the  Government  are  now 
following.    I  shall  not  either  say  any- 
thing about  the  conduct  of  the  Ghovem- 
ment  in  connection  with  the  negotiations 
with  Russia.    We  have  been  promised 
Papers  upon  the  Afghan  Question  by 
the  Government ;  and  though  far  from 
saying  that  the  Government  have  dealt 
with  the  question  in  a  manner  satisfac- 
tory to  myself  and  those  who  think  with 
me,  it  would  not  become  us,  nor  would 
it  be  useful,  to  enter  upon  a  discussion 
at  present  on  these  topics.    The  noble 
Duke,  in  that  part  of  his  speech  which 
he  delivered  yesterday,   spoke  of   the 
blindness  of  European  statesmen  after 
Russia's  views  had  been  placed  before 
them  by  the  Circular  of  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff.     But  the  noble  Duke  might  have 
referred    to    earlier    documents    than 
that.    In  1838,  Prince  Nesselrode,  in  his 
correspondence  with  Lord  Palmerston, 
expressed  very  much  the  same  view  as 
was  subsequently  expressed  by  Prince 
Gh)rtchakoff — namely,  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  Russia  to  extend 
her  Dominions,  or  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  the  Indian  Dominions  of  Great 
Britain;  that  Russia,  on  the  contrary, 
desired  that  these  Dominions  should  re* 
main  in  a  tranquil  and  happy  condition. 
I  am  afiraid  that  Lord  Palmerston  an- 
swered  diplomatically,  apparentlj  ac- 
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oepting  the  reasons  given,  though  he 
did  not  really  receive  them  as  satis- 
factory; for  he  wrote  to  Lord  Claren- 
don subsequently,  as  if  he  suspected 
that  certain  intrigues  carried  on  by  Bus- 
sian  agents  in  Central  Asia  were  carried 
on,  not  at  the  will  of  those  officers  them- 
selves, but  by  the  instructions  of  their 
Government.  I  pass  on,  however,  only 
remarking  that,  though  the  Circular  of 
Prince  Gortchakoff  was  all  that  the 
noble  Duke  described  it  to  be,  and  not- 
withstanding repeated  assurances  from 
Prince  Nesselrode  downwards  that  the 
objects  of  Bussia  were  not  what  they 
seemed  to  be,  yet  she  has  been  doing 
what  she  professed  not  to  wish  to  do, 
though  I  admit  that,  in  many  respects, 
she  may  have  been  compelled  to  do 
what  she  has  done.  That  seems  to 
me  a  special  reason  why  the  statesmen 
of  this  country  should  be  very  firm 
in  their  policy.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Duke  that  there  was  that 
blindness  or  that  stupidity  on  the 
part  of  our  politicians  of  which  he 
spoke ;  but  there  was  a  hand-to-mouth 
policy;  there  was  a  desire  to  escape 
from  the  fatal  day,  and  to  put  off  by 
excuses  the  necessity  for  securing  a  per- 
manent and  satisfactory  defence  of  our 
territories  in  India.  There  was  not,  at 
that  time,  any  necessity  to  protect 
India  from  invasion,  for  invasion  was 
not  the  object  of  Kussia  at  the  time; 
but  what  was  necessary  was  to  protect 
India  from  the  belief  that  England  was 
giving  way  before  a  stronger  Power, 
and  from  the  unsettlement  and  dis- 
comfort caused  to  its  Government  and 
people  by  the  approach  of  a  Power 
whose  strength  was  magnified  by  dis- 
tance, and  which  was  advancing  by 
rapid  strides.  The  Russian  advance 
has  been  like  that  of  the  tide,  and  has 
now  reached  a  point  where  we  must 
build  up  a  sea  wall,  so  to  speak,  to  pre- 
vent further  encroachment.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  far  better  if  we  had 
taken  earlier  steps,  and  made  it  tho- 
roughly understood  by  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment what  she  might  not  do,  and 
that  she  was  approaching  a  Power  tho- 
roughly resolved  to  defend  her  rights. 
Warnings  were  given  us  long  ago  in 
emphatic  terms  by  those  entitled  to  be 
listened  to.  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  was 
never  insensible  to  the  inevitable  cha- 
racter of  the  Russian  approach.  Warn- 
ings were  given  of  the  character  of  the 


Power  described  by  the  noble  Di 
and  of  the  necessity,  when  civilized 
uncivilized  nations  come  together  in 
way  in  which  they  did  in  Central  1 
that  the  uncivilized  should  fall  1 
before  an  inevitable  advance.  The 
uncivilized  people  had  to  give  up  t 
raids  and  robbery,  or,  at  all  ev< 
they  were  not  to  advance  into  the  t 
tories  taken  by  Russia,  because,  if 
did,  it  was  an  excuse  for  Russia  ta' 
possession  of  their  country.  It  is  ra 
a  common-place  illustration;  but 
BartleFrere  speaks  of  Humpty-Dum 
when  once  overthrown,  of  whom 
said  that  not  all  the  King's  horses 
all  the  King's  men  can  set  him  up  ag 
There  is  no  recovery  for  these  uncivil 
States — once  overthrown,  and  subjec 
to  the  aggressive  Power  follows  in 
course.  It  is  only  justice  to  the  men 
wrote  on  the  subject  to  call  atten 
now  to  what  they  have  said.  We  fine 
Bartle  Frere  in  1873,  in  giving  wan 
about  Russia,  recognizing  to  the  f  u 
extent  the  impulse  which  was  dri^ 
her  forward.     He  says — 

**  The  result  of  all  this  is  that  Russia  wi 
on,  whether  her  Government  wish  it  or  nol 
something  stops  her,  and  what  will  stop 
Nothing  that  I  can  see  except  an  impas 
harrier,  such  as  the  Himalayas,  or  a  polj 
barrier,  such  as  finding  herself  on  a  fro 
which  she  cannot  pass  without  fighting 
equally  powerful  nation  on  the  other  side, 
when  that  powerful  nation  is  civilized  and 
and  willing  to  give  hor  honest  hearing 
reasonable  redress  with  regard  to  frontier 
cussions  and  to  require  equal  justice  : 
her." 

As  to  a  neutral  zone,  about  which 
have  heard  so  much,  if  it  consists  of 
uncivilized  country,  it  is  useless,  beci 
it  will  only  give  ground  for  attack, 
the  subject  of  a  neutral  zone,  there 
been    communications    between    I 
Clarendon  and  the  Liberal  Governn 
of  the  day ;  but  it  is  due  to  both  to 
that,  in  their  view,  the  neutral  zone 
to  be  something  beyond  Afghanis 
and  that  Afghanistan  was  to  be  al^ 
under  the  influence  of   England, 
England  was  always  to  be  in  a  posi 
to  take  steps  in  Afghanistan  for  its  ] 
servation.  Afghanistan  was  never  tre£ 
as  a  neutral  or  independent  zone,  bu 
a  zone  to  be  armed,  if  necessary,  an< 
be  placed  in  a  position  to  resist  the 
vance  of  Russia,  and  Russia  itself 
acknowledged  this  position.     Sir  Ba 
Frere  recognized  what  it  was  that  m 
Russia  advance.     He  said — 
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'^  What  is  it  that  impels  Russia  to  advance? 
We  are  pretty  well  agreed  that  the  impulse  is 
the  same  as  that  which  impelled  ourselves  from 
Calcutta  to  Peshawur.  We  were  a  strong, 
united,  aggressive,  and  growing  Power,  in  con- 
tact with  States  so  disunited  and  demoralized 
that  their  power  was  paralyzed,  and  they  had 
no  inherent  vigour  and  capacity  for  resistance, 
still  less  for  growth." 

And  then  he  went  on  to  say  that  the 
men  in  whose  hands  the  military  power 
of  Eussia  was  did  very  much  as  our 
Governors  General  did  in  India,  who,  in 
spite  of  constant  opposition  and  the 
strongest  orders  from  home  that  there 
should  be  no  further  annexation,  did, 
nevertheless,  annex,  for,  in  their  view, 
it  became  a  natural  necessity,  and  when 
the  annexations  were  made  it  became 
too  late  for  the  Government  at  home 
in  England,  as  for  Eussia,  to  prevent 
it.  That  was  foreseen  by  those  writers 
who  were  in  favour  of  arresting  the 
progress  of  Eussia  at  an  early  period 
without  war.  They  said  that  Eussia 
was  driven  forward  by  an  absolute  neces- 
sity, and  would  very  soon  be  brought 
into  contact  with  us.  I  suppose  that  no 
one  believes  that  Eussia  has  rushed 
blindly  forward;  for  certainly  she  has 
taken  occasion  for  advancing  when  our 
hands  were  full;  and,  perhaps,  if  the 
necessity  was  upon  her,  it  was  only  na- 
tural that  she  should  do  so.  What  hin- 
dered us  from  taking  steps  was  not  from 
ignorance  of  the  opinions  of  our  states- 
men, but  I  believe  very  much  in  part 
from  the  necessities  of  our  Indian 
finance,  and  also  from  the  feeling  that 
Eussia  would  not  advance  so  rapidly  as 
the  experts  fancied,  and  the  belief  that 
the  day  was  far  distant  when  the  expense 
of  making  preparations  would  be  called 
for.  There  was  also  a  feeling  at  home 
against  spending  money  too  long  in  ad- 
vance. And  so,  in  like  manner,  it  was 
only  under  pressure  that  we  were  doing 
in  these  recent  days  what  we  ought  to 
have  done  long  ago  for  the  defence  of  our 
coaling  stations.  When  the  finances  of 
India  were  for  a  long  time  disorganized,  it 
was  natural  that  the  expense  of  fortifica- 
tions should  be  put  off  as  long  as  pos- 
sible. B  ut  we  have,  however,  now  taken 
steps.  We  are  carrying  our  railway  to 
Quetta  with  the  object  that  we  should  be 
as  near  as  possible  to  our  base,  in  time 
and  facilities,  if  not  in  space.  If  we 
are  at  Quetta  we  are  near  the  important 

Sosition    in    Afghanistan.     Being    at 
iuetta,  it  is  obvious  we  have  a  policy 

Fiscount  Cranhrook 


upon  which  must  be  founded  the  ques- 
tion of  the  frontier.     It  has  always  been 
an  object  that  wherever  the  frontier  of 
Eussia  was,  it  should  be  as  far  as  pos- 
sible from  our  frontier  in  India  Proper. 
It  is  a  curious  thing  that  long  ago  Prince 
Nesselrode  expressed  a  desire  that  we 
should    keep    the    frontiers    of    India 
Proper    and    Eussia  as    far    as    pos- 
sible apart,   because  there    might  be 
danger  if  they  touched.     I  consider  this, 
as  it  were,  an  outlying  frontier,  and  I 
trust  it  will  lead  to  carrying  on  a  rail- 
way to  Candahar.     If  you  get  a  railway 
from  Candahar  to  India,  you  will  have 
one  of  the  most  civilizing  of  all  pro- 
cesses, and  a  means  by  which  the  people 
of  Afghanistan  may  bring  their  produce 
into  the  markets  of  India,  while  Central 
Asia  would  have  the  same  advantage. 
But  the  railway  is  also  a  very  important 
movement  from  a  strategic  point  of 
view,  and  I  quite  agree  with  the  opinion 
that  we  should  not  draw  our  enemy 
down  into  the  plains  of  India  if  we  can 
possibly  avoid  it.    Now,  I  wish  to  say 
how  gp*atifying  it  has  been  to  see  the 
loyalty  which  the  Native  Chiefs  and 
Princes  and  people  in  India  have  dis- 
played.    I  had  the  satisfaction  in  1879 
of  returning  thanks  to  them  for  their 
offers  of  assistance.    At  that  time  they 
expressed  the  desire  to  share  with  us 
our  dangers,  and  they  are  now  show* 
ing,  as  then,  their  love  for  England,  and 
their  appreciation  of  the  civilizing  influ- 
ences which  this  country  bestows  upon 
India.    Let,  then,  Parties  at  home  meet 
this  question  in  the  spirit  which  has  ac- 
tuated the  noble  Duke  who  introduced 
this  subject ;   and  I  would  say  let  us 
have  union  in  what  we  are  about  to  do 
with  respect  to  India.    I  hope  there  is 
not  a  man  in  this  country  who  wishes  to 
give  up  that  country.     If  India  were  a 
burden  to  us,  to  desert  the  country  and 
give  it  up  to  confusion  and  anarchy  after 
all  we  have  inflicted  upon  it,  and  after 
the  pledges  we  have  given  to  it,  would 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  fatal  and  wicked 
policy.    But  India  is  a  source  of  wealth ; 
it  is  one  of  our  best  customers,  and  is  a 
growing  one.    It  is  one  of  those  coun- 
tries  upon  which  you  may  have  to  rely 
for  food,  and  it  is  united  to  us  by  many 
ties.     It  is  the  joy  of  many  in  Indu 
that  they  are  united  to  England.    Do  not 
1ft  us  betray  those  who  are  trusting  us, 
but  resolve  that  we  will  defend  lhem« 
I  do  not  wish  to  deal  with  this  matter  in 
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a  Party  spirit ;  but  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  when  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  of  India,  he  wrote 
strongly  on  the  subj  ect  of  the  Russians  ar- 
riving at  Merv,  and  said  that  whenever 
that  time  came,  it  would  be  time  for 
English  officers  to  be  at  Herat,  and  to 
make  intimate  associations  with  the  Af- 
ghans. Like  terms  were  also  used  by 
the  noble  Earl  now  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
and  in  the  Papers  on  Central  Asia  it 
will  be  found  how  strongly  he  wrote 
when  he  told  Count  Shouvaloff  that  the 
only  thing  that  could  lead  to  the  advance 
of  English  troops  towards  Central  Asia 
would  be  the  advance  of  Eussia  to  Merv. 
Basda  came  to  Merv,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  began  to  take  certain  steps 
which  I  will  not  enter  upon  now.  The 
qnestion  now  before  us  is  this — ^We  are 
becoming  practically  conterminous  with 
a  great  Power ;  let  us  treat  that  Power 
with  respect  as  a  great  Power.  It  is 
no  use  bandying  charges  or  making 
imputations  on  one  side  or  the  other; 
bat  it  is  necessary  that  for  true 
friendship  there  shall  be  complete  inde- 
pendence. If  we  are  to  be  a  friendly 
nation  with  Russia,  it  must  be  as  an 
independent  and  as  a  strong  nation. 
Hossia  must  understand  that  she  is  not 
dealing  with  a  people  who  are  for  ever 
to  give  way  to  her,  even  if  she  be  im- 
pel^ forward  by  necessity,  and  that 
there  are  necessities  resting  upon  us  as 
great  as  those  laid  upon  her — to  defend 
the  interests  of  India  and  to  protect  the 
honour  of  England. 

Thb  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  most  cordially  reciprocate  the 
feelingwbich  has  been  expressed  by  the 
noble  viscount  opposite  (Viscount  Cran- 
brook)  that  this  great  subject  should  be 
treaied  as  far  as  possible  apart  from 
Party  politics.  The  noble  Viscount  has 
given  ns  a  conspicuous  proof  in  the 
^eech  he  has  delivered  that  the  ques- 
tion can  be  so  treated.  I  shall  not 
trouble  tbe  House  at  any  length  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Russian  advances,  be- 
cause they  have  been  so  fully  explained 
hj  the  noble  Duke  behind  me  (the  Duke 
Qi  Argyll).  But,  at  this  j  uneture,  I  can  - 
Bot  help  throwing  back  my  memory  to 
a  period  30  years^  ago,  when  I  had  the 
honour  to  represent  this  country  at  St. 
Petersburg,  and  when  I  had  many  dis- 
with  Prince  Qortchakoff  upon 


this  subject.  It  now  strikes  me  as  very 
remarkable  what  an  immense  change 
has  taken  place  in  the  whole  of  the 
affairs  of  Central  Asia  since  that  period. 
Such  conversations  as  I  had  with  Prince 
Gortchakoff  at  that  time  related  to  posi- 
tions which  really  seemed  then  to  be  so 
distant  from  our  Indian  Empire,  that 
they  formed  matter  for  interesting  con- 
versation rather  than  matter  of  political 
importance  and  real  anxiety.  At  the 
same  time,  as  long  ago  as  in  1856-7|  the 
question  of  a  neutral  zone  was  mooted 
between  myself  and  Prince  Gortchakoff. 
The  noble  Viscount  was  quite  correct  in 
saying  that  it  was  an  entire  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  Government  of  this 
country  contemplated  for  one  moment, 
or  at  any  time,  that  Afghanistan  was  to 
be  a  neutral  zone.  It  has  always  been, 
and  still  is,  a  cardinal  point  of  our 
policy,  that  Afghanistan  is  to  be  outside 
the  sphere  of  Bussian  influence,  and 
within  the  sphere  of  our  influence.  The 
question  of  the  neutral  zone,  which  is 
now  entirely  put  aside,  referred  to  ter- 
ritories further  North.  With  regard  to 
the  causes  which  have  impelled  Itussia 
forward,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  gene- 
ral principles  laid  down  in  the  Circular 
of  Prince  Gortchakoff  correctly  described 
the  motive  of  the  policy  of  the  Eussian 
Government ;  and  the  Prince,  I  remem- 
ber, described  to  me,  in  language  very 
similar  to  that  which  he  wrote  many 
years  before  in  his  Circular,  what  had 
impelled  the  Eussians  in  their  first  con- 
quests in  this  direction.  That  being  the 
policy  which  Eussia  had  adopted,  partly 
through  necessity  and  partly,  perhaps, 
from  design,  and  largely,  no  doubt,  in 
consequence  of  the  ambition  of  its 
officers,  the  noble  Viscount  justly  ob- 
serves that  there  must  come  a  time  when 
that  continual  advance  must  find  some 
check.  Now,  the  noble  Viscount  seemed 
to  think  that  there  might  have  been  on 
the  part  of  previous  Governments  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  blindness  with  regard  to 
Eussia,  or  a  desire  to  put  off  the  evil 
day.  That  desire,  I  suppose,  is  common 
to  (jU)vemments  as  well  as  to  individuals, 
and  it  may  have  had  a  certain  part  in 
the  policy  pursued.  But  I  think  there 
were  better  reasons  than  that.  It  is 
sometimes  unwise  to  go  to  a  distance  in 
order  to  meet  dangers  before  they  arrive 
in  our  vicinity.  We  saw  a  conspicuous 
instance  of  the  danger  of  such  a  policy  in 
our  first  war  in  Afghanistan.    That  war 
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was  waged  long  before  the  necessity  for 
such  interference.  We  were  undoubtedly 
excited  prematurely  by  the  appearance 
of  Eussia  at  a  great  distance,  and  we 
plunged  ourselves  into  difficulties,  the 
results  of  which  are  still  felt  and  which 
have  greatly  prejudiced  our  whole  rela- 
tions with  Afghanistan.  That  was  the 
mistake  made  by  seeing  the  danger  at  a 
remote  distance,  and  endeavouring  to 
meet  it  by  action  which  was  prema- 
ture. Of  course,  it  is  a  matter  of  judg- 
ment and  opinion  as  to  when  the  exact 
moment  of  action  should  have  been,  and 
what  were  the  precise  measures  which  it 
would  have  been  wise  to  adopt.  It  is 
obvious,  however,  that  it  is  essential 
for  our  safety  in  India  that  our  de- 
fensive position  should  not  be  too  far 
from  our  base.  We  have  a  frontier  ex- 
tending many  hundreds  of  miles,  and  it 
is  essential  that  we  should  not  put  our- 
selves in  a  position  where  we  should 
have  to  defend  ourselves  at  a  point  far 
removed  from  our  base.  If  we  did 
we  should  have  to  contend  with  diffi- 
culties which  are  obvious  even  to  the 
civilian.  The  noble  Duke  behind  me 
came  to  a  conclusion  which  is  precisely 
the  conclusion  which  I  must  say  I 
have  come  to  myself.  It  is  not  one 
which  I  have  arrived  at  to-day;  be- 
cause, many  years  ago,  I  discussed  the 
subject  with  Lord  Lawrence,  and  urged 
that  we  should  require  an  armed  fron- 
tier for  India,  whenever  the  Eussians 
approached  within  touch  of  that  country. 
It  is  impossible  that  we  can  any  longer 
believe,  or  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing,  that  we  are  in  what  I  may 
call  an  insular  position  in  India.  We 
are  no  longer  in  that  position;  and, 
as  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  justly 
observed,  it  is  our  duty  to  accept  the 
new  situation,  and  to  prepare  our- 
selves speedily  to  deal  with  it.  The 
noble  Viscount  opposite  spoke  of  the 
indisposition  there  had  been  to  re- 
spona  to  the  advice  of  such  men  as  Sir 
Henry  Eawlinson  and  Sir  Bartle  Frere. 
I  may  think  that  they  took  somewhat 
too  alarmist  a  view ;  but  I  have  always 
thought  there  was  too  much  indifference 
to  the  fact  that  Eussia  was  approaching 
India,  and  to  the  change  in  the  position 
of  our  Indian  Empire  which  would  gra- 
dually make  us  a  Continental  nation, 
with  all  the  dangers  and  diffioultiea  in- 
separable from  the  situation.  To  deal 
with  the  new  situation,  it  was  necessaiy 

Th  Earl  ofKtmherUy 


to  make  a  beginning  of  our  defensiye 
operations ;  and  I  requested  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  (the  Marquess  of 
Eipon),  when  Viceroy,  to  prepare  a 
careful  plan  of  defence,  on  the  best 
military  authority  in  India,  relating  to 
the  frontier,  extending  from  Fshawor 
to  the  Indus  Valley  Eailway,  with  an 
estimate  of  the  probable  expense.  Such 
a  plan  has  been  prepared,  and  has  been 
submitted  to  my  Council,  which  has, 
your  Lordships  ^ow,  control  in  matters 
of  finance ;  the  project  has  been  ap- 
proved, and  authority  has  been  given  for 
the  expenditure  of  a  sum  of  £5,000,000 
on  frontier  railways  and  military  roads, 
including  the  Quetta  Eailway,  which 
will  cost  something  like  £2,000,000  of 
that  sum.  I  must  not  be  understood 
as  limitingtheexx>enditureto  £5,000,000 ; 
but  that,  it  is  estimated,  will  be  the 
least  sum  required  for  the  railways 
and  military  roads  which  the  best  mili- 
tary authorities  have  declared  to  be 
essential;  and  it  may  be  found,  on 
further  examination,  that  further  works 
will  have  to  be  undertaken.  I  think 
it  is  a  matter,  and  I  know  that  Lord 
Dufferin  thinks  it  is  a  matter,  for 
serious  consideration,  whether  there 
should  not  be  strong  fortresses  on  that 
line  so  as  to  give  our  Army  support.  If 
it  be  thought  that  these  fortresses  are 
necessary,  there  ought,  of  course,  to  be 
no  unreasonable  delay  in  constructing 
them.  It  is  our  plain  duty  to  get  the 
best  military  advice  that  we  can,  and  to 
act  upon  that  advice  without  precipita* 
tion  or  alarm,  or  undue  haste,  but  seri- 
ously to  take  in  hand  the  thorough  con- 
struction of  such  a  frontier  as  may  calm 
the  public  mind  in  India,  as  well  as  in 
this  country.  It  is  essential  that  the 
public  mind  in  India  should  not  be  dis- 
turbed on  this  subject,  but  that  they 
should  feel  that  the  6k>vemment  have 
taken  all  the  measures  that  are  requisite 
for  the  safety  of  our  Empire  there,  and 
that,  having  taken  them,  we  can  afford 
to  abide  the  result.  My  own  view  ia 
that  we  ought  to  be  in  such  a  position 
that  we  are  prepared  not  only  for  the 
most  favourable,  but  also  for  the  least 
favourable,  circumstances,  and  base  oar 
plans  of  defence  upon  that.  For  ex- 
ample, I  consider  that  our  frontier  de- 
fences ought  to  be  such  as  that  we  can 
defend  ourselves  if  Afghanistan  is  un- 
friendly to  us.  If  Afghanistan  is  friendly, 
and  with  good  policy  I  think  it  may  be 
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and  ought  to  be  friendly,  it  is,  of  course, 
a  great  advantage.    But  it  is  a  country 
wMch  is  very  Ibosely  held  by  its  Eulers, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  tell,  in  the  course 
of  time,  what  circumstances  might  arise, 
and  we  might  unfortunately  find  Af- 
ghanistan not  so  friendly  as  we  could 
wish.    In  that  case,  our  defence  might 
have  to  be  based  on  a  strictly  defensive 
system  within  our  own  lines.     But  we 
ought  to  be  also  in  a  position  to  take 
the  offensive  if  need  be.     One  thing  is 
certain — that  we  ought  not  to  found  our 
policy  on  the  notion  that  we  should  con- 
struct a  frontier  line  in  Central  Asia,  for 
which  this  country  would  be  entirely  re- 
Bponsible,   several  hundreds    of  miles 
distant  from  India.  Of  course,  by  an  alli- 
ance with  the  Afghans,  we  must  under- 
take a  considerable  responsibility  for 
their  frontier ;  and  we  hope  that  a  satis- 
factory frontier  line  will  be  drawn  be- 
tween Huasian  and  Afghan  territory.    It 
may  eventuedly  be  necessary  that  some  of 
our  officers  should  be  permanently  sta- 
tioned on  that  frontier ;  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,   as  your   Lordships   are 
aware,  two  British  officers  are  actually 
in  Herat  with   the  full  consent   and 
desire  of  the  Ameer.    That,  of  itself, 
shows  what  a  good  state  of  feeling  now 
exists  between  the  Ameer  and  ourselves, 
and  that  on  his  part  no  obstacles  will 
be  interposed  in  the  way  of  any  ar- 
rangement   which   may    be   desirable. 
The  schemes  which  are  put  forward  to 
the  effect  that  we  should  make  Herat  a 
mat  Indian  fortress,  to  be  held  by 
British  and  Indian  troops  at  a  great  dis- 
tance from,  our  frontier,  and  among  a 
population  not  under  our  direct  influ- 
•aee,  would  involve  us  in  great  and 
senous  dangers ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  shall  take  steps  to  strengthen  the 
Ameer's  position  at  Herat,  and  to  put 
the  fortincations  there  in  a  condition 
to  afford  a  reasonable  amount  of  secu* 
rity.    That  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
iBaking  Herat  an  English  frontier  for- 
tress.   I  tiiank  the  House  for  the  atten- 
ticm  with  which  it  has  listened  tome,  and 
I  trust,  my  Lords,  that  this  discussion  will 
&ot  be  without  advantage,  when  it  is 
■sen  that,  notwithstanding  our  political 
contests  and  differences  on  other  points, 
on  the  question  of  the  defence  of  India 
■gainst  all  comers  and  the  maintenance 
of  our  Indian  Empire,  there  is  an  entire 
agreement  and  an  absolute  unanimity 
MDong  aU  Pazties  in  this  country. 


The  M^quess  of  SALISBUKY:  My 
Lords,  there  has  been  so  much  in  the 
speeches  which  have  been  delivered,  in 
which  aU  your  Lordships  must  agree, 
that  it  might  perhaps  seem  superfluous 
to  continue  this  debate;  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  again  over  the  ground  which 
has  been  so  well  traversed  by  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
and  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  (Vis- 
count Cranbrook),  or  to  add  to  the  sen- 
timents which  I  could  not  hope  to  ex- 
press in  language  half  so  good  as  they 
have  employed.  But  there  are  one  or 
two  matters  which  have  been  stated 
from  the  Bench  opposite  to-night  which, 
without  departing  from  the  paciBc  line 
on  which  this  debate  has  been  projected 
by  the  noble  Duke,  and  to  which  I  think 
he  has  on  the  whole  faithfully  adhered, 
I  cannot  let  pass  without  some  observa- 
tion. And  the  first  observation  I  wish 
to  make  is  one  which,  but  for  the  respect 
I  have  for  the  Order  of  the  House,  I 
should  have  made  at  an  earlier  period 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Earl  Gfranville),  as  to  the 
proper  conduct  of  an  Opposition  in  a 
crisis  such  as  the  present.  I  do  not 
wish,  after  what  has  happened,  to  go 
into  contentious  matters ;  but  the  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  me  to  lay  down  a  doc- 
trine which  we  cannot  permit  to  pass 
unnoticed — namely,  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  an  Opposition  not  to  canvass  or  con- 
demn the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
if,  by  so  doing,  it  should  have  the  effect 
of  discouraging  our  friends  and  allies  in 
other  parts  of  the  world.  That  seems 
to  bo  a  very  far-reeiching  doctrine,  and 
one  which  it  is  impossible  to  assent  to. 
The  noble  Earl  must  remember  that,  if 
we  are  of  opinion  that  the  course  of 
public  affairs  is  going  ill,  and  that  our 
Qovemment  has  mismanaged,  that  faults 
are  being  committed,  and  dangers  are 
being  incurred,  we  have  no  absolute 
Sovereign  to  whom  we  can  appeal  in 
order  to  correct  the  evil.  Our  absolute 
Sovereign  is  the  people  of  this  country ; 
and  it  is  they,  and  they  alone,  who  can 
bring  a  remedy  to  the  mischief  that  is 
going  on.  If  we  do  not  appeal  to  them, 
we  can  appeal  to  no  one ;  if  they  do  not 
interfere,  no  one  can  interfere.  You 
have  a  form  of  government  in  many 
points  of  view  purely  democratic,  and 
you  must  take  it  with  the  incidents  that 
naturally  adhere  to  it,  and  one  of  those 
incidents  is  publicity  of  deliberation. 
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The  authority  which  decides,  in  the  first 
instance,  is  the  Cabinet,  and  it  decides 
in  secret,  and  it  is  right  in  maintaining 
that  secrecy  to  the  utmost.  But  the 
authority  to  which  you  must  appeal 
from  the  Cabinet  is  the  people,  and  their 
deliberations  are  conducted  in  the  open 
field.  If  they  are  to  be  rightly  informed, 
you  must  deal  fully  and  frankly  with  all 
the  subjects  which  must  form  the  basis 
of  their  determination.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
a  drawback,  as  far  as  it  goes,  to  popular 
government ;  but  it  is  a  drawback  which 
you  must  face,  and  you  cannot  help  it  if 
Foreign  Powers  overhear,  so  to  speak, 
the  privileged  communication  between 
you  and  those  by  whose  verdict  you 
must  stand.  You  cannot  suppress  the 
argument  because  somebody  else  outside 
hears  it,  and  may  be  adversely  affected 
by  it.  You  might  as  well  say  you  would 
allow  a  trial  to  go  wrong,  because  the 
counsel  hesitated  to  tell  the  jury  the 
whole  truth  as  it  appeared  to  him,  lest 
someone  outside  shoiild  be  offended  or 
discouraged  by  the  language  used.  I, 
therefore,  demur  entirely  to  the  general 
Constitutional  doctrine  which  I  under- 
stood the  noble  Earl  to  lay  down.  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  the  particular  ap- 
plication of  it  to  this  topic,  because  that 
would  be  transgressing  the  limits  that 
we  have  laid  down  for  ourselves  in  this 
debate.  But  I  think  that  the  noble 
Duke's  argument  showed  an  undue  pre- 
possession in  favour  of  Eussia  in  regard 
to  the  promises  which  she  has  made. 
The  promises  which  she  made  on  the 
subject  of  Khiva,  on  the  subject  of  Merv, 
on  the  subject  of  the  advance  on  the 
Caspian  shore,  were,  according  to  the 
noble  Duke,  not  promises  of  that  cate- 
gorical character  that  you  can  say  that 
an  absolute  Convention  or  Treaty  had 
been  broken,  but  they  were,  I  think, 
promises  by  which  a  man  in  private  life 
would  hold  himself  bound ;  and  that  if 
Eussia  has  not  held  herself  bound,  it 
was  not  due  to  the  fact  that  the  promises 
were  not  in  themselves  important,  but 
that  Eussia  has  found  herself  overborne 
by  those  forces  of  necessity  to  which 
frequent  reference  has  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  despatch  written  bv  Prince 
GK)rtchakoff  in  the  year  1864  has  taken 
the  life  and  meaning  out  of  all  the  pro- 
mises which  Eussia  has  since  1864 
again  and  again  made.  You  cannot  hold 
that  doctrine  concerniog  them  alL    The 

The  Marquess  of  Salishwy 


onlv  other  observation  I  would  desire  to 
m^e  is  as  to  the  important  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  the'  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley). 
With  the  sentiments  which  inspired  that 
speech  I  absolutely  agree.  We  all  feel 
that  the  defence  of  India,  whether  in 
justice  to  England  or  to  India,  is  a  vital 
matter  on  which  no  shortcomings  can  be 
allowed.  But  I  regretted  to  hear  the 
limits  which  it  seemed  to  me  that  the 
noble  Earl  fixed  to  that  defence.  He 
spoke  of  fortresses  at  Peshawur,  and  on 
the  line  of  the  Indus.  Is  the  defence  of 
India  to  be  carried  no  further  than 
that? 

Thb  Eakl  OF  KIMBEELEY :  I  men- 
tioned Peshawur  and  the  Indus  as  an 
indication  of  the  general  line  to  be  de- 
fended. But,  of  course,  ikere  is  Quetta, 
and  I  by  no  means  intended  to  bind  my- 
self to  tliose  limits. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY:  I 
am  glad  to  have  been  the  means  of  elicit- 
ing that  correction,  because  I  think  it 
will  tend  to  remove  many  misapprehen- 
sions. My  belief  is  that,  if  such  a  state 
of  things  arose  as  the  noble  Earl  seemed 
to  foreshadow — ^namely,  that  of  a  hostile 
Power  in  possession  of  the  mountains 
overlooking  the  Valley  of  the  Indus,  and 
we  in  fortresses  along  the  Indus  to  resist 
them — such  a  state  of  things  would  re- 
duce us  to  the  most  serious  difficulty 
and  peril  in  India.  India  must  be  de- 
fended beyond  the  mountains ;  but  what 
is  the  precise  point  at  which  the  defenoe 
shall  take  place,  it  is  not  fitting  for  us, 
in  an  Assembly  of  civilians  like  this,  to 
affirm.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  that  the  pros- 
pect of  defending  Herat  by  British  troops 
is  not  one  which  seems  to  the  British  non- 
military  mind  very  attractive,  or  very 
feasible.  It  may  always  be  possible  for 
us,  with  assistance  in  the  shape  of  arms 
and  officers,  to  assist  the  Ameer  in  de- 
fending that  place  himself ;  but  to  oooapj 
it  and  defend  it  ourselves,  I  confess, 
seems  to  me  a  dangerous  undertaking. 
But  it  is  a  long  distance  from  Herat 
to  the  Valley  of  the  Indus,  and 
there  are  places — Quetta,  the  Khojsk 
Pass,  and  Candahar,  in  that  part 
of  the  country  —  somewhere  among 
which  will  be  found  in  future  the  place 
destined  to  be  the  only  satisfactory 
centre  of  the  defensive  works  which  we 
must  erect  to  sustain  our  power.  I  hope 
we  shall  do  aU  we  can  to  conciliate  that 
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power  and  keep  the  Ameer  of  Afgbanis- 
taa  with  us,  and  to  help  him  to  the 
utmost  of  our  power  to  defend  his  ooun- 
try,  while,  at  the  same  time,  defending 
India ;  but  do  not  let  the  desire  of  his 
friendship  lead  ns  into  either  of  those 
two  mistakes,  either  in  making  ourselves 
responsible  for  any  of  the  excesses  which 
the  wild  tribes  under  his  control  may 
commit  upon  his  Western  Frontier,  nor, 
on  the  other  hand,  can  we  make  any 
iosoeptibilities  which  any  Afghan  Euler 
may  feel  a  reason  for  abstaining  from 
defending,  and  defending  adequately, 
those  positions  we  may  consider  abso- 
lafely  necessary  for  the  strength  of  our 
own  position.    I  believe  that  the  Go- 
venmient  are  now — I  wish  they  had 
done  it  earlier — ^pursuing  the  right  way. 
They  are  making  the  Bfulway.    All  our 
experience  of  modem  times  has  shown 
how  hard  it  is  to  sustain  an  Army  upon 
communications  conducted   merely   by 
camels  and  other  beasts  of  burden.    We 
have  felt  this  want  bitterly  in  Africa,  and 
we  have  also  felt  it  in  Asia.    We  ought 
to  push  our  Bailway  as  far  forward  as  we 
can  with  reference  to  the  position  of  the 
country  and  the  possibility  of  guarding 
it;  because  it  is  with  the  Kail  way  that 
our  communications  with  our  base  can 
be  moat  usefully  made.    Otherwise,  any 
operations  we  may  undertake  will  be 
very  critical.    The  business  for  the  pre- 
sent is  to  urge  forward  the  Bailway,  and 
when  that  has  reached  a  certain  degree 
of  advancement,  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Indian  (Government  will  devote  itself  to 
the  business  of  making  strong  our  posi- 
tion above  the  mountains ;  and  when  it 
undertakes  that  task,  let  no  desire  to 
not  off  the  evil  day,  let  no  desire  to 
balance  the    Budget,  let  no  desire  to 
reject  the  susceptibilities  of  the  tribes 
around  us  prevent  it  from  giving  secu- 
lity  to  that  vast   frontier,  which  will 
prevent  for  ever  the  possibility  of  our 
having  to  fight  in  the  plains  of  India 
itadf 

Tms  Eam.  of  KIMBEBLEY:  Of 
course,  your  Lordships  will  see  that  it 
ia  impoeable  for  me  to  enter  into  the 
dfttaiis  of  military  plans.  I  seem,  how- 
eter,  to  have  been  misunderstood  in 
vhat  I  hare  already  said ;  and  in  order 
to  avoid  misapprehension  I  should 
Hke  to  repeat  that  though,  perchance, 
Quetta,  with  the  Pisheen  Yalley,  may  be 
regarded  as  the  outworks  of  our  de- 
ftaoe,  ftbey  must  by  no  means  be  sup- 

YOli,  OOSOym.    [thx^d  ssbixs.] 


posed  to  represent  the  entire  scope  of 
our  operations.  These  are  matters, 
however,  which  must  be  fully  con- 
sidered ;  and  it  is  for  the  Military  Au- 
thorities to  say  precisely  where  should 
be  the  different  portions  of  the  defence, 
and  what  amount  of  strength  should  be 
given  to  it. 

EablGBANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  Ithink 
it  isnot  superfluous  if  Ipresume  to  thank, 
not  only  on  the  part  of  my  Colleagues, 
but,  I  think,  on  the  part  of  the  whole 
House,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  for  having  given  us  an  oppor- 
tunity for  this  debate.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  important  and  valuable  discussions 
I  have  heard  for  a  long  time  in  this 
House.  Not  only  has  it  been  admirable, 
but  I  believe  not  one  word  has  escaped 
from  anyone  this  evening  disrespectful 
or  unconciliatory  with  regard  to  Kussia. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  has  been  of  im- 
mense value  in  showing,  from  their 
frankness,  that  all  Parties  are  unani- 
mous as  to  the  reasons  which  exist  for 
the  necessity  of  defending  India  at  all 
hazards — reasons  which  Bussia  herself 
would  be  the  first  to  admit  as  being 
perfectly  right  in  a  spirited  nation  to 
imdertake.  The  tone  between  the  two 
Parties  exhibited  this  evening  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  is  one  which  I 
believe  will  have  a  most  important, 
almost  a  vital  influence  in  India  itself 
in  encouraging  that  country  to  know 
that  she  may  be  siire  of  the  united  efforts 
of  this  country  to  defend  it  from  any 
danger  which  may  really  arise.  I  have 
only  one  word  to  say  as  to  the  Constitu- 
tional doctrine  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).  I 
agree  with  him  in  the  general  doctrine 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  jea- 
lously to  observe  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  criticize  it  when  criticism 
is  deserving,  to  turn  it  out  if  it  is  neces- 
sary to  do  so,  in  order  to  stop  a  harmful 
system  of  policy.  The  only  thing  that 
I  did  was  to  protest  against — and  I 
think  rightly  to  protest — ^the  contention 
whether  it  is  judicious,  in  moments 
when  the  Government  is  hopeful  of  a 
perfectly  peaceful  solution  of  a  compli- 
cated subject,  that  a  tone  should  be 
adopted  not  quite  the  tone  adopted  this 
evening  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, without  the  facts  in  their  posses- 
sion, and  that  they  should  take  a  view 
damaging  excessively  the  position  of  the 
Government  as  representing  the  coun- 
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try,  and  representing  tbem  as  humili- 
ated before  another  country,  because 
both  sides  have  made  some  concessions 
in  order  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  under- 
standing. 

Motion  (on  Question)  agreed  to. 

HABRIAQB  WITH  A  DEOEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTEB  BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  law  as  to  marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister — Wab pretentedhj 
The  Lord  Momson;  read  1*;  to  "be  printed; 
and  to  be  read  2»  on  Thunday  the  Wihof  June 
next  (The  Earl  of  Dalhouszb.)    (No.  110.) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  I2th  May,  1885. 


MINITTES.]— SlLBCT  COMMITTBB  —  RepnTt— 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [No.  187] ;  Tele- 
phone and  Telegraph  Wires  [No.  188]; 
National  Provident  Insurance,  appointed. 

Par^ATB  Bill  {by  Order)^ Second  Reading  — 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  put 
off. 

Public  Bills — Firat  Jteadiny-^Commona  Regu- 
lation (Drumhurgh)  Brovisional  Order  * 
ri73];  Commons  (Regulation  (Ashdown 
Forest)  Provisional  Order  •  [174] ;  Commons 
Inclosure  (LlanybvtherJ  Provisional  Order* 

[176];  Educational  Endowments  (Ireland)* 
176]. 

Second  Reading  —  Ghis  and  Water  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)  •  [1491 ;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health 
Act)  (No.  1)  •  [162];  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  8}  •  [168]. 

Committee  —  Water  Companies  (Regulation  of 
Powers)  •  [161]— K.P. 

C9mifii<^##—^MM)r<— Consolidated  Fond  (No. 
3).» 

Conetdered  at  amended— Third  J2#aiftfi(^— Regis- 
tration (Occupation  Voters)  [163],  and 
paeted. 

Third  i?#aifMt^^RegiBtration  of  Voters  (Scot- 
land) [161],  tJid  passed. 

Withdraum—Coimty  Justices*  aerka  •  [98]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

CHANNEL    TUNNEL  (EXPERIMENTAL 

WORKS)  BILL  (by  Order). 

SBOOKD  BSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 
SiE  EDWAED  WATKESr  said,  that 
in  the  fewest  number  of  words  he  ooold 

Earl  OramiUe 


use  he  proposed  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  House  would 
be  aware  that  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  only  meant  the  sanction  of  the 
House  to  the  desirability  of  inquiry. 
He  knew  it  might  be  said  that  there 
had  been  a  good  many  inquiries  al- 
ready as  to  the  necessity  of  a  Channel 
Tunnel;  but  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  not  in  one  of  those  inquiries, 
whether  Departmental  or  otherwise,  had 
the  matter  been  gone  into  in  a  satisfac- 
tory, judicial  manner.  There  had  been 
no  cross  examination  of  witnesses  by 
counsel.  On  this  occasion  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  save  the  House  trouble  in 
the  matter,  because,  as  he  had  stated 
a  short  tune  ago,  in  postponing  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in  order 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  Presi« 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the 
exigencies  of  Public  Business,  if  the 
Prime  liiinister  would  be  good  enough 
to  say  that  he  was  still  in  favour,  as  he 
used  to  be,  of  a  Channel  Tunnel,  he 
(Sir  Edward  Watldn^  would,  considering 
the  nearness  of  the  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament, withdraw  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Prime  Minister  would  tell  the  House 
that  he  had  changed  his  opinion,  and 
that  he  thought  a  connection  betw'een 
England  and  France  by  means  of  a 
Channel  Tunnel  was  an  unwise  and 
dangerous  measure  in  the  interests  of 
this  country,  and  that  he  now  thought 
it  ought  not  to  be  carried  out,  then  he 
would  also  withdraw  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading,  and  save  the  Houi>e  the 
trouble  of  a  discussion  and  a  division, 
knowing  that  there  would  soon  be  anew 
Parliament,  and  hoping  that  with  that 
new  Parliament  there  might  possibly  be  a 
change  of  Oovemment,  which  might,  per- 
haps, be  more  in  harmony  with  the  views 
of  the  country  eenerally  on  this  and 
other  questions.  Circumstances  had  been 
greatly  modified  since  the  last  debate 
upon  this  question.  It  had  been  found 
possible  to  comply  with  what  seemed  to 
be  the  outcome  of  that  discussion ;  and 
therefore  the  present  Bill  was  intro- 
duced practically  as  a  Bill  for  enabUng 
experiments  already  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament to  be  continued  and  extended^ 
while  giving  to  the  Oovemment  of  the  day 
power  either  to  continue  or  to  acquire  any 
works  connected  with  a  permanent  Ton- 
nel.  The  Bill  recited  that  by  the  South 
Eastern  Bailway  AxA  of  1874  the  Com- 
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panjwere  authorized  to  apply  certain 
moneys  belonging  to  them,  or  under 
their  control,  subject  to  the  limitation 
thereby  prescribed,  towards  the  cost  of 
any  soundings  and    of    any    borings, 
shafts,  driftways,  or  other  works  in  con- 
nection with  the  construction  of  a  Tuunel 
under  the  English  Channel;  also,  that 
by  the  South  Eastern  Bailway  Act  of 
1881,  after  reciting  that  by  the  Act  of 
1874  the  South  Eastern  Eailway  Com- 
pany were  authorized  to  apply  money 
belonging  to  them,or  under  their  control, 
towards  the  cost  of  experimental  borings 
in  connection  with  the  construction  of  a 
Tunnel  under  the  English  Channel,  the 
6outh  Eastern  Eailway  Company  were 
empowered  to  purchase  and  acquire  by 
compulsion  or  otherwise,  and  to  hold 
certain  lands  for  the  purposes  of  such 
experimental  borings  and  other  works. 
The    Bill     then    went    on    to    recite 
that  whereas  experimental  borings  and 
works  had  been  carried   on  and  exe- 
cuted for  some  distance  under  the  bed 
of  the   Straits  of    Dover,   and  so  far 
as  the  same  had  proceeded  they  had 
been  successful  and  satisfactory,  and  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  possibility  of  com- 
pleting  within  a   reasonable   period  a 
Tunnel  between  England  and  France, 
it  was  expedient  that  the  experimental 
works    should    be  further   prosecuted, 
with  the  yiew  of  determining  the  prac- 
ticability of  constructing  and  maintain- 
ing a  permanent  Tunnel  for  railway 
purposes  beneath  the  Straits  of  Dover 
between    England    and    France,   and 
that  powers  to  that   effect  should  be 
granted  and  conferred.    It  next  recited 
that  it  was  expedient  to  provide — in  the 
event  of  the  experimental  works  proving 
nzooessful — for  vesting  in  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  the  right  or  power  of  de- 
termining the  expediency  of  prosecuting 
the  permanent  works  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel,  and  of  sanctioning  the  prosecu- 
tioa  and  execution  of  such  permanent 
works.    The  Bill  further  declared  that 
it  was  expedient  to  make  provision,  in 
the  event   of  the  experimental  works 
proving  successful,  for  the  transfer,  in 
manner  provided,  of  such  works  or  of 
any  permanent  Channel  Tunnel  works 
to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  if  required 
by  them.     It  then  gave  a  general  power 
of  agreement  between   this  particular 
Company  and  the   Company  presided 
ofver  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
FIiBtshize  (Lord  Bichard   Ghrosvenor), 


and  also  with  the  Eailway  Companies 
which  would  be  connected  by  means  of 
the  Tunnel  with  the  Continent ;  and  in 
addition  there  were  several  minor  con- 
ditions with  which  it  was  not  necessary 
to  trouble  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  now 
entered  the  House,  and  he  (Sir  Edward 
Watkin)  would  repeat  the  few  words  he 
had  uttered  a  few  moments  ago — namely, 
that  if  the  Premier  was  still  in  favour  of 
a  Channel  Tunnel,  or,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  he  had  changed  his  mind  and  would 
declare  that  in  his  view  England  and 
France  ought  never  to  be  imited  by  a 
Tunnel,  in  either  case  he  (Sir  Edward 
Watkin)  would  withdraw  the  Motion, 
and  save  the  House  all  further  trouble 
as  to  discussing  it.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
charged  with  any  message  or  statement 
from  the  Prime  Minister.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  House  would  agree 
with  him ;  but  he  ventured  to  think  that 
on  a  question  which  affected  the  future 
relations  between  France  and  England, 
and  a  great  many  other  questions  be- 
sides, Ihe  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  of  the  Government  was  the  property  of 
the  House  and  of  the  nation,  and  he  ought 
not  to  be  told  that  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  express  an  opinion  ; 
nor  had  he  any  right  to  assume  from 
their  silence  that  they  had  no  opinion. 
Having  taken  so  much  trouble  in  order 
to  save  the  House  the  necessity  of  a  dis- 
cussion he  would  now  say  a  few  words, 
and  they  should  be  very  short  indeed, 
on  the  question  before  the  House.  Those 
who  had  been  prosecuting  this  work  had 
always  contended,  first  of  all,  that 
the  experiments  ought  to  be  conducted 
by  private  enterprize ;  but  that  if  the 
Tunnel  were  constructed  it  would  prac- 
tically mean  the  extension  of  the  British 
Empire  to  the  middle  of  the  Channel, 
and  therefore  it  ought  to  become  a  na- 
tional work,  as  an  extension  of  the  Em- 
pire. Then  it  had  always  been  thought 
further  that,  although  it  was  expedient  to 
invest  private  money  in  this  direction,  in 
any  case  there  ought  to  be  power  reserved 
to  the  Government  to  take  charge  of  it. 
They  had  never  sought  for  the  slightest 
monopoly.  They  had  always  contended 
that  a  passage  under  the  sea  to  connect 
England  and  France  ought  to  be  open  to 
every  Company  and  every  person.    It 
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Tras  considered  also  that  a  connection  be- 
tween England  on  one  side  and  the  Con- 
tinent on  the  other  should  be  an  Interna- 
tional work,  such  as  the  schemes  for  con< 
necting  the  two  shores  on  either  side  of 
America  and  the  Suez  Canal.  The  Canal 
in  Nicaragua,  for  connecting  Nicaragua 
with  the  shore  of  the  United  States,  had 
been  described  in  the  Portocols  as  a  work 
entered  into  by  the  persons  who  under- 
took it  '^  as  trustees  for  all  mankind," 
and  they  thought  it  should  be  ''neu- 
tralized" by  the  general  assent  of 
Europe.  Those  were  the  views  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  entertained.  The 
present  position  of  the  work  was  this 
— on  the  French  side,  about  2,200 
yards  of  experimental  Tunnel  had  been 
executed,  a  large  amount  of  machinery 
had  been  erected,  and  about  £80,000 
sterling  had  been  spent.  On  the  Eng- 
lish side,  a  less  amount  of  money  had 
been  spent ;  but  about  the  same  length 
of  experimental  Tunnel  had  been  bored 
due  south  of  the  Shakespeare  Cliff. 
The  action  of  the  Government  might 
be  right,  or  it  might  be  wrong;  but 
the  effect  of  that  action,  so  far  as  the 
property  of  this  Company  and  of  the 
French  Company  in  the  Tunnel  works 
was  concerned,  had  been  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  the  shareholders,  and 
also  to  inflict  upon  the  innocent  per- 
sons in  England  who  desired  to  carry  out 
a  ffreat  work,  for  no  improper  motive, 
ana  certainly  not  as  a  matter  of  specula- 
tion, a  large  amount  of  litigation  in- 
stituted at  the  cost  of  the  country  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  They  had  also  been 
put  to  needless  expense  in  having  been 
compelled  to  drain  and  ventilate  that  por- 
tion of  the  work  already  carried  out  by 
needless  and  special  methods.  Moreover, 
the  steps  taken  bv  l^e  Board  of  Trade 
had  necessitated  me  use  of  other  ma- 
chinery of  an  entirely  new  and  excep- 
tional character  from  that  originally 
provided,  and  the  Company  had  been 
forbidden  to  work  with  the  machinery 
they  themselves  had  deemed  sufficient. 
In  the  discussion  which  arose  last  year 
in  connection  with  the  Irish  fisheries, 
hon.  Members^  seemed  to  think  that  it 
was  very  hard  to  be  compelled  to  come 
to  Parliament  in  order  to  beg  for  the 
use  of  their  own  money.  In  this  case 
the  Company  felt  it  hard  indeed,  having 
acquired  the  right  to  the  foreshore, 
ana  being  in  possession  of  the  manorial 
rights,  and  having  provided  adequate 
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machinery,  that  they  should  be  ham- 
pered in  this  way  because,  for  some 
reason  or  other,  never  yet  explained. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  chose  to 
take  objection  to  their  proceedings.  In 
the  earliest  step  taken  by  the  Company 
in  regard  to  the  Tunnel  works,  not  a 
single  thing  was  done  without  the  en- 
tire cognizance  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  re- 
quested, over  and  over  again,  to  say 
whether  they  were  opposed  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  Timnel,  and  if  they 
thought  it  ought  not  to  be  made;  so 
that  the  Company  might  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  they  were  committed  to  the 
financial  responsibilities  in  which  thej 
proposed  to  embark.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  it  was  felt  extremely  hard  that 
after  laying  out  their  own  money,  after 
taking  all  tiie  trouble  they  had,  and  ob- 
taining the  best  advice  they  could,  after 
the  Governments  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in 
1873,  and  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1874, 
had  again  and  again  committed  them- 
selves to  the  principle  of  the  construc- 
tion of  a  Tunnel  between  the  twe  oooii- 
tries,  after  those  two  Governments  had 
placed  themselves  in  communication  with 
the  Bepresentatives  of  France — after  all 
these  things  it  was  very  hard,  indeed, 
that  the  efforts  of  the  Company  and  the 
expenditure  they  had  incurred  should  be 
wasted.  The  great  reason  which  had 
always  induced  him  to  favour  the  idea 
of  connecting  England  and  the  Conti- 
nent by  means  of  a  Tunnel  was  that  we 
had  no  second  line  of  communication. 
We  were  dependent  for  the  supply  of 
one-third  of  our  food  and  of  all  the  raw 
materials  of  our  textile  manufactures — 
cotton,  silk,  jute,  and  eveiything  else, 
with  the  exception  of  a  little  wool  and 
of  flax  grown  in  Ireland,  upon  foreign 
countries ;  and  if  we  lost  the  mastery  of 
the  sea  for  a  fortnight,  the  nation  might 
find  itself  involved  in  the  greatest  pos- 
sible disaster.  It  had  always  struck  him, 
and  he  believed  it  had  struck  others 
also,  that  a  second  line  of  commnnica- 
tion  would,  in  any  drcumstanoes,  be  of 
immense  value.  The  Government  were 
taking  upon  themselves  the  vast  respon- 
sibility of  refusing  a  second  line  of  com- 
munication. As  to  the  alleged  mili- 
tary danger  of  a  Tunnel,  he  could  not 
understand  the  fear  that  was  created 
by  the  idea  of  the  construction  of  two 
holes  14  feet  wide  under  the  bed  of  th^ 
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sea,  vhioh  could  be  destroyed  in  an  in- 
stant if  necessary.     On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  prosecution  of  some  such 
means  of  conveying  traffic  from  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe  to  all  parts  of  England, 
Wales,  and  Scotland  would  provide  in 
the  end  a  great  national  security,  and  it 
was  the  only  mode  of  protecting  the 
trade  of  the  country  and  the  sustenance 
of  the  people  in  the  event  of  our  ceas- 
ing to  retain    command  of   the    sea. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  hon.   Gen- 
tlemen opposite   would  argue  that  we 
ought  to  have  a  better  Navy.    He  was 
entirely  with  them  on  that  point ;  but  it 
did  not  affect  the   question  they  were 
now  discussing.     He  knew  it  was  said 
that  danger  might  crop  up  unexpectedly 
in  all  manner  of  ways ;  but  one  of  the 
greatest  strategists  in    Europe,  Count 
Ton  Moltke,  had  said,  and  had  autho- 
rized it  to  be  repeated,  that  there  was 
no  more  chance  of  this  country  being  in- 
vaded through  a  Tunnel  than  of  its  being 
inyaded  throiigh  his  library  door.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  a  few  old  women,  armed 
with  broom-sticks,  might  effectually  pre- 
vent the  advance  of  a    hostile    army 
through  a  Tunnel.    It  was  for  the  House 
to  aay  whether  they  intended  to  share 
tiie  responsibility  of  keeping  this  country 
in  a  position  of  exceptional  danger  owing 
to  the  want  of  a  second  line  of  communi- 
cation.   He  was  aware  that  in  discussing 
the  question  he  had  to  deal  not  only 
with  a  good  deal  of  prejudice,  but  also, 
if  possible,    with  the  national  hatreds 
which  might  exist,  for  anything  he  knew, 
or  both  sides  of  the  Channel,  and  every- 
body must    be   painfully    aware    that 
prejudice  and  hatred  had  neither  con- 
science nor  logical  faculty.     He  there- 
fore asked  the  House  to  look  at  the 
matter  quite  apart  from  any  prejudice 
or  feeling  of  national  hatred.    It  was  a 
simple  mathematical  proposition  which 
he  laid  before  them,  and  it  was  a  pro- 
position which  he  believed  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  both  countries  concerned 
—were  two  lines  of  communication  safer 
than  only  one?    They  were  reminded 
of  the  **  silver  streak."    The  construc- 
tion of  the   Tunnel  would  not  abolish 
that  ** silver  streak;"  but  the  ** silver 
streak  "  would  remain  as  it  was  before, 
without  any  diminution,  obstruction,  or 
ctherwise.     With  regard  to  the  **  silver 
streak,"  what  was  it  that  Lord  Pal- 
merston  said?    Everyone  must  admit 
that  Lord  Palmerston  possessed  great 


patriotism  and  a  large  amount  of  ex- 
perience. He  would  give  a  short  extract 
from  a  speech  delivered  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston in  1851,  in  which  that  noble 
Lord  said — 

**  The  application  of  steam  to  navigation  has, 
in  effect,  made  a  bridge  over  the  Channel,  and 
has  given  the  means  of  quick  attack — an  attack 
on  a  scale  of  ma^tude  such  as  did  not  exist 
before.  Ajrain,  it  is  said,  we  should  know  be- 
forehand if  any  such  preparations  were  being 
made.  I  say  you  might  not  know,  because  by 
the  internal  arrangements  of  railways  the  dis- 
tribution of  troops  is  such  that  60,000  or  60,000 
men  could  be  collected  at  Cherbourg  before 
you  knew  anything  of  the  matter,  and  such  a 
number  of  men  could  walk  from  the  quay  into 
their  vessels  as  easily  at  they  could  walk  from 
their  own  barrack  yard.  A  single  night  would 
bring  them  over,  and  all  our  Naval  1^  orces,  be 
they  what  they  might,  could  not  be  relied  upon 
to  prevent  the  landing  of  the  expedition." 

That  was  the  notion  of  Lord  Palmerston 
with  regard  to  the  modem  danger  of  an 
invasion  of  this  country  by  this  means. 
It  was  not  improbable  that  naval  and 
military  officers  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  if  they  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
would  tell  the  House  that  if  this  country 
was  ever  to  be  invaded  it  would  be  in- 
vaded by  the  sea.  There  were  hun- 
dreds of  places  which  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  be  fortified  where  a  force 
brought  by  ships  could  be  landed,  and 
where  it  would  not  be  possible  ut  a 
short  notice  to  concentrate  a  military 
force ;  but  we  could  always  be  prepared 
to  defend  a  Tunnel,  or  to  destroy  it.  A 
Tunnel  would  always  be  a  fixed  point ; 
and  in  a  time  of  danger  or  alarm,  al- 
though we  could  not  be  prepared  against 
the  danger  of  invasion  oy  sea,  we  could 
always  be  prepared  against  the  danger 
of  invasion  by  means  of  a  Tunnel.  He 
regarded  the  constant  fears  that  were 
expressed  of  an  invasion  as  a  great 
change  from  the  tone  adopted  by  Eng- 
lishmen in  olden  times,  when,  instead  of 
constantly  entertaining  the  idea  of  an 
invasion,  we  were  generally  talking 
about  invading  somebody  else.  He 
certainly  thought  that  if  there  was  any 
danger  of  invasion  at  all,  it  was  much 
more  likely  that  English  Forces  would 
land  somewhere  else  than  that  the  Forces 
of  any  other  nation  would  land  on  this 
island  and  incur  the  almost  certainty  of 
destruction.  He  maintained  that  Parlia- 
ment and  the  nation  had  committed  them- 
selves to  France  with  regard  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Tunnel ;  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  sudden  change  of 
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was  considered  also  that  a  connection  be- 
tween England  on  one  side  and  the  Con- 
tinent on  the  other  should  be  an  Interna- 
tional work,  such  as  the  schemes  for  con- 
necting the  two  shores  on  either  side  of 
America  and  the  Suez  Canal.  The  Canal 
in  Nicaragua,  for  connecting  Nicaragua 
with  the  shore  of  the  United  States,  had 
been  described  in  the  Portocols  as  a  work 
entered  into  by  the  persons  who  under- 
took it  "  as  trustees  for  all  mankind," 
and  the  J  thought  it  should  be  ''neu- 
tralized'' by  the  general  assent  of 
Europe.  Those  were  the  views  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  entertained.  The 
present  position  of  the  work  was  this 
— on  the  French  side,  about  2,200 
yards  of  experimental  Tunnel  had  been 
executed,  a  large  amount  of  machinery 
had  been  erected,  and  about  £80,000 
sterling  had  been  spent.  On  the  Eng- 
lish side,  a  less  amount  of  money  had 
been  spent ;  but  about  the  same  length 
of  experimental  Tunnel  had  been  bored 
due  south  of  the  Shakespeare  Cliff. 
The  action  of  the  Government  might 
be  right,  or  it  might  be  wrong;  but 
the  effect  of  that  action,  so  far  as  the 
property  of  this  Company  and  of  the 
French  Company  in  the  Tunnel  works 
was  concerned,  had  been  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  the  shareholders,  and 
also  to  inflict  upon  the  innocent  per- 
sons in  England  who  desired  to  carry  out 
a  ffreat  work,  for  no  improper  motive, 
ana  certainly  not  as  a  matter  of  specula- 
tion, a  larffe  amount  of  litigation  in- 
stituted at  the  cost  of  the  country  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  They  had  also  been 
put  to  needless  expense  in  having  been 
compelled  to  drain  and  ventilate  that  por- 
tion of  the  work  already  carried  out  by 
needless  and  special  methods.  Moreover, 
the  steps  taken  bv  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  necessitated  me  use  of  other  ma- 
chinery of  an  entirely  new  and  excep- 
tional character  from  that  originally 
provided,  and  the  Company  had  been 
forbidden  to  work  with  the  machinery 
they  themselves  had  deemed  sufficient. 
In  the  discussion  which  arose  last  year 
in  connection  with  the  Irish  fisheries, 
hon.  Members^  seemed  to  think  that  it 
was  very  hard  to  be  compelled  to  come 
to  Parliament  in  order  to  beg  for  the 
use  of  their  own  money.  In  this  case 
the  Company  felt  it  hard  indeed,  having 
acquired  the  right  to  the  foreshore, 
and  being  in  possession  of  the  manorial 
rights,  and  having  provided  adequate 
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machinery,  that  they  should  be  ham- 
pered in  this  way  because,  for  some 
reason  or  other,  never  yet  explained. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  chose  to 
take  objection  to  their  proceedings.  In 
the  earliest  step  taken  by  the  Company 
in  regard  to  the  Tunn^  works,  not  a 
single  thing  was  done  without  the  en- 
tire cognizance  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  re- 
quested, over  and  over  ag^ain,  to  say 
whether  they  were  opposed  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  Tunnel,  and  if  they 
thought  it  ought  not  to  be  made;  so 
that  the  Company  might  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  they  were  committed  to  the 
financial  responsibilities  in  which  they 
proposed  to  embark.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  it  was  felt  extremely  hard  that 
after  laying  out  their  own  money,  after 
taking  all  tiie  trouble  they  had,  and  ob- 
taining the  best  advice  they  could,  after 
the  Governments  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in 
1873,  and  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1874, 
had  again  and  again  committed  them- 
selves to  the  principle  of  the  construc- 
tion of  a  Tunnel  between  the  twe  coun- 
tries, after  those  two  Governments  had 
placed  themselves  in  communication  with 
the  Representatives  of  France — after  all 
these  things  it  was  very  hard,  indeed, 
that  the  efforts  of  the  Company  and  the 
expenditure  they  had  incurred  should  be 
wasted.  The  great  reason  which  had 
always  induced  him  to  favour  the  idea 
of  connecting  England  and  the  Conti- 
nent by  means  of  a  Tunnel  was  that  we 
had  no  second  line  of  communication. 
We  were  dependent  for  the  supply  of 
one-third  of  our  food  and  of  all  the  raw- 
materials  of  our  textile  manufactures — 
cotton,  silk,  jute,  and  everything  else, 
with  the  exception  of  a  little  wool  and 
of  flax  grown  in  Ireland,  upon  foreign 
countries ;  and  if  we  lost  the  mastery  of 
the  sea  for  a  fortnight,  the  nation  might 
find  itself  involved  in  the  greatest  pos- 
sible disaster.  It  had  always  struck  him» 
and  he  believed  it  had  struck  others 
also,  that  a  second  line  of  communica- 
tion would,  in  any  droimistanoeSy  be  of 
immense  value.  The  Government  were 
taking  upon  themselves  the  vast  respon- 
sibility of  refusing  a  second  line  of  com- 
munication.  As  to  the  alleged  mili- 
tary danger  of  a  Tunnel,  he  ooold  not 
understand  the  fear  that  was  created 
by  the  idea  of  the  construction  of  two 
holes  14  feet  wide  under  the  bed  of  th^ 
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sea,  which  could  be  destroyed  in  an  in- 
stant if  necessary.     On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  prosecution  of  some  such 
means  of  conveying  traffic  from  the  Oou- 
tioent  of  Europe  to  all  parts  of  England, 
Wales,  and  Scotland  would  provide  in 
the  end  a  g^eat  national  security,  and  it 
▼as  the  only  mode  of  protectiug  the 
trade  of  the  country  and  the  sustenance 
of  the  people  in  the  event  of  our  ceas- 
ing to   retain    command  of   the    sea. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  hon.   Gen- 
tlemen opposite   would  argue  that  we 
onght  to  have  a  better  Navy.    He  was 
entirely  with  them  on  that  point ;  but  it 
did  not  affect  the   question  they  were 
now  discussing.    He  knew  it  was  said 
that  danger  might  crop  up  unexpectedly 
in  all  manner  of  ways ;  but  one  of  the 
greatest  strategists  in    Europe,  Count 
Yon  Moltke,  had  said,  and  had  autho- 
rized it  to  be  repeated,  that  there  was 
no  more  chance  of  this  country  being  in- 
Taded  through  a  Tunnel  than  of  its  being 
invaded  throiigh  his  library  door.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  a  few  old  women,  armed 
with  broom-sticks,  might  effectually  pre- 
Tent  the  advance  of   a    hostile    army 
through  a  T  unnel.    It  was  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  they  intended  to  share 
the  responsibility  of  keeping  this  country 
in  a  position  of  exceptional  danger  owing 
to  the  want  of  a  second  line  of  communi- 
catbn.    He  was  aware  that  in  discussing 
the  question  he  had  to  deal  not  only 
with  a  good  deal  of  prejudice,  but  also, 
if  possible,    with  the  national  hatreds 
which  might  exist,  for  anything  he  knew, 
or  both  sides  of  the  Channel,  and  every- 
body must    be   painfUlly    aware    that 
prejudice  and  hatred  had  neither  con- 
aeience  nor  logical  faculty.     He  there- 
fore asked  the  House  to   look  at  the 
matter  quite  apart  from  any  prejudice 
or  feeling  of  national  hatred.    It  was  a 
simple  mathematical  proposition  which 
he  laid  before  them,  and  it  was  a  pro- 
position which  he  believed  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  both  countries  concerned 
— were  two  lines  of  communication  safer 
than  only  one?    They  were  reminded 
of  the  **  silver  streak."    The  construc- 
tion of  the  Tunnel  would  not  abolish 
that  "silver  streak;"  but  the  ** silver 
■treak  "  would  remain  as  it  was  before, 
without  any  diminution,  obstruction,  or 
otherwise.     With  regard  to  the  **  silver 
atreak,"  what  was  it  that  Lord  Pal- 
mersUm  said?    Everyone  must  admit 
thai  Lord  Palmerston  possessed  great 


patriotism  and  a  large  amount  of  ex- 
perience. He  would  give  a  short  extract 
from  a  speech  delivered  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston in  1851,  in  which  that  noble 
Lord  said — 

"  The  application  of  steam  to  navigation  has, 
in  effect,  made  a  bridge  over  the  Channel,  and 
has  given  the  means  of  quick  attack — an  attack 
on  a  scale  of  ma^itude  such  as  did  not  exist 
before.  Again,  it  is  said,  we  should  know  be- 
forehand if  any  such  preparations  were  being 
made.  I  say  you  might  not  know,  because  by 
the  internal  arrangements  of  railways  the  dis- 
tribution of  troops  is  such  that  60,000  or  60,000 
men  could  be  collected  at  Cherbourg  before 
you  knew  anything  of  the  matter,  and  such  a 
number  of  men  could  walk  from  the  quay  into 
their  vessels  as  easily  at  they  could  walk  from 
their  own  barrack  yard.  A  single  night  would 
bring  them  over,  and  all  our  Naval  Forces,  be 
they  what  they  might,  could  not  be  relied  upon 
to  prevent  the  landing  of  the  expedition." 

That  was  the  notion  of  Lord  Palmerston 
with  regard  to  the  modem  danger  of  an 
invasion  of  this  country  by  this  means. 
It  was  not  improbable  that  naval  and 
military  officers  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  if  they  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
would  tell  the  House  that  if  this  country 
was  ever  to  be  invaded  it  would  be  in- 
vaded by  the  sea.  There  were  hun- 
dreds of  places  which  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  be  fortified  where  a  force 
brought  by  ships  could  be  landed,  and 
where  it  would  not  be  possible  ut  a 
short  notice  to  concentrate  a  military 
force ;  but  we  could  always  be  prepared 
to  defend  a  Tunnel,  or  to  destroy  it.  A 
Tunnel  would  always  be  a  fixed  point ; 
and  in  a  time  of  danger  or  alarm,  al- 
though we  could  not  be  prepared  against 
the  danger  of  invasion  by  sea,  we  could 
always  be  prepared  against  the  danger 
of  invasion  by  means  of  a  Tunnel.  He 
regarded  the  constant  fears  that  were 
expressed  of  an  invasion  as  a  great 
change  from  the  tone  adopted  by  Eng- 
lishmen in  olden  times,  when,  instead  of 
constantly  entertaining  the  idea  of  an 
invasion,  we  were  generally  talking 
about  invading  somebody  else.  He 
certainly  thought  that  if  there  was  any 
danger  of  invasion  at  all,  it  was  much 
more  likely  that  English  Forces  would 
land  somewhere  else  than  that  the  Forces 
of  any  other  nation  would  land  on  this 
island  and  incur  the  almost  certainty  of 
destruction.  He  maintained  that  Parlia- 
ment and  the  nation  had  committed  them- 
selves to  France  with  regard  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Tunnel ;  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  sudden  change  of 
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mind  wbicli  had  taken  place,  however  it 
might  have  been  produced,  without  any 
explanation,  as  far  as  he  knew,  either 
diplomatic  or  otherwise,  had  produced 
in  the  minds  of  many  Frenchmen  an 
idea  that  England  was  hardly  to  be 
trusted.  The  Government  had  prac- 
tically seduced  Frenchmen  into  putting 
£80,000  of  their  money  into  the  con- 
struction of  a  great  work.  Did  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  repay 
the  money  which  had  been  laid  out  on 
the  distinct  faith  and  assurance  of  Go- 
vernments of  both  political  Parties,  and 
also  upon  a  distinct  Convention  regu- 
lating how  the  Tunnel,  if  made,  was  to  be 
destroyed  in  a  time  of  war  or  in  a  time 
of  difficulty  ?  The  first  step  towards  war 
was  the  introduction  of  International 
suspicion  that  a  nation  made  engage- 
ments and  broke  them ;  and  it  was 
much  to  be  deplored  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  treat  lightly  or  throw  over- 
board, without  compensation  and  with- 
out any  explanation  whatever,  any 
engagement  which  it  had  previously 
assented  to.  He  would  like  to  ask  any 
thoughtful  man  whether  in  the  last  two 
years,  if  this  country  had  been  con- 
structing this  great  work  in  the  face  of 
all  the  world,  in  concert  with  France, 
any  of  those  difficult  questions  would 
have  arisen  between  France  and  Eng- 
land which  had  endangered  the  good 
relations  between  the  two  countries  ?  If 
this  country  had  gone  into  partnership 
with  France,  he  believed  that  many  of 
those  disagreeable  strains  and  many  of 
the  dangers  which  had  sprung  up  from 
time  to  time  would  never  have  appeared. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Cobden  Treaty. 
For  the  20  years  of  its  existence  no 
rumour  of  war  had  been  heard  between 
France  and  England.  Mr.  Cobden  had 
said  that  the  Tunnel  would  be  the  golden 
archway  to  connect  the  two  countries  in 
perpetual  peace;  peace  meant  friendly 
intercourse  Und  mutual  trade  interests. 
By  the  Treaty  concluded  by  Mr.  Cob- 
den, the  actual  interests  of  the  two 
countries  were  made  one,  and  it  was 
for  the  interests  of  both  countries  to  be  at 
peace.  If  there  were  a  perpetual  al- 
liance between  England  and  France, 
nothing  could  be  more  advantageous 
to  the  interests  of  the  two  nations.  Was 
there  any  permanent  alliance  we  could 
have  with  anybody  except  with  our 
nearest  neighbour  ?  We  must  be  in  a 
atate  of  friendship  with  France,  or  in  a 

Sir  Edicard  JTatkin 


state  of  war,  or  in  a  position  that  was, 
perhaps,  even  worse  than  war — namely, 
a  state  of  suspense  as  to  what  might  or 
might  not  happen.  Therefore,  he  de- 
sired, if  possible,  to  strengthen  and 
make  firm  and  lasting  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  A  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  the  working  classes  voted  against 
him  last  year;  but  he  did  not  forget 
that  other  working  men,  not  long  ago, 
went  over  to  France  to  discuss  industrial 
matters  with  the  French  working  men. 
On  thatoccauon  the  English  Hepresenta- 
tives  waited  upon  the  President  of  the 
French  Bepublic  to  advocate  the  Tun- 
nel. After  having  heard  their  views,  he 
asked — "Why  do  you  come  to  me? 
Why  don't  you  go  to  your  own  Parliament 
and  convince  them  ?  We  are  convinced 
in  France.  We  deeply  deplore  the  aban- 
donment of  the  Tunnel,  and  if  it  is 
not  made  we  shall  regret  it;  but  we 
cannot  help  it.  We  are  opposed  to 
isolation  and  separation,  and  we  wish 
for  a  frank  and  cordial  understandings 
between  England  and  France."  The 
real  people  were  opposed  to  ''isolation 
and  separation,"  for  they  knew  it  was 
the  forerunner  of  war.  He  f  Sir  Ed- 
ward Watkin)  believed  that  tnat  was 
the  opinion  of  all  the  working  and 
industrial  classes  of  this  country;  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  there  would  be  a 
general  feeling  of  regret  if  anything 
were  to  happen  to  prevent  the  opening 
out  of  a  new  source  of  employment  for 
the  industry  of  the  country.  He  had 
only  one  or  two  more  words  to  say ;  bat 
if  he  were  permitted,  he  would  like  to 
make  use  of  a  quotation,  and  when  he 
told  hon.  Members  that  it  was  from  a 
paper  which  was  now  the  Government 
organ,  he  thought  the  House  would  feel 
inclined  to  treat  the  opinions  expressed 
in  it  with  respect.  The  quotation  was 
as  follows : — 

<*  The  opening  of  inch  a  communication  be-> 
tween  thii  country  and  the  Continent  will  be  a 
pure  gain  to  the  commercial  and  eocisl  interesta 
on  both  indes.  It  obliterates  the  Channel,  so 
far  as  it  hinders  direct  communication,  vet  keepa 
it  intact  for  all  those  advantages  of  sererance 
from  the  political  complications  of  the  Conti* 
nent,  whidi  no  generation  has  more  thoroaghl  y 
appreciated  than  our  own.  The  commercial  ad- 
vantages of  the  commnnioation  must  necessarily 
be  beyond  all  calculation.  A  commonicaiioa  of 
this  nature  between  the  two  chief  Capitals  of 
Western  Europe,  which  should  annex  our  rail  wmj 
system  to  the  whole  of  the  railways  of  the  ConU* 
nent,  would  practically  widen  the  world  to  plea, 
sura  and  traTd,  and  oTary  kind  of  anteipiaa. 
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The  300,000  traTollers  who  cross  the  Channel 
erery  year  would  probably  become  8,000,000  if 
the  sea  were  practically  taken  out  of  the  way  by 
a  lafe  and  quick  communication  under  it.  The 
joum^  to  Paris  would  be  little  more  than  that 
from  London  to  Liverpool.  It  is,  however, 
quite  needless  to  enlarge  on  these  advantages  of 
the  Channel  Tunnel  as  the  crowning  enterprize 
of  an  age  of  vast  engineering  works.  Its  ac- 
complishment is  to  be  desired  from  every  point 
of  new ;  and  should  it  be  successful,  it  will  be 
as  beneficent  in  its  results  as  the  other  great 
iriomph  of  the  science  of  our  time." 

[Criii  of  "  Name !  "]  The  extract  he 
had  read  was  from  The  Daily  News,  [An 
hoa.  Membbr  :  What  date  ?]  He  was 
Bony  to  say  that  it  was  not  from  The  Daily 
News  of  to-day,  but  from  The  Daily 
News  of  January  22,  1875.  He  quite 
admitted  that  The  Daily  News  might 
hare  changed  its  opinion ;  but  it  would 
honestly  tell  them  if  it  had.  The  Go- 
Temment  did  not  act  in  the  same  frank 
way.  He  hoped,  before  the  discus- 
sion was  over,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment  would  tell  the  House 
frankly  whether  they  thought  that  the 
eonstruction  of  the  Tunnel  was  a  work 
which  ought  to  be  completed  at  some 
time  or  other,  or  whether  they  did  not. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  get  up 
now  by  himself,  leaving  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister out  of  the  question,  and  say  that 
this  was  a  dangerous  work,  and  that  it 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  in  the  event  of  a  war,  or  a 
sadden  panic,  he  (Sir  Edward  Watkin) 
would  at  once  withdraw  the  Bill.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  the  patience 
with  which  they  had  listened  to  his  re- 
marks, and  he  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bin  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  speaker  asked  if  any  hon. 
Member  seconded  the  Motion  ? 

Me.  SLAGG  said,  he  would  second 
the  Motion  ;  and,  in  doing  so,  he  would 
detain  the  House  for  a  very  short  time, 
because  the  question  had  already  been 
foD  J  discussed  on  a  previous  occasion,  and 
he  knew  that  the  House  was  anxious  to 
proceed  with  another  discussion,  which, 
at  the  present  moment,  was  more  interest- 
ing; but,  representing  as  he  did  a  very 
important  commercial  constituency,he  f  el  t 
bound  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 
a  project  which  he  considered  to  be  in 
the  highest  sense  beneficial  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  country.  He  had  read  very 
carefuUy  the  mass  of  evidence  which 
had  been  given  by  various  authorities 
in  relation  to  this  Tunnel ;  and  he  could 


not  help  being  impressed  by  the  fact 
that  the  objections  raised  against  it  were 
entirely  of  a  military  character.  Of 
course,  not  being  a  military  man,  he 
was  not  competent  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion from  that  point  of  view.  He  would, 
however,  remark  that  there  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  growing  and  a  most  de- 
plorable tendency  on  the  part  of  Go- 
vernments— he  would  not  say  of  this 
Government  especially,  but  of  all  Go- 
vernments— ^to  refer  every  conceivable 
question  to  the  judgment  of  military 
authorities ;  whether  it  was  a  commer- 
cial question,  a  political  question,  or 
any  question  whatever.  Upon  every 
policy  now- a- days  the  Military  and 
Naval  Authorities  were  invariably  re- 
ferred to  as  the  arbiters.  He  had  not 
one  word  to  say  against  the  merits  and 
ability  of  the  NavsS  and  Military  Autho- 
rities. On  the  contrary,  he  entertained 
the  highest  regard  for  them ;  he  dis- 
cerned with  great  pleasure  their  great 
zeal  and  energy,  and  he  admired,  as 
much  as  anyone  could,  their  great  hero- 
ism. But  it  stood  to  reason  that  per- 
sons of  such  a  profession,  intrusted  as 
they  were  with  the  defences  of  the  coun- 
try, were  likely,  on  matters  of  this  kind, 
to  err  on  the  side  of  over-preparedness 
and  over-fear  rather  than  anything  else. 
It  stood  to  reason  that  if  they  asked  a 
professional  bombarder  his  view  of  the 
best  way  of  settling  a  question,  he  would 
naturally  select  the  method  of  bombard- 
ment, and  the  same  sort  of  reply  would 
be  given  by  a  person  whose  habit  it  was 
to  use  the  bayonet.  They  were  told 
that  they  had  the  high  authority  of 
Lord  Wolseley  on  this  point.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  authority  of  Lord  Wolse- 
ley was  of  the  very  first  importance ; 
but  that  noble  and  gallant  Lord  was 
not  the  only  authority,  although,  per- 
haps, he  was  by  a  great  many  people 
considered  to  be  our  only  General.  He 
would  read  to  the  House  a  Memorandum, 
prepared  in  1875  by  a  very  high  mili- 
tary authority  of  that  day.  Sir  W.  D. 
Jervois.  That  oflBcer  said  that  there  ap- 
peared to  be  no  military  objection  to  the 
proposed  project,  provided  that  due  pre- 
cautions were  adopted ;  but  that  should 
this  country  in  alliance  with  France 
be  at  war  with  another  Continental 
Power,  the  existence  of  a  Tunnel  might 
be  highly  advantageous.  Sir  W.  D. 
Jervois  went  on  to  offer  other  opinions, 
and  he  concluded  with  this  remark — 
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"  If  proper  defensive  arrangements  were 
made,  such  an  undertaking  miglit  be 
rendered  impregnable."  It  would, 
therefore,  appear  that  our  military  ad- 
visers were  divided  upon  the  question. 
He  must,  however,  decline  to  regard 
the  question  entirely  from  a  military 
point  of  view,  and  he  agreed  with  his 
non.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hythe  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  that  it  was  in  every 
sense  a  pacific  movement,  because  he 
believed  that  the  inevitable  result  of 
constructing  a  Tunnel  would  be  to  en- 
courage and  increase  a  sensible  under- 
standing between  the  two  nations,  and 
to  prevent  the  possibility  of  war  in  the 
future.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded 
to  the  French  Treaty.  It  was  well 
known  that  Mr.  Oobden  had  done  more, 
perhaps,  than  any  man  of  this  age  to  in- 
crease the  goodwill  and  good  under- 
standing between  this  country  and 
France.  He  (Mr.  Slagg),  as  a  humble 
follower  of  Mr.  Cobden,  attached  the 
very  highest  importance  to  intercommu- 
nication between  various  countries.  If 
full  opportunities  could  be  provided  for 
mutual  intercourse  in  regard  to  the  in- 
terchange of  commodities  between  one 
nation  and  another,  it  would  lead  gene- 
rally to  the  establishment  of  a  thorough 
knowledge  between  the  various  countries 
of  the  world,  and  he  believed  would  tend 
to  put  an  end  to  the  fears,  suspicions, 
and  jealousies  now  entertained  by  nations 
with  regard  to  each  other,  and  thus 
knit  the  world  together  in  a  condition 
of  harmony  and  common  sense.  Mr. 
Oobden,  on  several  occasions,  spoke  of 
the  construction  of  a  Channel  Tunnel 
with  the  utmost  approval.  He  stated 
on  one  occasion — 

**  It  is  not  enough  to  put  the  Gk>yemment 
and  the  higher  classes  of  each  country  on  a 
friendly  footing ;  hut  the  same  good  feeling 
ought  to  penetrate  the  masses  of  the  two  na- 
tions, and  it  is  our  duty  to  multiply  all  the 
means  of  incessant  contact  which  will  certainly 
put  an  end  to  superannuated  prejudice  and  old 
ideas  of  antagonism." 

Again,  Mr.  Cobden  said — 

"  I  consider  that  a  suhmarine  Tunnel  would 
be  the  true  arch  of  alliance  between  England 
and  France.*' 

It  was  impossible  to  overlook  the  autho- 
rity of  that  great  man,  than  whom  there 
never  existed  anyone  in  the  country 
who  so  thoroughly  understood  and  so 
heartily  desired  to  give  eflbct  to  the  means 
by  which  harmonious  relations  should  be 

21)\  Slagg 


cemented  between  the  two  countries.  It 
was  very  remarkable  that  between  Eng- 
land France  there  existed  an  almost  na- 
tural community  of  interests.  Certainly, 
there  was  a  natural  commercial  relation- 
ship so  far  as  commodities  of  the  two 
countries  were  concerned.  We  sent  to 
France  large  quantities  of  manufactures, 
textile  and  otherwise,  manufactures 
which,  produced  cheaply  and  in  enor- 
moas  quantities,  the  French  industries 
were  not  so  well  adapted  to  provide  for 
themselves.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
French  producers  supplied  to  us  and  to 
the  world  articles  of  luxuir  and  manu- 
factures into  which  skill,  taste,  and 
art  largely  entered,  and  which  we,  on 
our  part,  received  with  the  greatest 
possible  advantage.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  Nature  herself  had  supplied  this 
commercial  link  between  these  two 
great  countries ;  and  he  was  firmly  con- 
vinced that  a  union  of  this  sort,  of  course 
duly  protected  by  the  simple  military 
provisions  that  were  necessary,  would 
not  encourage  panics,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  would  tend  to  establish  peace  and 
security.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that  the 
construction  of  this  Tunnel  would  pro- 
mote amity  and  friendship  between  the 
two  nations  and  greatly  benefit  the 
whole  world,  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5fr  Edward  fTaOin.) 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  desirable  that  he  should  at 
any  length  reply  to  the  arguments  with 
which,  on  previous  occasions,  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  had  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  and  which  he  had  re- 
peated that  day.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
postponed  the  second  reading  when  the 
Bill  was  down  for  consideration  a  short 
time  ago ;  and  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Baronet  for 
the  courtesy  with  which  he  had  accepted 
the  suggestion  which  he  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) had  made  to  him  on  that  occasion. 
He  wished  the  House  to  understand, 
however,  that  the  suggestion  was  not 
made  for  his  own  personal  convenience, 
but  for  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
because,  on  the  last  occasion  when  the 
Bill  was  down,  a  matter  of  very  high 
Imperial  importance — ^namely,  the  Yota 
of  Credit — was  also  down  on  the  Paper, 
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tnd  he  felt  it  almost  impossible  to  inter- 
cept an  important  question  of  that  kind 
with  the  present  Bill.    He  had  some 
little  difficulty  in  imderstanding  with 
what  view  the  hon.  Baronet  had  again 
brought  this  matter  forward  after  a  pre- 
dee  and  definite  decision  had  been  given 
byPariiament  with  regard  to  it.     The 
hon.  Baronet  explained  that  his  object 
was  to  obtain  the  private  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  question,  and  he 
had  also  suggested  that  he  wished  to 
have  his  (Mr.   Chamberlain's)  private 
opinion  as  well.    He  in  no  way  wished 
to  depreciate  either  the  priyate  opinion 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  or  of  himself ; 
bat  really  it   had  noUiing  to  do  with 
the  matter,  and  did  not  very  greatly 
ooncem  the  House  of  Commons.    What 
was  of  importance  was  the  opinion  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  the  Gb- 
Ternment  as  a  whole ;  and  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  that  had  spe- 
cfai  charge  of  this  matters-speaking  for 
the  Prime  Minister,  his  Colleagues,  and 
the  Goyemment  as  a  whole — he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  they  resisted 
the  further  progress  of  this  BiU.     Their 
position    had    been     perfectly     clear 
mm  the  first.    From  the  moment  the 
question  arose  as  to  whether  the  making 
of  this  Tunnel  might  not  constitute  a 
great  national  danger,  they  laid  it  down 
that  the  fullest  possible  inquiry  must  be 
held  into  that  question ;  and,  as  a  final 
I'esolt,  they  determined  that  the  whole 
matter  should  be  considered  by  a  Joint 
Committee   of  both  Houses,  and  they 
agreed  to  accept   the  decision  of  that 
Committee.      The  Committee  went  ex- 
haostiTely  into  the  subject,  and  by  a 
majority  of  six  to  four  decided  that  it 
was  yery  undesirable  the  work  should 
be  proceeded  with.    The  Goyemment  at 
once  accepted  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  recommended  the  House  to 
abide  by  it.     The  only  question  now  was 
whether  anything  had  happened  since 
the  decision  of  the  House  two  years  ago 
not  to  go  on  with  this  Tunnel  which 
should  induce  them  to  change  their  opi- 
nion.   Was  there  anything  in  the  pre- 
•ent  state  of  Europe  or  of  our  relations 
with  France  which  was  likely  to  remoye 
the  objections  which  were  urgently  felt 
by  many  Members  of  that  House,  and 
^  a  great  part  of  the  public  outside  to 
this  sdieme  ?    He  could  not  follow  the 
boa.  Baronet  when  he  urged  that,  in  the 
•ysDt  of  the  relations  between  the  two 


nations  becoming  strained,  the  fact  of 
the  existence  of  the  Tunnel  would  tend 
to  promote  the  cause  of  peace.  If  there 
were  a  Tunnel  at  this  moment  between 
the  two  countries,  and  if  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries  became  so 
strained  that  it  became  necessary  to  close 
or  to  destroy  the  communication  between 
them,  he  yentured  to  say  that  the  fact 
of  taking  steps  of  that  kind  would  cause 
relations  which  had  been  previously 
strained  to  become  excited  to  a  really 
dangerous  degree.  The  hon.  Baronet 
complained  of  what  he  called  the  con- 
fiscation of  the  shareholders'  property ; 
but  the  shareholders  had  only  them- 
selyes  and  the  Directors  to  blame  for 
what  had  taken  place.  They  had  had 
full  warning  from  the  first.  They  should 
haye  taken  the  warning,  which  was 
giyen  them  in  the  first  instance  when 
this  work  was  commenced.  They  were 
told,  in  communications  from  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that  although  the  question  of 
the  foreshore  was  that  immediately  in 
dispute,  and  although  no  other  was  ap- 
parently raised  at  that  moment,  yet  if 
they  went  beyond  the  foreshore  into  the 
bed  of  the  sea  the  Government  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  reserved  to  themselves 
the  right  to  deal  as  Parliament  might 
determine  with  the  further  progress  of 
the  matter.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
wanted  a  guarantee  before  proceeding 
with  the  work,  he  should  have  come  to 
Parliament  and  placed  a  Eesolution 
before  it  before  inducing  the  share- 
holders to  spend  their  money.  Indeed, 
there  seemed  to  have  been  some  idea  of 
putting  pressure  upon  Parliament  by  the 
course  which  had  been  taken ;  but  hay- 
ing spent  their  money  before  ascertain- 
ing what  course  Parliament  would  take 
they  had  only  themselves  to  blame. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  wished  to  explain 
that  Parliament  had  sanctioned  the 
scheme  on  two  occasions ;  and  it  was 
only  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
terfered with  what  Parliament  had  sanc- 
tioned that  any  question  was  raised. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was 
quite  aware  that  in  past  times  a  dififerent 
view  was  taken  of  this  matter  from  what 
had  been  taken  subsequently.  He 
could  only  say  that  it  was  a  very  re- 
markable thing  that  when  this  proposal 
was  first  made  it  did  not  appear  to  have 
struck  anyone,  on  either  side  of  the 
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House,  or  aoy  of  the  great  authorities, 
that  any  military  danger  would  result. 
The  moment  that  question  was  raised 
the  whole  aspect  of  affairs  was  changed. 
What  he  would  say  in  answer  to  the  in- 
terrogation put  hy  the  hon.  Baronet 
just  now  was  that  although  Parliament 
had  sanctioned  the  previous  Bill,  yet 
with  regard  to  the  present  undertaking 
and  the  work  carried  through  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Bills  obtained  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  his  Company,  he  had 
warning  from  the  first  that  the  Board 
of  Trade,  on  behalf  of  the  Gbvemment, 
reserved  entirely  the  right  to  deal  as 
Parliament  might  determine  with  the 
further  progress  of  the  work;  and  he 
must  protest  against  the  hon.  Baronet 
making  him  in  any  way  personally  re- 
sponsible in  the  matter.  He  was  only 
responsible  in  this  sense — that  he  was 
the  organ  of  the  Government  and  the 
mouthpiece  of  Parliament.  On  the  last 
occasion  that  the  Bill  was  before  it,  Par- 
liament decided  by  a  very  large  majority 
that  the  work  should  not  go  on;  and 
until  Parliament  changed  its  opinion,  he 
should,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
interpose  eyerj  obstacle  to  the  further 
progress  of  these  experimental  works. 

Mr.  B.  W.  HAfiCOURT  said,  he 
would  only  intervene  in  the  discussion 
for  a  few  moments ;  but  as  he  believed 
that  he  was  the  only  Member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  which  inquired  into  the 
merits  of  the  scheme  besides  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker  now  pre- 
sent, he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in 
answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin).  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  said  that  the  only  desire  of  the 
Company  was  to  undertake  certain  ex- 
perimental works ;  but,  surely,  if  expe- 
riments were  tried,  it  was  expected  that 
something  would  follow  from  them. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said,  further,  that 
£80,000  had  been  spent  by  the  unfortu- 
nate shareholders,  and  he  gave  that  as 
a  reason  why  the  works  should  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  he 
wished  to  correct  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  stated  that  £80,000  had  been 
expended  by  France — not  in  this  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that 
made  it  all  the  worse.  There  were  two 
points  brought  before  the  Committee  by 
the  promoters  of  this  scheme— the  bene- 
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fit  it  would  be  to  the  goods  traffic,  and 
the  benefit  it  would  be  to  the  passenger 
traffic  between  the  two  countries.    All 
the  witnesses  agreed  in  saying  that  the 
only  goods   that    would    be  benefited 
were  of  three  kinds — ^light  goods,  fra- 
gile goods,  and  perishable  goods,  which 
it  was  necessarily  of  importance  to  carry 
as  speedily  as  possible.  All  the  witnesses 
likewise  agreed  in  saying  that  the  heavy 
goods  would  still  go  by  sea  on  account 
of  the  cheaper  transit.  Then  the  advan- 
tage in  regard  to  passengers  seemed  to 
him    to   resolve   itself  into  this — that 
French  merchants  at  present  did  not 
come  over  to  this  country  in  any  num- 
bers, because    they  suffered  so   much 
from  sea-sickness;  and  therefore  they 
sent  their  foremen.     It  was  further  said 
that  if    the  Tunnel  were  constructed 
French  buyers  would  come  here  them- 
selves instead  of  sending  their  emplofie, 
who  had  not  the  courage  to  make  such 
high  bids  as  their  master ;  and  thus  the 
commerce  of  this  country  would  benefit. 
Then,  as  to  the  expense  to  the  coun- 
try, the  Committee  were  told  by  all 
the  professional  witnesses,  with  one  ex- 
ception— ^there  was  only  one  professional 
witness  whom  the  promoters  were  able 
to  induce  to  come  forward  in  favour 
of  the  scheme  at  all — that  the  expense 
of  defending  the  Tunnel  would  be  enor- 
mous, and  that  if  ever  a  scare  arose 
it  would  be  necessary  t^o    destroy  it. 
However  secure   it    might   be    made, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  incur  a  heavy 
and  constant   outlay   for  the  mainte- 
nance of  its  defence.    The  Committee 
had  the  good  fortune  to  have  before  them 
the  Chairman  of  the  Erie  Railway  in  Ame- 
rica, who  told  them  what  certainly  had 
astonished  him  (Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt) — 
namely,  that  95  per  cent  of  the  goods 
shipped  to  Europe  from  America  were 
sent  through    ihigland.    The    witness 
added  that  this  was  only  a  temporary 
matter,  and  that  they  were  awaiting  the 
building  of  larger  vessels,    when  the 
goods  would  be  shipped  direct   He  was 
asked  if  the  Americans  had  the  same 
fear  of    sea-sickness    as    prevailed    in 
France;    and  he    said    that,  althoaffh 
sea-sickness  was  very  disagreeable,  he 
thought  the  Americans  were  more  like 
the  British  in  that  respect,  and  that  sea* 
sickness  was  not  allowed  to  weigh  with 
them  at  all.    In  face  of  the  decision 
which    not   only   had    the    Committee 
given,  but  which  had  been  endorsed  by 
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the  Ooyemment  and  Parliament,  lie 
thonght,  although,  he  did  not  wish  to 
use  an  un-Parliamentary  expression, 
that  it  showed  a  considerable  amount  of 
cheek  to  bring  this  Bill  forward  again 
at  a  time  when  the  British  taxpayer  was 
called  upon  to  meet  a  national  deficit  of 
some  £15,000,000  sterling,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  no  one  except  sea- sick  Frenchmen 
and  the  South-Eastern  Bailway. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had,  un- 
fortunately, made  an  omission  which 
he  would  repair  bj  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Qaestion  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  imagine  the  House 
would  care  to  waste  much  time  over  this 
foolish  project,  particularly  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt),  to  whose  opinion 
he  was  anre  the  House  would  attach 
much  value.  He  had  risen,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  prolonging  the  discussion, 
but  to  ask  a  question  on  a  point  of 
Order.  He  was  anxious  to  obtain  the 
guidance  of  the  Chair  as  to  the  course 
which  he  ought  to  take  with  regard  to 
this  Bill.  The  House  was,  of  course, 
aware  that  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin)  had  a  very  heavy 
peeaniary  interest  in  the  success  of  the 
scheme,  and  therefore  was  unable  to 
take  any  part  in  the  division  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
had  a  very  small  pecuniary  interest  in 
tiie  scheme  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord 
Ridurd  G^svenor)  ;  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Speaker  whether  the  fact  of  his 
ha?ing  that  small  pecuniary  interest  in 
a  project  which  was  really  of  the  same 
character  as  this,  and  which  he  believed 
BOW  to  be  a  thoroughly  bad  project, 
would  prevent  him  from  voting  agaiust 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet?  He 
diould  be  glad  if  the  Speaker  would 
kindly  inform  him  whether  there  was 


any  Bule  or  pustom  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  matter  which  would  pre- 
vent him  from  assistiog  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  his  own  property  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  There  is  no  Eule  or 
custom  of  the  House  on  the  subject,  and 
I  should  recommend  each  Member  to  be 
guided  by  his  own  feeelings  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  to  vote  or  abstain  from  voting  as 
he  thinks  fit.  Of  course,  hon.  Members 
will  understand  that  there  is  a  risk  of 
having  their  votes  disallowed  by  the 
subsequent  action  of  the  House  if  the 
House  should  think  their  interest  was 
too  direct. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  minute  or  two  with  the  few  re- 
marks he  intended  to  make ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  were  two  questions  be- 
fore the  House.  One  was  the  making  of 
a  Channel  Tunnel,  and  the  other  was 
whether  the  proper  time  had  arrived  for 
the  making  of  that  Tunnel.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  the  Tunnel  could  be 
made  with  great  advantage  to  the  trade 
of  the  country,  and  made  as  an  engi- 
neering work  without  any  great  or  in- 
surmountable difficulty.  He  hoped  the 
day  would  come  when  they  would  be  able 
to  see  the  Tunnel  made ;  but  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  to-day  was  the 
day  in  which  they  ought  to  facilitate 
making  it.  His  view  was  that  the 
country,  at  the  present  moment,  was 
under  heavy  military  obligations,  and 
the  Tunnel  could  not  be  made  at  the 
present  moment  without  increasing  our 
military  preparations  and  expenses.  Un- 
fortunately, the  people  of  this  country 
had  not  sufficient  confidence  in  their 
neighbours  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chan- 
nel to  allow  it  to  be  made  without  greatly 
increasing  the  military  establishments 
of  the  country.  Seeing  that  the  Naval 
and  Military  Estimates  were,  at  this 
moment,  on  a  very  large  scale  com- 
pared with  what  they  used  to  be;  that 
we  were  this  year  spending  more  than 
£30,000,000  of  money  upon  them,  and 
that  we  had  already  an  addition  of 
£11,000,000  this  year's  expenditure; 
and  being  afraid  that  if  the  Tunnel 
were  made  it  would  lead  to  a  further 
increase  of  the  Military  Estimates,  he 
did  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
pressed.  He  hoped  the  day  would  come 
when  there  would  be  more  friendly  re- 
lations between  the  great  European 
Powers,   and  when  there  would  be  a 
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general  feeling  that  peace  would  be 
better  facilitated  by  closer  communi- 
cation and  friendly  intercourse,  than  by 
a  large  addition  to  the  Military  Forces 
of  the  country.  He  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.  Baronet,  if  he  went  to  a  division, 
would  have  no  prospect  of  carrying  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  and,  as  he 
might  damage  his  chances  in  the  future, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
acting  wisely  if  he  would  withdraw  the 
measure,  at  any  rate  for  the  present, 
until  the  state  of  Europe  offered  greater 
inducements  for  such  a  work  than  it  did 
now. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE,  who  rose 
amid  cries  of  "  Divide !  "  said,  he  would 
not  keep  the  House  from  a  division  for 
more  than  a  few  minutes  ;  but  the  ques- 
tion was  one  upon  which  he  entertained 
a  strong  opinion.  He  had  been  some- 
what astonished  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  had  been  received  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  first  objection 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  was  that  the  House 
had  already  e;fcpressed  its  opinion  upon 
the  Bill  in  a  sufficiently  precise  and 
definite  manner.  Now,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  was  old  enough  in  political 
observation  to  remember  many  ques- 
tions, on  which  the  House  had  expressed 
an  opinion  in  a  precise  and  definite 
manner,  which  had  subsequently  been 
raised,  even  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  would  recall  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
historic  incident  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  flogging,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  found  fault  with  for 
continuing  a  discussion  upon  a  subject 
on  which  it  was  thought  the  House  had 
expressed  its  opinion  in  a  sufficiently 
definite  and  precise  manner.  It  was 
among  the  most  creditable  portions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  career  that 
he  had  persevered  in  forcing  a  question 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  House  and 
the  country  in  regard  to  which  Parlia- 
ment had  already  given  an  opinion; 
and  fortunately,  in  the  end,  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prevailed. 
He  had  been  somewhat  astonished  at 
the  general  tone  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  imply  that 
the    strained   relations    which   existed 
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between  this  country  and  France  were 
likely  to  be  perpetual.    That  was  al- 
most assuming  that  the  present  Minis- 
try would  be  perpetual.    Now,  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor),  in  spite  of  the  many 
disappointments  he  had  met  with  in  the 
course  of  the  last  five  years,  was  still 
somewhat  of  an  optimist ;  and  he  was 
just  as  little  inclined  to  believe  that  the 
strained  relations  between  this  country 
and  France  would  be  perpetual,  as  to 
believe  that  the  tenure  of  Office  by  the 
present  Ministry  would  be  perpetual. 
What  was  the  general  argument  which 
had  been  brought  forwaiti  against  tins 
posposal?     It  was  that   there  was  a 
possibility  of  ill-feeling  being  created 
between  this  country  and  France.    He 
thought  there  was  no  idea  that  was 
more    to    be  regretted    than  this— of 
continued    strained   relations    between 
the  two  countries.     As  he  understood 
the  doctrine  of  Liberalism  five  years  ago, 
the  idea  and  hope  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  came  into  Office, 
there  would  be  a  gradual  softening  of 
the  irritation  which  then  prevailed  be- 
tween different  countries  in  the  world, 
and  that  there  would  be,  in  future,  less 
danger  of  a  rupture  of  the  x>eacoful  re- 
lations of  Europe  than  at  any  previous 
time.     The  great  means  of  establishing 
such  peacef  lu  relations  was  by  increasing 
the  communications  and  knowledge  of 
different  countries  with  each  other.     He 
knew  it  was  rather  a  risky  matter  to  talk 
of  the  civilizing  influences  of  railway 
communication;  but  when  in  Amerioa 
he  was  told  that  if  there  had  been  as 
much  railway  communication  between 
the  Northern  and  Southern  States  from 
1850  to  1860   as  there  was  now,  the 
Civil  War  between  those  two  parts  of 
the  United    States  would  never  have 
broken  out,  and  the  American  people 
would  have  escaped  the  loss  of  life  and 
of  treasure  which  was  occasioned  by  that 
unfortunate  war.    In  the  same  way,  he 
believed    that  the  construction  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel,    instead  of  being  a 
source  of  danger,  would  be  a  means  of 
increasing    international    good-feeUng 

and  good-will.  

Mr.  Aldbrmah  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  t)^e  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  had  proved  a  case 
entirely  against  themselves.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  said  that  he  desired 
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to  establish  a  second  line  of  oommuni- 
oation  between   this  country  and  the 
Continent  in  case  the  first  line  should  be 
at  any  time   jeopardized,  so   that   we 
might  at  any  time  be  able  to  provide  the 
oonntry  with  food  and  raw   material. 
But  would  that  not  be,  at  the  same  time, 
famishing  another  line  of  communication 
which  might  be  a  source  of  danger  in 
itself?    The  hon.  Baronet  had  quoted 
Ixxrd  Palmerston,  who    said  that  our 
defences  at  the  present  moment  by  sea 
were  not  equal  to  what  they  were  in 
former  years,  in    consequence  of  the 
facilities  afforded  by  steam  for  ships  to 
oome  upon  the  coast  with  greater  rapidity. 
If  that  were  so,  how  was  the  construction 
of  this  Tunnel  in  any  shape  or  form  to 
gire  relief  ?  Because  the  '^  silver  streak'' 
would  still  remain,  and  until  they  could 
do  away  -with  that  ** silver  streak"  this 
Tunnel  wotdd  in  no  way  obviate  the 
difficulty.     The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Slagg),  in  seconding  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading,  said  that 
the  Tunnel  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  our    commerce,   and  he  could  not 
imagine  how  it  could  be  a  source  of 
danger   if    proper    precautions    were 
taken.    What  did   the    hon.  Member 
mean  by  "  proper  precautions  ?  "    Had 
he  any  idea  of  what  the  cost  of  such 
proper  precautions  to  this  country  would 
be?    The  hon.  Member  said  he  knew 
nothing  of  military  matters,  and,  there- 
fore, he  did  not  propose  to  enter  into 
military  questions.    But  did  not  proper 
precautions  mean  proper  military  pre- 
cautions,  and  a  constant  expense  which 
Ae  country  would   be  called  upon  to 
bear,  possibly  for  an  imaginary  benefit 
which  might  not  ever  be  realized?    He 
contended  that  the  arguments  which  had 
been  put  forward  in  support  of  the  Bill 
woe  no    arguments   whatever   which 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  influence  the 
House.    Then,  again,  they  had  had  the 
working-man*8  argument.      Whenever 
there  waa  a  difficulty  the  working  man 
vas  brought  in  by  one  side  of  the  House 
or  the  other.    The  hon.  Baronet  said 
thne  waa  a  great  work  of  employment 
oSsni.  to  the  working  men  of  me  coun- 
tiy;  and,  also,  that  in  the  event  of  the 
Channel  Tunnel  being  opened,  a  good 
many  working  men  would  go  upon  the 
Ocmtinent  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
emplovment  there.    He  did  not  think 
Aat  the  working  men  of  this  country 
▼odd  do  aaytiiing  of  tiie  kind,    They 


took  a  broader  view  of  the  matter.  They 
knew  what  the  wages  were  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel,  and  what  the  wages 
were  on  this ;  and  he  apprehended  they 
would  be  of  opinion  that  the  facilities 
aflbrded  by  a  Channel  Tunnel  would  be 
of  very  little  benefit  to  them,  even  if 
their  labour  were  employed  in  making 
it.  For  all  these  reasons,  he  supported 
the  view  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  he  should  vote  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  said  that  he 
thought  the  Tunnel  an  excellent  scheme ; 
but  that  this  was  not  the  proper  time  for 
making  it.  The  hon.  Baronet  admitted 
that  on  looking  along  the  horizon  he 
perceived  some  rather  dark  clouds  in  the 
distance ;  and  he  thought  the  public,  in 
addition  to  the  military  expenditure  now 
taking  place,  ought  not  to  be  put  to  the 
expense  of  the  **  proper  precautions  "  for 
the  defence  of  a  Channel  Tunnel  which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg).  Therefore, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Durham  was 
not  prepared  to  advocate  the  construction 
of  the  Tunnel  now ;  but  he  hoped,  when 
the  sky  was  clear  and  everything  agree- 
able, that  the  work  might  be  undertaken. 
The  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  forget  that 
clouds  might  gather  again ;  and,  there- 
fore, all  the  argumento  which  were  ad- 
duced in  favour  of  the  scheme  on  the 
groimd  of  peace  and  commercial  pros- 
perity formed  no  appreciable  ground 
whatever  in  favour  of  the  scheme. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  said,  he 
wished  to  state  the  reasons  why  he,  for 
one,  would  certainly  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  placing  the 
House  and  the  coimtry  in  a  ridiculous 
position  before  the  eyes  of  the  whole 
world  to  say  that  this  Tunnel  was  not  to 
be  made  because  there  was  some  fear  in 
England  that  it  might  be  made  a  vehicle 
for  hostile  war  operations  against  this 
country.  Such  a  reason  for  not  sanc- 
tioning the  Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
reason  calculated  to  throw  upon  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  the  supreme 
ridicule  of  all  civilized  people  in  the 
world.  It  was  absolutely  an  unnatural 
state  of  affairs  that  it  should  be  impos- 
sible to  establish,  by  means  of  a  railway 
Tunnel,    communication    between    two 

Sreat   countries.     It  had  been  stated 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  Qj^fordshire 
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^r.  E.  W.  Harcourt)  that  the  Tannel 
ras  to  be  constructed  merely  for  the 
)enefit  of  certain  French  merchants  who 
jufifered  considerably  from  sea-sickness  in 
crossing  the  Channel.  He  had  been  much 
surprised  to  hear  the  matter  talked  of  in 
such  a  light  and  flippant  manner.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  about  it  that  the 
Channel  Tunnel  scheme  was  one  which 
interested  not  only  the  people  of  France 
and  England,  but  the  people  of  Europe 
generally  ;  and  it  ought  to  be  treated  in 
a  very  spirited  and  not  in  the  narrow- 
minded  manner  in  which  some  hon. 
Members  dealt  with  it.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London. (Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  Lawrence)  had  spoken  of  the 
working  men  of  England ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  absolutely  knew  nothing  what* 
ever  of  the  wishes  of  the  working  men 
of  England.  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
thought  the  working  people  of  this  coun- 
try were  not  in  favour  of  the  establish- 
ment of  this  Tunnel  and  Bailway ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Eedmond)  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  if  the  question  were  made 
one  of  the  issues  at  the  next  General 
Election,  the  working  people  of  the 
country,  on  a  poll  being  taken,  would, 
by  an  overwhelming  majority,  be  found 
absolutely  and  completely  in  favour  of 
the  scheme.  It  was  a  scheme  which 
must,  of  necessity,  confer  great  advan- 
tages upon  the  working  men  of  the 
country,  because  it  would  most  decidedly 
tend  to  create  a  good  feeling  between 
this  country  and  Sie  people  of  Europe. 
It  would  establish  better  and  more 
friendly  relations  hereafter  between 
countries  which  now  had  no  great  love 
for  each  other.  Anything  that  was  for 
the  benefit  of  commerce,  anything  that 
would  have  a  tendency  to  establish 
lasting  peace,  would  have  the  support 
of  the  working  classes ;  and  if  the  pre- 
sent Bill  were  not  allowed  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  it  would  be  because  the 
working  classes  of  England  were  not 
represented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
as  they  ought  to  be.  If  there  were  more 
Bepresentatives  of  the  working  classes 
in  that  House,  the  Bill  would  be  read  a 
second  time  amid  patriotic  cheers,  and 
the  fanciful  feelings  which  had  been 
raised  against  the  measure  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  expected  others  to  call 
them  common-sense  objects,  would  not 
have  been  heard  of.  Instead  of  the 
Bill  being  rejected,  as  he  presumed  it 
would  be,  it  would  be  carried,  under 
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such  oircamstanoev,  by  a  large  majority, 
because  it  would  be  understood  and  be- 
lieved that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
world  generally  to  pass  any  measure 
that  was  calculated  to  secure  peace  and 
tranquillity.  He,  for  one,  should  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN,  in  reply, 
said,  he  would  only  add  a  word  in  re- 
ference to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Han- 
dolph  Churchill).  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  he  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  had 
a  large  pecuniary  interest  in  this 
scheme.  He  might  say  that  his  pecu- 
niary interest  did  not  extend  to  more 
than  £200  or  £300.  He  took  a  deep 
interest  in  the  work,  however,  because 
he  believed  it  to  be  a  great  work ;  and 
he  hoped,  after  the  observations  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  brought  forward 
his  Motion  for  the  abolition  of  certain 
pensions,  he  would  consider  that  it  would 
scarcely  be  right  for  him  to  record  his 
vote  upon  that  question.  In  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  would  only  say  that 
the  Company  had  done  everything  in 
their  power  to  consult  the  Boaid  of 
Trade.  They  had  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain information  from  the  Government 
in  regard  to  their  opinion  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  the  scheme,  but  had  alto- 
gether failed.  He  was  sorry,  therefore, 
Uiat  he  felt  compelled  to  ask  the  Housf 
to  divide  upon  the  second  reading  o 
the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :^AjeB  89;  Nr 
281 :  Majority  182.— (Div.  List,  No.  T 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  offtoi  six  m 
MOTION. 


H.  R.H.    PRINCESS    BEAT 
HESSAOB  FROM   HER  UAJl 

Message  from  Her  Majesty 
and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  (a' 
bers  being  uncovered),  as  f 

VICTORIA  B. 
Sir  M^fittyt  having  agr$$d  to  € 
pond  hitween  Str  £oyal  Eighn 
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Btatrki  Mari$  Vieioria  Fiodora  and  Sit  Strene 
Bighnm  Th$  Frinee  Henry  Maurice  of  Batten' 
iffy,  hu  thought  fit  to  eommunieate  it  to  the 
&im  of  Commons. 

Tkemtmerous  proofs  which  the  Queen  has  re- 
mtedfrom  Mer  faithful  Commons  of  their  loyalty 
to  the  Throne,  and  of  their  attachment  to  Her 
Ftrton  and  Family,  leave  Her  Majesty  no  doubt  of 
thir  readiness  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  make 
suitable  provision  for  Her  Royal  Highness. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  move,  Sir,  that 
the  said  Gracious  Messafire  bd  referred 
to  a  Oommittee  of  the  "V^ole  House  ou 
Thorsdaj  next. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

QUESTIONS. 


PUBLIO  HEALTH— SMALL  POX. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board  to  be 
10  good  as  to  inform  the  House,  On  what 
aaUiority  his  Department  states  the 
mortality  from  small  pox  to  have  been 
3,000  per  1,000,000  for  England  and 
Wales  at  the  latter  end  of  the  last  cen- 
toTj ;  and,  whether  the  Department  pos- 
sesses any  Betum,  record,  or  authority 
showing  the  number  of  populatioq,  in 
England  and  Wales,  or  the  number  of 
deaths  from,  small  pox  there,  between 
the  years  1770  and  1799? 

Mb.  GEOEGE  EUSSELL  :  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  in  his  Question  on 
May  1,  asked  whether  "8,000  per 
1,000,000  is  assumed  to  have  been  the 
rate  of  mortality  from  small  pox  in  the 
last  century  ?  "  The  answer  was  that  it 
had  been  "  estimated  "  that  the  death- 
zate  had  been  as  stated.  The  authorities 
for  the  estimate  were  Dr.  Lettsom  and 
Sir  Gilbert  Blane.  Until  the  present 
century  there  was  no  Census  of  the 
population  of  England  and  Wales,  nor 
was  the  system  of  civil  registration 
introduced,  and  consequently  nothing 
more  than  an  estimate  could  be  given. 
As  resards  London  itself,  the  bills  of 
mortaHty  afford  material  for  a  more 
precise  (»lcnlation ;  and  two  tables  as  to 
the  mortality  from  small  pox,  which 
w«e  compiled  respectively  by  Dr. 
Breenhow  and  Dr.  Farr,  will  be  found 
in  the  Appendix  to  the  Eeport  of  the 
Select  Committee  in  1871  on  the  Yacci- 
nation  Acts.  According  to  these  tables, 
the  small  pox  death-rate  in  London  was 
3^044  per   1,000,000  in   1746-55;  and 


5,020  per  1,000,000  in  1771-80.  In 
1871-80  the  mortality,  according  to  the 
Eetums  of  the  Eegistrar  General,  waa 
460  per  1,000,000. 

REPRESENTATION   OF     THE    PEOPLE 

ACT,  1884— DUTIES  OF  BOARDS 

OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  observed  a  report 
in  The  C<yrk  HvraU  of  May  2nd,  that 
up  to  that  date  the  clerk  of  the  Mallow 
Union  was  still  in  doubt  whether  every 
owner  and  occupier  of  a  dwelling-house, 
the  valuation  of  which  is  under  £10,  is 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  voter; 
whether  the  clerk  stated  that  he  had 
applied  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  instruction  upon  the  matter,  and  re- 
ceived a  reply  stating  that  it  did  not  de- 
volve on  them  to  advise  on  questions  as 
to  the  construction  of  the  Franchise  Act, 
and  that  on  applying  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary he  received  a  similar  answer; 
whether  it  was  stated  that  the  rate  col- 
lectors would  find  it  impossible  to  serve 
the  necessary  forms  on  every  inhabitant 
householder  in  the  CTnion  within  the 
three  weeks  remaining  after  the  clerk 
had  satisfied  his  doubts  by  obtaining  a 
legal  opinion;  who  is  responsible  for 
the  failure  to  comply  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Law  at  an  earlier  date ; 
and,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  threatened  disfranchisement  of  per- 
sons entitled  to  be  registered  in  the 
Union  ?  At  the  same  time  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  reso- 
lution of  the  Youghal  and  other  Boards 
of  Guardians  that  it  will  be  impossible 
to  carry  out  the  requirements  of  the  Act 
in  the  time  specified  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  :  I 
have  seen  the  report  referred  to.  The 
Question  correctly  describes  the  position 
so  far  as  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  are  concerned. 
The  Act  throw  the  responsibility  in  these 
matters  on  the  Local  Authorities,  and 
the  clerk  is  liable  to  a  penalty  for  each 
case  of  neglect.  In  the  present  instance 
I  observe  that  the  Board  of  Guardians 
referred  the  Question  at  issue  to  their 
solicitor,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  ad- 
vise them  properly. 

Mb.  HEALy :  In  case  of  the  collec- 
tion of  penalties  will  the  Government 
prosecute  for  them  ? 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
There  is  a  Question  on  the  Paper  relat- 
ing to  that  matter. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  the  last  part 
of  my  Question.  What  steps  will  be 
taken  to  preyent  possible  dii^ranohise- 
ment? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  I 
hope  that  there  will  be  no  disfnmchise- 
ment. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN:  But  does  not  the 
danger  exist  ? 

REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITTJEE— 
XNCIDENCE  OF  TAXATION. 

Mb.  pell  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  given  to  the  speech 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  iWe, 
as  reported  in  27ie  Times  of  January  SOth, 
and  to  the  subsequent  letter  to  The 
Economist  of  February  21st,  asserting 
that  taxation,  exceeding  seven  per  cent 
of  their  wages,  is  extorted  from  the 
Northamptonshire  peasants,  and  fairly 
represents  the  average  taxation  of  la- 
bourers' income ;  and,  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  share  the  conviction,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  remedy  the 
alleged  injustice  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childbbs)  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  me  a  very  unusual  Question. 
He  refers  to  a  controversy  which  took 
place  three  or  four  months  ago  between 
The  EeonomUt  newspa,]^!,  hunself,  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  having  reference  to 
the  relative  taxation  of  labourers  and 
persons  of  property;  and  he  asks  me 
now  to  peruse  tne  correspondence  and  to 
give  the  House  my  opinion  of  the  merits 
of  the  controversy.  I  read  a  part  of  it 
at  the  time,  and  all  I  can  say  now  is 
that  if  there  was  formerly  an  excessive 
burden  on  labourers  compared  with  that 
on  persons  of  property,  I  have  done 
something  to  redress  it  by  proposing  in 
the  Budget  to  charge  on  the  payers  of 
Income  Tax  and  on  persons  of  property 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  addi- 
tional taxation  now  required,  and  less 
than  one-fourth  on  the  consumer,  whe- 
ther poor  or  rich.  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  himself  described 
the  taxation  of  the  labourer  as  equal  to 
8  per  cent  of  hiseamings,  the  great  bulk 
of  that  taxation  being,  according  to  him, 
♦'  entirely  optionaL" 


ASIA  — SOUTH  COAST  OF  AfiABIA  — 
H.H.S.S.  "DRAGON"  AND  "ARAB"— 
CAPTURE  OP  NATIVE  FORTS. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  with  reference  to  a 
statement  concerning  the  gunboat  Arab, 
published  in  The  Daily  News  of  ^e  6tli 
current  to  the  effect  that  in  1880,  in  con- 
cert with  Her  Majesty's  sloop  Dragon^ 
she— 

"  Blockaded  Kahilpli,  on  the  soath  eout  of 
Arabia,  and  took  posMonon  of  six  strongly  forti- 
fied forts  from  Machy  Makiber,  a  qnairelsome 
chief,  who,  with  his  followers,  was  made  prisoner 
and  conyeyed  to  Aden,  whence  they  were  after- 
wards sent  to  Zanribar  ; " 

and,  whether  any  Papers  have  been  pre- 
sented containing  an  account  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  seizure  of 
Machy  Makiber's  forts  and  his  deporta- 
tion to  Zanzibar  took  place ;  and,  if  not^ 
if  he  would  be  so  good  as  to  inform  the 
House  of  the  circumstances  ofthe  seizure 
and  deportation  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  With  permission, 
I  will  answer  that  Question.  The  cir- 
cumstances mentioned  by  my  hon. 
Friend  occurred  in  1881,  and  cannot 
possibly  be  explained  within  the  limits 
of  the  answer  to  a  Question.  It  was  at 
that  time  considered  desirable,  for  poli- 
tical reasons,  that  the  Chief  of  Shahr, 
who  had  long  been  at  feud  with  the  Chief 
of  MakuUa,  should  be  secured  in  posses- 
sion of  Makulla,  and  for  this  purpose 
assistance  was  afforded  by  Her  Majesty's 
ships,  the  result  being  that  the  Chief  of 
Makulla  was  taken  to  Aden,  whence  he 
proceeded  to  Zanzibar  at  his  own  wish, 
provision  for  his  maintenance  having 
been  made  from  Makulla  roTenues.  The 
Papers  relating  to  this  matter  are  ex- 
tremely Toluminous,  extending  oyer  manT 
years,  and  they  hare  not  been  presenteo. 

Db.  CAMERON :  Was  there  any  war 
going  on  between  these  Chiefs  ? 

Mb.  J.  K  CROSS :  No ;  there  was  no 
war.  It  was  a  dispute  between  two 
Chiefs. 

Db.  CAMERON :  What  had  the  India 
Oface  to  do  with  that  ? 

[No  reply.] 

COMMISSIONERS    OF  NATIONAL  KDU- 
CATION  (IRELAND)— ANNUAL    EX- 
AMINATION OF  TEACHERS— NAHE8 
OF  EXAMINERS. 
Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Seere- 

taiy  to  the  Lord  lieutaiant  of  Irdaad^ 
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Whether  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  have  yet  appointed  the  ex- 
aminers who  are  to  conduct  the  annual 
examinations  of  National  Teachers  to 
be  held  next  July ;  if  so,  whether  they 
have  any  objection  to  give  the  names 
of  these  gentlemen,  with  the  subject 
upon  whicbL  each  is  to  examine,  or  else 
place  each  examiner's  name  at  the 
head  of  the  examination  paper  which 
be  ivrites  r 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
The  Examiners  appointed  to  prepare  the 
questions  for  the  coming  examinations 
have  completed  their  work.  In  reply  to 
the  rest  of  the  Question,  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
answer  given  by  my  Predecessor  to  a 
similar  Question  of  his  on  the  20th  of 
June  last  year,  and  to  repeat  the  offer 
then  made— if  thehon.Member  will  move 
for  it — to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Memo- 
randum showing  the  mode  of  procedure 
in  these  examinations,  and  explaining 
how  it  is  impossible  that  the  author's 
name  should  be  placed  at  the  head  of 
each  paper  as  he  suggests. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  move  for 
the  Return. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  — DELAY  IN 
DELIVERY  OF  LETTERS  AT  KEADNE, 
CARRICK-ON-SHANNON. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  a  complaint  was 
lodged  on  27th  March  with  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  General  Post  Office, 
Dublin,  that  a  letter  addressed  to  a 
tenant  named  Gaffney  was  detained  by 
the  postmistress  of  Keadne,  Carrick-on- 
Shannon,  for  a  month  and  four  days; 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  action  has 
since  been  taken  with  reference  to  the 
complaint ;  and,  whether  note  has  been 
taken  of  the  fact  that  the  business  ^of 
the  Keadne  Post  Office  is  carried  on  in 
a  public  house  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiries  into  the 
matter,  and  found  that  the  letter  was  de- 
tained in  consequence  of  an  omission  of 
part  of  the  address,  and  also  the  large 
number  of  persons  of  that  name  in  the 
district.  He  thought,  however,  that 
there  was  a  much  greater  delay  than 
there  ought  to  have  been,  and  that  an 
effort  should  have  been  made  to  find  out 
the  owner  of  the  letter. 

VOL.  CCXCVni.    [thibd  series.] 
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SUPPLY— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT- 
EXPENDITURE. 
Me.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can 
roughly  state  what  portion  of  the  sum 
set  down  in  the  Vote  of  Credit  has  been 
already  spent,  or  is  due  for  liabilities 
incurred  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that, 
roughly  speaking,  about  £7,250,000  have 
been  spent  or  are  due  for  liabilities  in- 
curred under  the  Vote  of  Credit.  But, 
in  addition  to  this,  it  is  probable  that  the 
retention  of  the  Force  in  Egypt  and  at 
Suakin  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the 
policy  announced  last  night  will  require 
the  expenditure  of  a  further  sum  of  about 
£750,000  over  the  amount  provided  in 
the  Estimates.  So,  speaking  in  very 
general  terms,  I  may  say  that  we 
stand  committed  to  an  expenditure  of 
£8,000,000  out  of  the  sum  set  down  in 
the  Vote  of  Credit. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether  any 
money  would  be  asked  from  the  House 
in  connection  with  the  railway  along 
the  Nile  Valley,  and  also  with  the  fur- 
ther prosecution  of  the  Suakin-Berber 
Railway,  and  also  whether  the  questions 
might  be  fairly  raised  in  Committee  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  ?  He  sup- 
posed the  margin  of  expenditure  of 
£2,500,000  alluded  to  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  comprised  the  sum 
estimated  for  these  works  ? 

Mr. GLADSTONE:  I  said  last  night, 
with  regard  to  the  raising  of  this  ques- 
tion in  Committee  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  Bill,  that  it  was  part  of  a  specific 
proposal  which  was  entirely  rejected  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  start- 
ing point  must  be  taken  from  the  cir- 
cumstances as  they  now  stand,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
House  to  make  any  postponement  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
Bill.  I  have  no  information  on  that 
subject,  and,  consequently,  I  am  not 
able  to  give  any  opinion.  Neither  am 
I  able  to  answer  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  appears  to  me  rather  to  rest  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  but  my 
impression  certainly  is  that  in  the 
£7,250,000  are  included  the  whole  cost 
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— I  think  I  cannot  be  wrong  in  saying 
that — the  whole  cost  which  has  been  in- 
curred, both  by  laying  down  and  order- 
ing a  certain  portion  of  the  railway. 

LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
£750,000  would  have  to  be  spent  in  the 
Soudan.  If  £7,250,000  have  already 
been  spent,  how  much  of  that  has  been 
spent  in  the  Soudan  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs):  I  answered  a 
specific  Question,  and  I  had  to  obtain 
from  my  Colleagues  at  the  War  Office 
and  at  the  Admiralty  the  information. 
I  cannot  give  the  details  unless  Notice 
is  given  of  the  Question. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  it  was  an  important  question,  and 
if  it  was  as  he  supposed  a  fresh  Vote  of 
£750,000  would  be  required.  He  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  undertaken  that  no 
portion  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  beyond 
£4,500,000  would  be  expended  on  the 
Soudan.  He  hadtoask  if  that  £4,500,000 
had  been  spent,  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
of  the  £750,000  was  for  Soudan  pur- 
poses?   

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  have  stated 
already  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northamton  put  a  specific  Ques- 
tion, asking  if  I  could  give,  roughly, 
the  figures.  I  have  given  that  estimate 
roughly,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  wants 
further  details,  he  must  give  Notice  of 
the  Question,  and  address  himself  to  the 
Ministers  who  have  cognizance  of  those 
details,  rather  than  to  myself. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
the  £7,250,000  included  the  raising  of 
38,000  men  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  It  includes,  I 
am  told,  everything  expended  or  in- 
curred up  to  the  present  time. 

HOUSING  OP  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
IN  IRELAND— THE  ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  only  one 
of  the  seventeen  members  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes  is  representative  of 
the  interest  of  Ireland  in  the  question, 
measures  will  be  adopted,  before  the 

Mr.  Gladstone 


sittings  in  Ireland  are  held,  to  cause  the 
appointment  to  the  Commission  of  some 
other  persons  who  may  be  regarded  as 
directly  representing  that  Country ; 
whether  it  is  expected  that  adequate 
evidence  of  the  state  of  the  housing  of 
the  working  classes  in  Dublin,  and  also 
in  the  greater  and  lesser  provincial 
towns,  and  in  the  rural  districts  of  Ire« 
land,  can  be  obtained  at  sittings  held  in 
Dublin  alone,  and  limited  to  one  week ; 
and,  whether  before  the  sittings,  any 
public  instruction  will  be  issued  by  the 
Commission  as  to  the  reception  by  them 
of  the  evidence  of  persons  who  are  con- 
versant with  the  subject  of  the  inquiry  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Two 
Commissioners  were  added  as  the  spe- 
cial representatives  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland  respectively,  with  very  satisfac- 
tory results,  in  connection  with  the 
sittings  held  in  Scotland,  and  it  is  not 
proposed  to  make  any  different  arrange- 
ment for  the  Irish  inquiry.  At  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Royal  Commission  held  ia 
April  it  was  resolved,  on  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  £.  D. 
Gray)  that,  as  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had  taken  full 
evidence  last  year  upon  the  condition  of 
agricultural  labourers  in  Ireland,  the 
Commission  did  not  consider  it  necessary 
to  take  further  evidence  on  this  ques- 
tion. Four  long  days'  sittings  were 
found  quite  sufficient  for  the  evidence 
from  the  whole  of  Scotland,  rural  as  well 
as  urban,  and  it  is  considered  that  a 
week  will  be  enough  for  the  urban  evi- 
dence alone  which  it  is  proposed  to  take 
in  Ireland.  If  it  should  prove  insuffi- 
cient I  shall  be  prepared  to  extend  mj 
stay  in  Dublin,  and  I  daresay  I  could 
introduce  a  quorum  of  my  colleagues  to 
remain.  The  preliminary  arrangements 
are  being  carried  out  according  to  the 
plan  which  was  followed  with  successful 
results  in  England  and  in  Scotland,  and 
the  Secretary  is  now  in  oommunicatioii 
with  the  Corporations  of  Dublin  and  of 
the  principal  Provincial  cities.  If  the 
hon.  Member  has  himself  any  informa- 
tion to  give  upon  the  subject  I  shall  be 
▼ery  gl&d  to  act  upon  it. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  How  could  a  parti- 
cular person  desiring  to  give  evidence 
ascertain  the  time  when  he  could  be 
examined  ? 

Sia  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Bj 
writing  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Conunis- 
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SOUTH    AFRICA— BEOHUANALAND— 
PAPERS. 

SiE  HENEY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  will  present  to  the  House 
Papers  in  continuation  of  the  former 
Papers  on  the  state  of  afifairs  in  Bechu- 
anal  and  ?  

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  intended  before  the  House 
rose  at  Whitsuntide  to  lay  further 
Papers  on  the  matter  before  the  House. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
asked  whether  the  Papers  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  before  any 
Tote  was  taken  in  connection  with  South 
Africa  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
could  not  give  a  definite  answer.  The 
Question  should  be  put  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

PARLIAMENT— HOUSE  OFLORDS-THE 
APPELLATE  COURT— CERTIFICATE 
"  IN  FORMA  PAUPERIS." 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral  for  Ireland,  Whether  a  certificate, 
signed  by  the  parish  priest  and  two 
prominent  parishioners  of  the  parish  in 
which  a  person  desirous  of  prosecuting 
an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  resides, 
will,  as  regards  Eoman  Catholic  poor 
persons  resident  in  Ireland,  be  accepted 
by  the  Appeal  Committee  of  that  House 
in  substitution  of  the  certificate  at  pre- 
sent required  to  accompany  the  Petition 
to  be  lodged  for  liberty  to  appeal  in 
forma  pauperis,  signed  by  the  Protestant 
minister  and  churchwardens,  who  are 
as  a  rule  utterly  ignorant  of  the  extent 
or  nature  of  the  resources  of  such  Eo- 
man Catholics  as  also  sent  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
this  Question  only  appeared  on  the 
Paper  to-day ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
might  say  that  this  was  a  matter  for  the 
House  of  Lords  itself. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  France  has  made  any 
proposal  to  place  the  enforcement  of 
the  various  regulations  agreed  upon  by 
the  Suez  Canal  Commission,  now  sitting 
at  Paris,  under  the  control  of  an  In- 
ternational Committee,  consisting  of  the 
Consuls  of  the  European  Powers  who 


are  represented  at  Cairo;  and,  if  so, 
whether  such  a  proposal  is  an  infraction 
of  Lord  Granville  s  proposals,  in  ac- 
cordance with  which  this  House  was 
assured  the  Commission  was  to  conduct 
its  deliberations ;  and,  whether  the  in- 
troduction of  any  such  proposal  will 
lead  to  the  immediate  withdrawal  of  the 
English  delegates  from  the  Commis- 
sion ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  the  Prime  Minister  yes- 
terday gave  to  a  similar  Question. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-GWEEDORE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  of  Her  Majesty's  vessels 
have  been  employed  to  carry  forces  to 
the  scene  of  the  proposed  evictions  at 
Gweedore  to-day ;  whether  the  relieving 
officer  has  received  the  notices  required 
by  law  ;  and,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  after  a  number  of  recent  evictions 
in  that  district  hundreds  of  men,  women, 
and  children  were  left  for  days  and 
nights  together  to  lie  in  the  ditches, 
under  rain,  whether  the  relieving  officer 
is  now  instructed  to  prevent  the  re- 
currence of  such  suffering  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
None  of  Her  Majesty's  vessels  have 
been  employed  to  carry  forces  to  the 
scene  of  these  evictions.  One  of  the 
most  experienced  Resident  Magistrates 
in  Ireland,  Mr.  M'Leod,  has  been  sent 
to  co-operate  with  local  Resident  Ma- 
gistrate on  this  occasion ;  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  any  of  the 
necessary  preliminaries  to  the  carrying 
out  of  the  law  have  been  overlooked. 
Nor  is  there  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  relieving  officer,  having  been  in- 
formed that  these  evictions  were  to  take 
place,  is  unaware  of  the  duties  devolving 
on  him,  or  without  instructions  from  his 
Board  of  Guardians. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
—LEGISLATION. 
Mr.  RICHARD  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council 
When  he  intends  to  introduce  the  Bil 
for  Intermediate  Education  in  Wales, 
which  has  been  promised  for  three 
Sessions,  and  twice  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  ? 

,     Mr.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
must  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  extend  his 
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patience  a  little  longer.  On  Friday  the 
Prime  Minister  would  make  a  statement 
with  reference  to  that  and  other  Bills, 
and  he  sincerely  trusted  that  the  expec- 
tation of  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be 
disappointed. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  —  SMALL-POX  AT 

MANCHESTER  BARRACKS— THE  5th 

DRAGOON  GUARDS. 

Mr.  LEAHY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  small  pox  is  very  bad  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  barracks  occupied  by  the  Fifth 
Dragoon  Guards  in  Manchester;  and, 
considering  the  danger  (although  there 
may  not  have  been  recent  cases  amongst 
the  men)  of  transmitting  the  disease  by 
followers  of  the  regiment,  and  taking 
into  account  the  alarm  which  prevails 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Ourragh 
and  Newbridge,  he  will  reconsider  the 
decision  to  send  them  to  Ireland,  in 
view  of  the  danger  of  spreading  the 
epidemic  on  the  route  ? 

The  Mabqubss  op  HAETINQTON: 
Military  considerations  render  the  move- 
ment of  the  regiment  necessary;  but 
every  precaution  will  be  taken  that  none 
of  the  soldiers'  families  shall  accompany 
it  unless  they  can  show  that  they  are 
quite  free  from  small-pox. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
ACT,  1884— DUTIES  OF  BOARDS  OF 
GUARDIANS— CLONES  UNION, 
CO.  MONAGHAN. 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  telegraph  the  Irish  Local  Oo- 
vernment  Board  to  ascertain  if  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  officials  of  Clones  Union, 
county  Monaghan,  have  not  up  to  the 
present  served  requisition  forms  under 
the  Franchise  Act  on  the  rated  occupiers 
in  Monaghan    and  Fermanagh  within 
the  Union,  and  have  declared  their  in- 
tention not  to  serve  them?    He  would 
also  ask  whether  the  penalties  would  be 
enforced  by  the  Government  or  by  pri- 
vate individuals? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  information  as 
to  the  first  paragraph.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  were  not  aware  of  any 
Unions  in  which  the  Guardians  refused 
to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  issue  the 
forms  of  requisition.  The  Donegal 
Board  of  Guardians  directed  their  Clerk 
not  to  proceed  until  they  received  in- 
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structions,  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  informed  the  Clerk  of  the  Union 
that  he  was  liable  to  a  penalty  for  every 
name  omitted,  and  he  had  since  served 
requisition  forms.  "With  regard  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  this  was 
not  the  time  to  express  an  opinion  upon  it. 

Mr.  HAEMNGTON  :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  arising  out 
of  this  Question,  whether  he  has  since 
looked  at  his  own  letter  to  which  I 
referred  last  night,  and  did  that  letter 
intimate  to  the  Clerks  of  Unions  that 
further  instructions  would  be  given, 
and  if  so,  having  now  altered  his  mind, 
will  he  tate  any  steps  to  disavow  his 
intentioKi  of  sending  instructions,  and  to 
notify  duly  to  the  Clerks  of  Unions  that 
they  are  not  to  await  any  such  in- 
structions ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  there  was  no  altering  of  mind  in 
the  case.  He  had  sent  a  subsequent 
letter  in  which  the  Clerks  of  Unions 
were  told  that  these  duties  devolved 
upon  themselves. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  Might  I  aak 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  point  out  to 
to  the  Clerks  of  Unions  that  they  were 
to  serve  requisition  forms  under  the 
Act,  and  that  further  instructions  for 
that  purpose  would  be  issued  in  a  few 
days ;  whether  it  was  not  in  that  con- 
nection that  the  words  '^  further  in- 
structions "  were  mentioned ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  now  say  that  no  further 
instructions  are  to  be  issued,  and  that 
the  Clerks  are  to  proceed  themselves  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  would  see  that  no  difficulty 
arose. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  it  not  the  fact  that 
not  a  single  English  or  Scotch  Member 
has  had  occasion  to  complain  with  regard 
to  the  working  of  the  Franchise  Act  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
There  are  two  or  three  deductions  that 
might  be  drawn  from  that.  English 
Members  or  persons  properly  represent- 
ing  Engb'sh  localities  may  have  made 
complaints  and  received  communicationa 
from  the  English  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  without  the  complaints  passing 
through  the  form  of  a  Question  in  the 
House. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON :  Might  I  aak 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware 
that  I  applied  to  the  Local  Government 
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Board  for  such  information,  and  drew 
attention  to  the  irregularities  connected 
with  the  issuing  of  these  forms,  and 
received  a  bare  acknowledgment  of  my 
letter  without  any  promise  of  action  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  BANNERMAN: 
I  cannot  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  without  making  inquiries. 

CONVICT  PRISONS  (ENGLAND)— REGU- 
LATIONS AS  TO  CONVICTS' 
MEMORIALS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Would 
there  be  any  objection  in  practice  to  an 
English  convict  being  allowed  to  peruse 
a  memorial  prepared  on  his  behalf  out- 
side, with  a  view  to  his  making  addi- 
tions or  alterations  therein  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  impossible  to  lay 
down  a  rule  applicable  to  all  cases ;  but 
as  a  general  principle  there  would  be 
every  desire  to  facilitate  the  action  of  a 
convict  in  bringing  before  the  Secretary 
of  State  any  facts  which  bore  upon  his 
innocence,  or  upon  the  grounds  for  miti- 
gating the  severity  of  his  sentence,  and 
generally  on  the  application  of  the  facts 
in  any  manner  which  might  tend  to 
elucidate  his  case. ' 

COMMITTEE    OF    PRIVILEGES  —  THE 

LOVAT    PEERAGE—REMOVAL    OF 

COFFIN  PLATES  FROM  VAULT 

AT  KIRKHILL. 

Mb.  MOEGAN   LLOYD  asked  the 

Lord  Advocate,  If  he  has  received  a  letter 

from  the  Reverend    Ewen    M'Kenzie,  i 

giving  an  account  of  the  removal  of  the 


published  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette,  and 
other  journals,  last  evening  :  — 

**  I  yesterday  had  shown  to  me  Mr.  Erring- 
ton's  credentials  to  the  Vatican.  They  are 
signed  by  Lord  Granville,  and  are  in  the  form 
of  letters  commending  Mr.  Errington  to  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  his  Holiness.  The  recommendation 
reads  like  an  official  introduction  from  the  State 
Department  of  Queen  Victoria  to  the  State 
Department  of  the  Pope,  and  has  been  apted 
upon  by  Mr.  Errington  as  de  facto  establishing 
diplomatic  relations  between  two  Powers ;  " 

and,  whether  any  such  credentials  as 
those  described  were  furnished  to  Mr. 
Errington  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  When  the  hon. 
Member  put  the  Question  to  me  yester- 
day my  recollection  about  the  letter  was 
rather  vague;  but  I  have  made  it  my 
business  to  inform  myself  about  the 
I  matter.  I  find  that  it  is  now  nearly  four 
years  ago  that  Lord  Granville  addressed 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Errington,  in  which  he 
told  him  that  if  he  went  to  Italy  he 
would  go  there  as  a  person  of  whom  the 
Government  had  a  high  opinion  with  re- 
spect to  his  competency  and  trustworthi- 
ness. Mr.  Errington  carried  that  letter 
with  him,  and  no  doubt  mentioned  it  in 
a  judicious  manner.  "What  the  letter  is 
the  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  from  the 
other  day  I  have  no  idea.  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  at  all  correspond  with 
Lord  Granville's  letter  to  Mr.  Erring- 
ton, and  could  hardly  be  treated  as  ful- 
filling in  any  way  the  description  given 
of  it  by  some  papers  in  Home.  Lord 
Granville,  besides  giving  this  general 
testimony  to  Mr.  Errington's  ability, 
high  character,  and  trustworthiness,  did 
also  inform  Mr.  Errington  that  he  might 
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that  account  to  the  House  ?  |  PUT><^8e  of  making  some  representation 

Thb  LOED  advocate  rMr.  J.  B.  '  ^?  "tatters  connected  with  the  interests 
Balfour)  said,  he  had  received  this  of  the  Queen  s  subjects  abroad  m  regard 
letter,  but,  unfortunately,  he  had  not  I  *^  ^^^«*^°°«  ^°^P^^*^^^  *^  *^^^^  "^*^^®^^«- 
got  it  with  him ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  put  down  the  Question  for , 
Thursday,  he  would  be  able  to  reply  to 


it. 

THE  PAPAL  SEE— DIPLOMATIC  COM. 
MUNICATION  WITH  THE  VATICAN- 
MR.  ERRINGTON. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  following  telegram, 
dated  yesterday,  from  the  Exchange 
Telegraph  Company's  agent  at  Rome, 


CENTRAL  ASIA-RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE RUSSO-AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY—THE RUSSIANS  AT  AK  TEPE. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD.BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Russian  Forces  are  in  occupa- 
tion of  Ak  Tepe  and  Penjdeh,  which 
General  Komaroff  seized  on  March  30th ; 
whether  the  new  Boundary  Line  assigns 
Penjdeh  to  Russia  ;  and,  for  what  rea- 
sons Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  de- 
cided  upon  the  Boundary  in  London 
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before  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Stephen  or  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FrTZMAUEIOE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
positive  information  whether  the  Rus- 
sian troops  are  in  occupation  of  Ak  Tepe 
and  Penjdeh.  I  must  decline  to  give 
the  terms  of  an  arrangement  while  ne- 
gotiations are  still  going  on.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  in  possession  of 
the  necessary  information  and  excellent 
maps,  which  have  been  already  supplied 
by  Sir  Peter  Lumsden. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  gave 
Notice  that  on  the  next  stage  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  retention  by  Russia  of  Penjdeh 
seized  by  General  Komaroff  in  violation 
of  the  "sacred  covenant,"  and  to  the 
withdrawal  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  espe- 
cially in  view  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
statement  of  Monday  that  nothing  had 
occurred  between  his  firm  speech  of 
April  27  and  his  surrender  speech  of 
May  4  to  change  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Opposition  towards  the  Ministry. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears  to 
me  that  under  cover  of  skilfully  giving 
Notice  of  a  Question,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  delivered  himself  of  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  a  speech  which 
he  might  have  addressed  to  the  House. 
I  wish  to  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  advert  to  a  statement  I 
made  yesterday,  and  which  in  one  point 
I  am  bound  to  say  is  open  to  some  mis- 
construction. In  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  not  in  the  course  of  debate, 
but  before  the  debate  began,  I  described, 
and  Lord  Granville  described  in  ''an- 
other place,"  what  we  believed  to  be 
the  state  of  the  nej^otiations  between 
Lord  Granville  and  Lord  Kimberley  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government  and 
M.  de  Staal,  the  Russian  Ambassador, 
assisted  by  M.  Lessar.  Upon  reading 
that  description,  as  reported,  M.  de 
Staal  is  under  the  impression  that  it 
miffht  be  construed  as  implying  that  he 
and  M.  Lessar  were  Plenipotentiaries 
empowered  to  conclude  a  Treaty,  in  the 
possession  of  what  are  termed  full 
powers  for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  received  that  im- 
pression from  what  I  said ;  but  I  used 
an  expression  which  undoubtedly  might 
have  encouraged  it,  and  which  was  a 
wrong  expression  to  employ.  I  stated 
that  the  result  of  the  interviews  of  those 
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personages  had  been  transmitted  to  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  for  ratification.  Rati- 
fication is  a  technical  word,  and  only 
applicable,  I  think,  strictly  to  a  Treaty 
concluded  in  regular  form.  What  I 
ought  to  have  said  was — transmitted  to 
Russia  for  approval.  M.  de  Staal  has 
sent  to  Lord  Granville  the  form  in  which 
he  would  wish  to  communicate,  on  his 
own  responsibility,  what  has  taken 
place— 

"  Lord  Granville,  Lord  Kimberley,  M.  Lessar, 
and  himself  (the  Kussian  Ambassador)  hare 
agreed  to  a  draft  arrangement  relating  to  the 
delimitation  of  Afghanistan.  He  has  submitted 
the  draft  for  the  judgment  of  his  Goyemment, 
giving  it  his  support.** 

I  have  no  objection  to  state,  and  the 
House  will  observe,  that  it  does  not 
imply  that  any  point  is  any  longer  in 
dispute  between  the  two  countries,  so 
far  as  represented  by  M.  de  Staal  and 
M.  Lessar,  and  by  ^e  two  Ministers 
on  the  other  side,  but  that  the  judgment 
of  the  Emperor  and  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment is  reserved. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  In 
it  intended  that  the  Agreement,  when  it 
is  settled,  shall  be  embodied  in  a  Treaty? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  stated  yester- 
day  what  I  conceived  would  be  the 
upshot,  the  final  step  to  be  taken ;  but 
I  also  stated  that  it  was  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  the  time  for  acting 
upon  that  intention  would  not  be  after 
the  actual  tracing  of  the  frontier  rather 
than  when  the  principal  points  were  ap- 
proved by  the  Russian  Gt)vemm6nt. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS   IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
RELIEF  OF  KASSALA. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  B  ARTTELOT  asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
gallant  way  in  which  the  Qovemor  and 
garrison  of  Kassala  had  up  to  the  pre* 
sent  time  and  for  more  than  a  year  sns* 
tained  a  siege,  and  to  the  fact  tnat  their 
provisions  were  now  nearly  gone,  and 
whether  in  any  way  or  by  any  means  it 
was  proposed  to  attempt  to  relieve  the 
gallant  garrison  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  That  is  a  Ques- 
tion that  would  be  more  properly  an* 
swered  upon  Notice.  I  have  very  great 
doubt  as  to  the  policy  of  ita  being  pat 
and  answered  in  this  House.  The  Go* 
vemment  have  declared  their  policy.  It 
is  a  subject  of  great  interest.  I  on* 
tirely  agree  with  what  the  hon.  and  gal- 
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lant  Gentleman  has  said  witk  respect 
to  the  gallantry  of  those  persons,  and 
the  interest  which  their  fate  excites ;  but 
I  cannot  at  present  go  further  in  answer- 
ing a  Question y  and  I  do  not  undertake 
to  say  without  reflection  and  considera- 
tion it  would  be  expedient  for  me  io  go 
further,  or  how  much  further  it  woidd 
be  expedient  for  me  to  go. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  asked 
What  would  be  the  Business  of  theHouse 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  up  to 
Whitsuntide  ?  He  was  aware  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  going  to  state  on 
Friday  what  other  measures  the  Govern- 
ment would  proceed  with  ;  but  it  was  an 
independent  question  how  their  time 
was  to  be  occupied  to-morrow,  Thursday, 
Friday,  and  next  week. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
am  not  able  to  go  very  far  at  present  in 
explaining  what  the  order  of  Business 
will  be,  in  consequence  of  its  being  not 
quite  certain  at  what  time  we  may  dis- 
pose of  the  Registration  Bills.  The 
Registration  Bills  are  of  very  great 
urgency  indeed,  and  it  is  undoubtedly 
our  duty  to  make  use  of  the  time  placed 
at  the  House's  disposal  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  advancing  them  until  we 
nave  cleared  them.  Directly  I  can  see 
my  way  at  all  with  respect  to  them  I 
will  do  my  best  to  give  further  informa- 
tion about  the  Business  down  to  the 
time  when  the  Whitsuntide  Holidays 
begin.  One  statement  I  have  already 
made — namely,  that  I  shall  take  the 
subject  of  the  provision  on  the  marriage 
of  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Princess 
Beatrice  as  the  first  Business  on  Thurs- 
day, and  I  hope  that  we  may  be  able  to 
arrange  so  that  the  next  Business,  but 
at  any  rate  upon  that  night,  as  soon  as 
we  are  able,  will  be  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill  intended  to  meet  the  case  of  the 
Scotch  crofters.  All  that  is  further 
decided  I  will  communicate  to  the 
House  as  soon  as  I  have  more  light 
upon  the  subject  through  the  progress 
made  with  the  Registration  Bills.  I 
take  it  for  granted  we  shall  finish  the 
Registration  Bills  this  night,  but  if  not 
they  will  be  taken  on  Wednesday. 

SirMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  consent  to 
forego  the  opportunity  of  moving  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 


with  respect  to  the  Inland  Revenue  Bill. 
It  woidd  be  useless  to  postpone  it,  be- 
cause other  Members  had  put  down  Mo- 
tions which  they  would  not  postpone. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  convenient  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  say 
when  he  proposed  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  that  he 
proposed  not  to  take  the  second  reading 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
until  the  first  Monday  after  the  House 
met  again  after  the  Whitsuntide  Re- 
cess. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Secretary  for  War,  whether 
he  was  now  able  to  communicate  to  the 
House  the  information  he  was  unable  to 
communicate  last  night  with  reference 
to  the  holding  of  Suakin  and  the  reten- 
tion of  troops  there ;  and  also,  whether 
he  proposed  on  Friday  to  give  to  the 
House  any  Papers  relating  to  the  Soudan 
policy  of  the  Government,  in  the  same 
manner  as  it  was  proposed  to  give  to  the 
House  Papers  relating  to  the  Afghan 
policy  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON: 
I  have  directed  some  further  Papers  on 
this  subject  to  be  prepared  as  speedily 
as  possible  ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  they 
will  be  ready  to  present  by  Friday.  I 
cannot  state  exactly  when  I  shall  be 
able  to  give  any  further  information  re- 
specting the  orders  given  in  regard  to 
the  troops  in  the  Soudan,  but  I  hope  to 
do  so  shortly. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  if  the  Navy 
Estimates  could  not  be  taken  next 
Thursday  week  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  undertake  to  give  any 
pledge  until  he  saw  what  progress  was 
made  with  the  question  of  Registra- 
tion. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  F0R0E8)-THE 

ROYAL  IRISH  RIFLES— DISTURBANCE 

AT  DOWNPATRICK. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  I 
wish  to  make  a  correction  in  the  reply  I 
made  yesterday  to  a  Question  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  County  (Mr. 
Sexton)  as  to  alleged  rioting  at  Down- 
patrick.  I  read  a  telegram  to  the 
House  in  which  occurred  the  words — 
**It  is  known  that  Colonel  Waring 
recently  attended   Orange    meetings," 
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From  the  written  Eeport  I  have  received 
this  morning  it  appears  that,  as  I  thought 
might  be  the  case,  there  was  an  import- 
ant omission  in  the  telegram,  and  that 
the  sentence  quoted  should  have  com- 
menced— **  It  is  not  known." 

OMDUM  OF  THJS  BAY. 


EEGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 

BILL.— [Bill  163.] 

(Mr,  Attorney  Oener^l,   Sir  Charles  W.  Bilke, 

Mr.  mhbtrt,  Mr.  H.H,  Fowler.) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES,  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Besolution : —  . 

"  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recelTing  a  Clause  providing  for  the 
repeal  of  so  much  of  any  Act  or  Acts  relating 
to  Parliamentary  Reg^tration  in  Coonties  and 
Boroughs  as  makes  the  expenses  of  Oyerseers  of 
the  Poor  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  or  Town 
Clerks,  a  legal  charge  upon  the  Local  Rates,** 

said,  that  in  the  Motion  which  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  he  thought  that 
no  one  could  accuse  him  of  factious  ob- 
struction to  the  course  of  the  Business  of 
the  House.  He  hoped  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  every  other  hon.Member  of  the 
House  would  give  him  credit  for  being 
actuated  by  earnest  convictions  and  by 
honest  intentions.  He  thought  that  he 
was  justified  in  taking  the  course  which 
he  had  done  by  what  had  fallen  on  a 
previous  occasion  from  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  had  said  that 
he  thought  it  was  quite  fair  to  raise  this 
question  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  that 
he  was  sure  there  was  no  desire  to  ob- 
struct the  Bill.  The  Home  Secretary 
had  also  said  that  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion upon  real  and  personal  property 
was  most  unfair  and  was  radically  un- 
sound. He  would  put  forward  two 
statements  in  the  most  plain  manner 
possible,  in  order  that  the  question  at 
issue  might  not  be  evaded,  misrepre- 
sented, or  misimderstood.  The  first  was 
that  he  was  making  no  claim  whatever 
for  counties  which  he  did  not  equally 
make  for  boroughs,  and  the  second  was 
that  he  made  no  demands  whatever  for 
any  county  or  borough  in  England  or 
Wales  which  he  did  not  make  equally 
for  Scotland  and  Ireland.  He  was  going 
to  confine  his  observations  to  the  imme- 

The  Marquess  of  Hartii^gion 


diate  question  before  them,  and  his  con- 
tention was  this — ^that  the  franchise  and 
the  exercise  of  it  was  a  national  and  not 
a  local  responsibility,  and  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  franchise  was  a  national 
and  not  a  local  benefit.  He  recollected 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  intro- 
duced the  Franchise  Bill  he  had  said 
that  the  chief  object  of  the  Bill  was  that 
it  was  going  to  enlarge  the  basis  of  our 
Oonstitution.  Was  not  that  a  national 
concern — a  national  object  ?  He  should 
like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  tell  the 
House  whether  the  franchise  was  going 
to  give  any  exclusive  privileges  to  the 
class  which  he  intended  to  saddle  with 
the  expenses  of  the  franchise.  The 
Government  had  already  admitted  the 
principle  for  which  he  was  contending 
by  giving  a  con^ibution  towards  the 
expenses,  and  by  so  doing  they  had  ad- 
mitted the  justice  of  the  claim  which 
he  now  made.  Why  should  they  stop 
there  ?  Why  should  they  not  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  overseers,  who  would  be 
given  a  large  amount  of  time  and  trou- 
ble by  this  Bill?  Why  should  not  the 
same  boon  be  granted  to  boroughs  as  to 
the  counties  ?  Again,  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters were  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  paid  out  of  Imperial  funds, 
and  these  Revising  Barristers  took  the 
sole  control  of  all  matters  of  registra- 
tion. If  they  were  paid  by  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer,  why  should  not  their 
subordinates  also  be  paid  from  the  same 
source?  He  thought  that  the  whole 
gist  of  the  speech  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  strength- 
ened his  position.  The  Hon.  (Gentleman 
had  objected  that  he  had  only  spoken  of 
the  counties,  but  he  had  never  made  a 
single  demand  for  any  grant  for  the 
counties  which  he  had  not  made  for  the 
boroughs ;  he  had  never  made  a  claim 
for  land  which  he  had  not  made  for 
houses ;  and  he  had  never  made  a  de- 
mand for  the  country  which  he  had  not 
made  for  the  town.  In  proof  of  that 
he  would  remind  them  that  when  the 
late  Government  had  given  subventions 
towards  this  purpose,  the  lion's  share  of 
those  subventions  had  gone  to  the  towns 
and  not  to  the  counties.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had 
told  them  that  rates  were  heavier  in 
towns  than  in  coimties.  The  valuation,  of 
course,  was  a  matter  of  assessment  For- 
merly the  property  in  land  had  been  larger 
than  that  in  houses;  but  now  things 
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were  very  different,  the  property  assessed 
in  land  amounting  to  £66,000,000, 
whereas  that  in  houses  was  £125,000,000. 
There  was  another  thing  which  must  be 
kept  in  mind.  In  towns  they  had  rates 
which  included  gas,  water,  markets, 
washhouses,  free  libraries,  and  numerous 
other  matters ;  but  in  the  country  if 
they  wished  to  have  these  conveniences 
they  had  to  pay  for  them  voluntarily 
and  out  of  their  private  means.  With 
regard  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment upon  this  matter,  they  put  for- 
ward three  contentions — in  the  first 
place,  that  it  was  inadequate  in  point  of 
amount ;  secondly,  that  it  was  only  tem- 
porary in  its  effect ;  and  thirdly,  that  it 
was  proposed  to  give  nothing  whatever 
to  the  boroughs.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  if  additional  duties  were 
thrown  upon  the  overseers  they  would 
require  remuneration.  In  many  parts 
of  the  country  overseers  were  not  paid 
at  present,  the  farmers  in  the  locality 
doing  the  work.  He  wished  to  know, 
if  the  Government  were  going  to  pay  a 
rate  in  aid  to  the  overseers  in  the 
counties,  why  they  would  not  contribute 
towards  the  expenses  of  the  over- 
seers in  the  boroughs?  He  could  see 
no  reason  why  the  Government  should 
endeavour  to  shift  their  responsibility 
for  providing  for  the  additional  burdens 
which  they  were  now  going  to  throw 
upon  land.  It  was  true  that  this  was  a 
small  matter ;  but  it  was  an  additional 
burden,  and  they  were  met  by  the  old 
story  that  they  must  wait  for  the  County 
Government  Bill  before  the  injustice  was 
remedied.  In  1869,  when  he  brought 
forward  a  Besolution  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commission 
into  the  incidence  of  local  taxation,  the 
Prime  Minister  met  him  by  saying  that 
the  Government  would  be  a  Royal  Com- 
mission themselves,  and  would  deal  with 
the  matter  much  more  rapidly  than  a 
Eoyal  Commission  would.  But  the  mat- 
ter had  not  been  dealt  with,  and  the 
promises  of  the  Government  had  not 
been  redeemed.  They  had  found  by  ex- 
perience that  precedents  were  very  dan- 
gerous in  this  matter,  and  they  had  be- 
come wary  in  consequence.  Frequently 
they  found  that  the  Government,  in  pro- 
posing a  small  addition  to  local  taxation, 
declared  that  it  was  an  infinitesimally 
small  matter,  and  thus  it  was  allowed  to 
pass,  like  the  education  rate,  which  began 
at  3rf.  in  the  pound,  and  now  amounted, 


in  many  rural  parishes,  to  1«.  in  the  pound, 
and  not  unfrequently  to  even  a  larger 
amount.  There  were  numerous  other  mat- 
ters, such  as  the  police,  highways,  &c.,  in 
which  the  same  thing  had  occurred.  This 
was  not  so  much  a  question  of  amount  as 
of  principle.  When  once  an  addition 
was  thrown  on  local  taxation  it  grew, 
it  crystallized,  and  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  afterwards  told  them  that  it 
had  become  an  hereditary  burden.  They 
had  reason,  therefore,  to  be  cautious 
before  allowing  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge  to  be  inserted,  and  they  were  de- 
termined in  every  possible  way  to  oppose 
the  imposition  of  any  fresh  burden.  He 
maintained  that  the  imposition  of  every 
fresh  charge  was  a  breach  of  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  Only  last 
year  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  admitted  that  a  Government 
measure  of  relief  was  distinctly  pro- 
mised in  1883.  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  measure  was 
actually  in  existence,  they  had  never  seen 
it,  and  he  doubted  if  ever  they  would. 
Then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  admitted  that  some  relief  was  re- 
quired in  respect  of  local  burdens.  How 
had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ful- 
filled the  pledge  which  he  had  given  ? 
He  proposed  now  to  put  fresh  burdens 
upon  them,  and  now  he  sought  to  take 
away  from  real  property  the  only  slight 
indulgence  at  present  accorded  to  it — the 
difference  which  existed  between  real  and 
personal  property  with  respect  to  the 
Death  Duties.  In  1853  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, speaking  on  this  question,  said — 

**  I  Bay  boldly  you  cannot  defend  the  present 
incidence  of  the  Income  Tax  on  real  property. 
Real  property  should  not  be  subject  to  unequal 
taxation.  VVo  must  not  forget  the  amount 
levied  off  real  property  of  which  personalty 
knows  nothing." 

Then,  again,  the  Prime  Minister  said — 

**  Some  remission  ought  to  be  granted  to  pro- 
perty which  is  now  subject  to  a  great  weight 
of  peculiar  and  exceptional  taxation ;  and  we 
think  that  the  best  mode  of  framing  that  pro- 
vision would  be  to  charge  the  succession  of 
rateable  property  upon  the  life  interest  of  the 
person  succeeding  in  the  net  annual  income.** — 
{Z  Hansard,  [125]  1398.) 

At  the  time  the  Prime  Minister  spoke 
the  amount  levied  on  real  property,  of 
which,  as  he  said,  personalty  knew  no- 
thing, amounted  to  ;£ 1 2,000,000.  Now 
local  burdens  had  risen  from  £  1 2,000,000 
to  £28,000,000.  In  other  words,  since 
the  time  when  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
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that  real  property  was  subject  to  excep- 
tional burdens,  nearly  300  per  cent  in- 
crease had  been  made  in  those  burdens, 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  and 
his  Uovemment  now  proposed  to  take 
away  the  only  trifling  indulgence  real 
property  enjoyed.  This  question  had 
not  been  brought  forward  by  him  in 
any  manner  as  a  Party  question.  "When 
he  brought  the  matter  forward  in  1868, 
he  was  then  an  independent  Member  and 
a  Conservative  Q-overnment  was  in  Office. 
At  that  time  he  was  a  borough  Member, 
and  the  question  was  brought  forward 
by  him  in  the  interest  of  the  boroughs 
rather  than  of  the  counties.  It  should 
be  distinctly  imderstood  that  the  ques- 
tion was  now  brought  forward  by  them 
under  pressure  from  the  Government. 
They  did  not  desire  to  bring  it  forward. 
The  battle  ground  had  been  chosen  by 
the  Government,  and  the  gauntlet  thrown 
down  by  them,  and  they  had  had  no 
option  but  to  take  it  up.  On  frequent 
occasions  the  grievance  of  which  they 
complained  had  been  admitted  and  re- 
cognized by  the  Government,  and  yet 
the  Government  had  hitherto  disregarded 
the  votes  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  passed  on  this  subject.  They  asked 
for  no  favour ;  they  claimed  no  privi- 
leges ;  all  they  asked  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  give  them  was  equity,  equality, 
and  justice.  They  said  that  it  was  neither 
right  nor  just  that  one  description  of 
property — one  section  only  of  the  com- 
munity— should  pay  for  objects  which 
were  in  themselves  national.  On  the 
present  occasion  it  was  not  a  question  of 
amount  so  much  as  of  principle,  and  as 
a  question  of  principle  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would  deal 
with  the  question  justly,  dispassionately, 
and  free  from  Party  prejudice.  He 
would  conclude  with  the  Motion  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  re- committed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  receiviDg  a  Clause  proyiding  for  the 
repeal  of  so  much  of  any  Act  or  Acts  relating 
to  Parliamentary  Registration  in  Counties  and 
Boroughs  as  makes  the  expenses  of  Overseers 
of  the  Poor  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace  or  Town 
Clerks,  a  legal  charge  upon  the  Local  Rates.*' 
— (iSiV  Massey  Lopes,) 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  has  addressed  himself  to  this  ques- 
tion with  the  ability  that  he  invariably 
shows  whenever  he  bandies  it.  He  has 
emphasized  the  statement  that  he  never 

Sir  Masset/  Lopes 


moved  it  as  a  Party  question.  I  entirely 
admit  the  truth  of  that  allegation ;  but 
I  must  say  if  he  had  moved  it  as  a  Party 
question,  he  would  have  shown  a  very 
great  deficiency  of  that  faculty  of  clear 
sightedness  as  to  the  best  means  of  at- 
taining the  end  he  has  in  view  which 
he  has  invariably  manifested.  But  the 
admission  is  made  at  once.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  to  deal  with  the  speech  and  with 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
I  look  to  the  speech,  I  find  parts 
of  it  which  afford  ground  that  would 
perhaps  provide  the  means  for  an  accom- 
modation. If  I  look  to  some  other  parts 
of  that  speech,  it  is  formidable  indeed. 
For  example,  the  hon.  Gentleman  lays 
down  in  one  part  of  his  speech  this  prin- 
ciple, that  all  charges  which  partake  of 
a  national  character,  as  I  understand 
him,  should  be  met  from  the  Exchequer, 
and  all  charges  which  relate  to  natfonal 
objects  should  be  paid  from  the  Exche- 
quer. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES :  I  did  not  say 
all. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  Sir,  goes 
further  than  his  speech.     I  think  that, 
in  the  former  Motion,  the  doctrine  was 
laid  down  that  charges  having  national 
objects  in  view  ought  to  met  from  the  Ex- 
chequer.   I  want  to  know  how  far  that 
goes,  and  how  much,  if  that  principle  is 
fully  applied,  there  will  be  left  of  charges 
to  be  met  by  the  rates  ?  How  many  charges 
are  there  now  defrayed  from  the  rates 
which  do  not  at  present  assume  a  national 
character  as  regards  their  substance  and 
their  aim.    If  we  take  the  Poor  Law, 
the  greatest  of  them  all,  who  will  deny 
that  the  relief  of  the  poor  is  a  matter  of 
the  deepest  and  most  profound  national 
interest  and  policy?    In  truth.  Sir,  I 
believe  that,  with  the  most  insignificant 
exceptions,  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman goes  to  the  transfer  to  the  Exche- 
quer of  nearly  every  important  item  now 
met  by  local  rates.     That  is  a  very  for- 
midable doctrine,  and  I  differ  entirely 
from  the  hon.  Gentieman  in  his  idea  of 
the  principle  upon  which  the  partition 
has  heretofore  been  made  between  local 
and  national  charges.     I  believe  that 
the  principle,  and  the  wise  principle,  on 
which  the  Legislature  of  this  country 
has  mainly  proceeded,  and  especially  untU 
a  very  recent  period,  was  this — that 
those  charges  should    be  met    locally 
which  could  be  better,  more  econooii- 
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cally,  and  more  effeotiyelj  deaU  with 
looallj  than  if  they  were  made  national 
charges.  That  is  my  contention  in  op- 
position to  the  hon.  Qentleman,  and  I 
am  afraid,  on  the  grounds,  the  very 
broad  grounds,  which  have  been  laid 
down  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
hope  that  I  can  be  reconciled  with  him. 
But  when  I  come  to  other  parts  of  his 
speech,  I  do  not  find  the  same  amount 
of  difference  between  us.  His  doctrine 
is  summed  up  in  a  most  emphatic  pas- 
sage which  bore  this  character.  He 
spoke  of  the  introduction  of  '^the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge ;  "  of  its  being  neces- 
sary for  those  who  think  with  him  to  be 
on  their  guard  against  proposals  made 
from  time  to  time  to  increase  local 
burdens,  and  he  used  these  emphatic 
words — 

**That  the  imposition  of  any  fresh  charge 
upon  the  rates  would  be  a  breach  of  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Oovemment." 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  doctrine  which,  at 
all  events,  lies  within  limits  much  more 
rational  and  much  more  manageable 
and  approachable  than  his  former  pro- 
posals as  to  national  objects.  It  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  say  now,  but  I  will 
Bay  by-and-bye,  what  we  have  done  and 
what,  under  the  circumstances,  we  are 
prepared  to  do  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 
ing the  case  presented  to  us — ^that  no 
new  charge  should  be  by  the  present 
Bill  and  at  the  present  time  laid  upon 
the  rates.  I  reserve  that  for  a  more 
particular  explanation  afterwards.  I 
turn  now  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Motion,  and  I  will  say 
at  once  that  it  is  impossible,  for  reasons 
I  will  presently  give,  to  accept  it.  I 
will  not  dwell  upon  what  may  be  called 
the  argument  of  the  principle  of  this 
matter.  It  was  most  ably  dealt  with 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  a  recent  dis- 
cussion, and  dealt  with  in  a  manner 
which,  I  think,  no  one  has  been  able 
to  cope  with.  The  case  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  I  understand  him,  is 
this.  Realty  is  unjustly  burdened  in 
comparison  with  personalty.  Personalty, 
in  his  view,  owes  a  debt  to  realty. 
I  say,  if  that  is  true — I  am  not  going 
to  argue  it,  nor  am  I  prepared  alto- 
gether to  deny  it — but  I  say  that  if 
personalty  owes  a  debt  to  realty,  let 
|»ersonalty  pay  the  debt  that  it  owes. 
What  does  the  hon.  Gentleman  propose  ? 
He  proposes  to  transfer  charges  from  a 
property  fund — a  fund  which,  according 


to  Lord  Beaconsfield's  estimate,  quoted 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  is  five-sixths  a  pro- 
perty fund,  to  another  fund,  which  is 
two-fifths,  although  I  believe  a  juster 
estimate  would  be  three-fifths — not  a 
property  but  a  labour  fund,  and  that 
debt,  which  he  believes  to  be  due  by 
personalty  to  realty,  he  wants  to  be 
paid,  not  by  personalty,  but  in  the 
main  by  labour.  I  must  say  I  have 
never  felt  that  argument  to  be  just. 
I  am  obliged  to  enter  my  protest 
against  it  as  I  go  along,  although  I 
have  myself,  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  perhaps  not  acted  in  com- 
plete conformity  with  it,  because  I  felt 
that  special  circumstances  might  arise. 
But  there  is  an  inequality — a  lack  of 
justice — in  that  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  question  which,  undoubtedly,  will 
have  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
when  some  general  adjustment  arises. 
As .  to  that  matter  of  general  adjust- 
ment, the  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
day  is  indefinitely  postponedlfor  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  local  government 
and  large  readjustment  of  taxation,  in 
the  only  manner  which  really  satisfies 
justice — namely,  not  by  throwing  the 
burdens  upon  labour,  but  by  adjusting 
the  questions  fairly  between  realty  and 
personalty.  He  says  that  day  is  in- 
definitely postponed.  I  think,  Sir,  if  I 
may  say  so,' it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  charge  us 
with  that  delay.  Our  contention  has 
becA  for  years  past  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  now  got  inadequate  means 
of  dealing  with  its  duties,  and  that  legis- 
lation was  in  lamentable  arrears.  No 
person  has  been  more  earnest  in  press- 
ing these  doctrines  upon  the  House  than 
myself,  and  there  is  not  a  more  grievous 
case  of  arrear  than  this  question  of  local 
government  and  the  readjustment  of 
taxation.  It  has  been  postponed  from 
year  to  year.  It  is  a  grievous  case  even 
as  regards  England  and  Scotland.  It  is 
a  far  more  grievous  case  as  regards  Ire- 
land. But  what  have  we  done  ?  Have 
we  done  nothing  in  consequence  of  that 
opinion  ?  We  have  endeavoured  to  per- 
suade the  House  to  enter  upon  the  re- 
modelling of  its  Procedure,  to  multiply 
its  means  of  action,  and  to  make  other 
arrangements  to  enable  it  to  overtake 
the  arrears ;  and  it  is  an  historical  fact 
that  the  views  entertained  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite — no  doubt,  conscienti- 
ously— have  made  our  task  very  difficult. 
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They  have  steadily  resisted  our  efforts 
at  every  point  in  that  direction.  [**  No, 
no  !  "]  What !  The  faculty  of  contra- 
diction has  been  well  developed  in  that 
portion  of  this  House.  Gentlemen  who 
indulge  their  genius  in  those  cries  can- 
not have  been  in  this  House  in  1882, 
when  all  through  the  Session  we  en- 
deavoured to  make  efforts  in  this  direc- 
tion, and  when  we  found  obstacles  were 
such  that  we  could  make  no  progress,  we 
obtained  an  Autumn  Session,  and  it  was 
only  after  35  days  of  incessant  labour 
that  we  at  length  procured  the  adoption 
of  a  system  merely  initiative,  which 
made  the  most  timid  and  tentative 
efforts  to  introduce  and  carry  the  prin- 
ciple of  devolution,  by  which  alone 
this  question  could  be  grappled  with. 
Surely  it  is  a  matter  of  fact,  no  more 
to  be  denied  than  the  diurnal  motions  of 
the  sun,  that  those  efforts  were  steadily, 
and  no  doubt  conscientiously,  resisted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  that,  in 
consequence,  we  have  never  been  able, 
never  been  allowed,  to  appoint  a  Grand 
Committee  without  its  being  made  a 
subject  of  contest  afresh.  But  what 
happened  in  connection  with  the  Grand 
Committees?  We  have  done,  I  must 
say,  nothing — \_  Opposition  cheers'] — wait 
until  I  finish — excepting  that  we  have 
proved  the  capacities  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  cope  with  the  overwork.  That, 
at  least,  has  been  proved  satisfactorily  in 
practice.  The  day  will  come,  in  our 
opinion,  when  this  system  will  be  largely 
and  effectively  adopted ;  and  I  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  it  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  if  this  question  of  devo- 
lution and  reform  of  Procedure  had  been 
accepted  and  acted  upon,  this  subject 
of  local  government  and  re-adjustment 
of  local  taxation  would  have  been  settled 
on  a  large  scale,  and  would  have  been 
the  law  of  the  land  at  this  moment. 
Therefore.  I  hold  that  it  is  not  our- 
selves who  must  take  the  responsibility 
for  the  delay  which  has  occurred.  We 
ascribe  it  to  the  unfortunate  error  of 
hon.  Members  opposite — and  I  am  afraid 
it  is  not  the  only  case  of  error  into  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  fallen  in 
offering  steady  resistance  to  our  at- 
tempts at  effecting  a  reformation.  I 
pass  from  the  question  of  delay,  and  I 
pass  from  the  question  of  principle.  We 
do  not  wish  to  fight  this  question  as  one 
of  principle,  because  we  ourselves  have 
already  made  a  concession  which  puts  an 
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end  to  the  principle.  We  are  not,  there- 
fore, going  to  contest  this  matter  as  one 
depending  upon  any  principle  of  ab- 
stract justice,  but  rather  upon  those 
mixed  considerations  to  which  a  Go- 
vernment must  often  have  recourse. 
Having  said  that  I  now  come  to  the  two 
propositions  which  I  have  to  lay  before 
the  House.  I  have,  in  the  first  place,  to 
state  to  the  House  frankly,  clearly,  and 
as  strongly  as  I  can,  that  I  cannot  ac- 
cept the  Motion  of  .the  hon.  Baronet; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  I  have  to  show 
to  the  House  what  it  is  that  we  can  do 
and  will  do  which  will  make  a  con- 
siderable approximation  to  the  more 
moderate  and  limited  portion  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Baronet,  with  the  ob- 
ject of  satisfying,  if  we  can,  the  general 
sentiment,  and  of  facilitating  the  attain- 
ment of  a  great  Constitutional  settlement 
— that  is,  the  settlement  of  the  Acts  for 
the  better  representation  of  the  people, 
to  which  the  Begistration  Act  essentially 
belongs.  We  have  been  labouring  at 
this  as  the  main  object  of  our  domestic 
legislation  for  more  than  a  year,  and  we 
have  entered  into  engagements  connected 
with  that  object,  which  we  will  not  fail 
in  endeavouring  to  give  the  fullest  effect 
to,  not  only  in  the  mere  letter  of  those 
engagements,  but  in  their  spirit.  We 
are  bound  by  those  engagements  not 
only  to  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Bill,  but  also  to 
secure  the  passing  of  the  Kegistration 
Bill,  and  of  the  remaining  Bill,  the 
passing  of  which  will  be  absolutely  re- 
quisite, in  order  to  bring  about,  at  the 
proper  time,  a  General  Election.  I  am 
not  contradicted  in  making  that  state- 
ment, and  therefore  I  may  assume  that 
I  have  stated  a  case  which  is  undis- 
puted. That  is  to  say,  that  we  are  en- 
gaged to  pass  the  Representation  Bill — 
the  passing  of  which  is,  at  least,  now 
hopeful,  if  not  certain — and  the  Begis- 
tration  Bill,  and  a  short  Bill,  which 
cannot  be  the  subject  of  difference  in 
detail,  to  bring  about  a  General  Election 
at  the  latter  part  of  the  autumn  of  this 
year.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  engage- 
ments into  which  we  have  entered  with 
regard  to  this  subject— that  is  the  pur- 
pose which  we  have  before  us,  and  it  is 
one  with  regard  to  which  the  country 
ought  not  to  1)0  disappointed.  The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet,  however,  is 
altogether  inconsistent  with  the  fulfil- 
ment of  that  purpose ;  and  the  reason  is 
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not  because  it  goes  beyond  our  views, 
or  because  we  have  doubts  as  to  the 
principle  upon  which  it  rests,  but  be- 
cause it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 
take  up  the  complex  and  difficult  task 
it  would  impose  upon  us  compatibly 
with  our  carrying  out  the  great  engage- 
ments to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
Let  me  point  out  to  the  House  how  that 
incompatibility  is  to  be  shown ;  and  here 
let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the 
second  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  an 
improvement  upon  the  first.  The  first 
Motion  might,  it  is  conceivable,  have 
been  dealt  with  by  some  proposal  of  a 
general  or  modified  character ;  but  now 
the  hon.  Baronet  goes  right  into  the 
heart  of  the  old  system  of  registration, 
and  requires  us,  by  positive  Eesolution 
of  the  House,  to  introduce  into  the  Be- 
distribution  Bill  a  clause  which  is  to 
repeal  parts  of  every  Act  of  Psurliament 
which  imposes  registration  charges  in 
any  form  upon  the  local  rates.  Has  the 
hon.  Baronet  considered  well  the  mean- 
ing of  the  proposal  which  he  makes? 
The  registration  system  of  this  country 
depends  not  only  upon  a  number  of 
complicated  Acts  of  Parliament,  but  the 
subject  of  registration  is  so  greatly 
mixed  up  with  other  subjects  that  it 
would  be  totally  impossible,  by  any  brief 
or  simple  method,  to  effect  its  separa- 
tion from  them. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  object  might  be 
effected  by  the  repeal  of  only  three  sec- 
tions. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  never  said 
there  were  such  a  multitude  of  sections 
that  a  clause  would  not  repeal  them. 
But  the  important  question  is,  what  the 
repeal  of  the  existing  law  upon  the  sub- 
ject would  leave  behind  it?  It  would 
involve  a  total  reconstruction  of  our 
whole  system  of  registration  as  it  now 
exists  by  law.  And  what  does  that 
mean  ?  How  is  our  present  registration 
system  worked?  Why,  it  is  worked 
through  over  16,000  officers,  who  are 
local  officers  appointed  by  the  Local 
Authorities  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  that  those  local  officers,  so  ap- 
pointed by  the  different  Local  Autho- 
rities, should  be  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  How  is  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  to  control  the  charges  which 
such  officers  may  make  ?  On  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  bythe  hon.  Baronet's  Mo- 
tion, we  should  have  no  right  to  do  that 


— ^he  makes  no  provision  for  the  reason- 
ableness of  those  charges,  and  he  makes 
no  provision  for  checking  those  charges. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES :  The  Revising 
Barristers,  who  are  the  officers  of  the 
Government,  would  check  them. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Revising 
Barristers  are  not  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment— they  are  merely  responsible 
to  the  Judge.  The  hon.  Baronet  ap- 
pears to  suppose  that  charges  for  Par- 
liamentary registration  are  altogether 
separate  from  charges  for  other  work, 
but  they  are  nothing  of  the  kind ;  they 
are  mixed  up  inextricably  with  charges . 
for  wholly  distinct  work,  such  as  those 
for  municipal  registration  and  for  the 
preparation  of  the  jury  lists.  But  the 
matter  does  not  stop  there — the  over- 
seers are  local  officers,  the  assistant 
overseers  have  salaries  paid  them — they 
do  not  receive  so  much  for  registration, 
so  much  for  this  duty,  and  so  much  for 
that  duty ;  but  they  are  paid  upon  the 
aggregate  of  their  complex  duties.  How, 
therefore,  does  the  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
pose to  legislate,  when  he  says  all  these 
registration  charges  are  to  be  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  ?  That 
leads  me  to  the  conclusion  which  will 
be  obvious  to  the  House.  Li  order  to 
carry  out  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's Motion,  the  Government  would 
have  to  undertake  a  large,  a  difficult, 
and  an  elaborate  inquiry  into  a  multi- 
tude of  details  which  would  require  an 
amount  of  time,  which  I  cannot  define, 
but  a  minimum  of  time  which  would 
compel  them  to  postpone  for  many 
months  the  giving  effect  to  the  large 
arrangement  that  has  been  entered  into, 
and  under  which  the  law  relating  to  the 
representation  of  the  people  has  been 
remodelled.  This  is  no  obstinate  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  join  issue  unnecessarily 
upon  financial  and  economical  points 
with  hon.  Members  opposite,  with  whom 
we  have  had  a  satisfactory  and  hearty 
co-operation  with  regard  to  the  Repre- 
sentation of  the  People  Bill ;  but  we 
have  entered  into  a  compact,  and  with 
that  compact  we  are  determined  to  go 
forward.  I  know  that  there  is  not  in 
the  letter  of  that  compact  any  obligation 
to  bring  about  a  Dissolution  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment ;  but  that  obli- 
gation is  included  in  its  spirit,  and  it  is 
vital  to  the  success  of  the  measure  itself 
that  it  should  be  fulfilled.    Those  who 
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They  have  steadily  resisfced  our  efiforfcs 
at  every  point  in  that  direction.  [**  No, 
no  !  "]  What !  The  faculty  of  contra- 
diction has  been  well  developed  in  that 
portion  of  this  House.  Gentlemen  who 
indulge  their  genius  in  those  cries  can- 
not have  been  in  this  House  in  1882, 
when  all  through  the  Session  we  en- 
deavoured to  make  efforts  in  this  direc- 
tion, and  when  we  found  obstacles  were 
such  that  we  could  make  no  progress,  we 
obtained  an  Autumn  Session,  and  it  was 
only  after  35  days  of  incessant  labour 
that  we  at  length  procured  the  adoption 
of  a  system  merely  initiative,  which 
made  the  most  timid  and  tentative 
efforts  to  introduce  and  carry  the  prin- 
ciple of  devolution,  by  which  alone 
this  question  could  be  grappled  with. 
Surely  it  is  a  matter  of  fact,  no  more 
to  be  denied  than  the  diurnal  motions  of 
the  sun,  that  those  efforts  were  steadily, 
and  no  doubt  conscientiously,  resisted 
by  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite,  and  that,  in 
consequence,  we  have  never  been  able, 
never  been  allowed,  to  appoint  a  Grand 
Committee  without  its  being  made  a 
subject  of  contest  afresh.  But  what 
happened  in  connection  with  the  Grand 
Committees?  We  have  done,  I  must 
say,  nothing — \_Oppo8ttion  cheers'] — wait 
until  I  finish— excepting  that  we  have 
proved  the  capacities  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  cope  with  the  overwork.  That, 
at  least,  has  been  proved  satisfactorily  in 
practice.  The  day  will  come,  in  our 
opinion,  when  this  system  will  be  largely 
and  effectively  adopted ;  and  I  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  it  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  if  this  question  of  devo- 
lution and  reform  of  Procedure  had  been 
accepted  and  acted  upon,  this  subject 
of  local  government  and  re-adjustment 
of  local  taxation  would  have  been  settled 
on  a  large  scale,  and  would  have  been 
the  law  of  the  land  at  this  moment. 
Therefore,  I  hold  that  it  is  not  our- 
selves who  must  take  the  responsibility 
for  the  delay  which  has  occurred.  We 
ascribe  it  to  the  unfortunate  error  of 
hon.  Members  opposite — and  I  am  afraid 
it  is  not  the  only  case  of  error  into  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  fallen  in 
offering  steady  resistance  to  our  at- 
tempts at  effecting  a  reformation.  I 
pass  from  the  question  of  delay,  and  I 
pass  from  the  question  of  principle.  We 
do  not  wish  to  fight  this  question  as  one 
of  principle,  because  we  ourselves  have 
already  made  a  concession  which  puts  an 
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end  to  the  principle.  We  are  not,  there- 
fore, going  to  contest  this  matter  as  one 
depending  upon  any  principle  of  ab- 
stract justice,  but  rather  upon  those 
mixed  considerations  to  which  a  Go- 
vernment must  often  have  recourse. 
Having  said  that  I  now  come  to  the  two 
propositions  which  I  have  to  lay  before 
the  House.  I  have,  in  the  first  place,  to 
state  to  the  House  frankly,  clearly,  and 
as  strongly  as  I  can,  that  I  cannot  ac- 
cept the  Motion  of  .the  hon.  Baronet; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  I  have  to  show 
to  the  House  what  it  is  that  we  can  do 
and  will  do  which  will  make  a  con- 
siderable approximation  to  the  more 
moderate  and  limited  portion  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Baronet,  with  the  ob- 
ject of  satisfying,  if  we  can,  the  general 
sentiment,  and  of  facilitating  the  attain- 
ment of  a  great  Constitutional  settlement 
— that  is,  the  settlement  of  the  Acts  for 
the  better  representation  of  the  people, 
to  which  the  Begistration  Act  essentially 
belongs.  We  have  been  labouring  at 
this  as  the  main  object  of  our  domestic 
legislation  for  more  than  a  year,  and  we 
have  entered  into  engagements  connected 
with  that  object,  which  we  will  not  fail 
in  endeavouring  to  give  the  fullest  effect 
to,  not  only  in  the  mere  letter  of  those 
engagements,  but  in  their  spirit.  We 
are  bound  by  those  engagements  not 
only  to  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bepre- 
sentation  of  the  People  Bill,  but  also  to 
secure  the  passing  of  the  Begistration 
Bill,  and  of  the  remaining  Bill,  the 
passing  of  which  will  be  absolutely  re- 
quisite, in  order  to  bring  about,  at  the 
proper  time,  a  General  Election.  I  am 
not  contradicted  in  making  that  state- 
ment, and  therefore  I  may  assume  that 
I  have  stated  a  case  which  is  undis- 
puted. That  is  to  say,  that  we  are  en- 
gaged to  pass  the  Bepresentation  Bill — 
the  passing  of  which  is,  at  least,  now 
hopeful,  if  not  certain — and  the  Begis* 
tration  Bill,  and  a  short  Bill,  which 
cannot  be  the  subject  of  difference  ia 
detail,  to  bring  about  a  General  Election 
at  the  latter  part  of  the  autumn  of  this 
year.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  engage- 
ments into  which  we  have  entered  with, 
regard  to  this  subject — that  is  the  pur- 
pose which  we  have  before  us,  and  it  is 
one  with  regard  to  which  the  country 
ought  not  to  be  disappointed.  The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet,  however,  is 
altogether  inconsistent  with  the  falfiU 
ment  of  that  purpose ;  and  the  reason  ia 
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not  because  it  goes  beyond  our  views, 
or  because  we  have  doubts  as  to  the 
principle  upon  which  it  rests,  but  be- 
cause it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 
take  up  the  complex  and  difficult  task 
it  would  impose  upon  us   compatibly 
with  our  carrying  out  the  great  engage- 
ments to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
Let  me  point  out  to  the  House  how  that 
incompatibility  is  to  be  shown ;  and  here 
let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the 
second  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  an 
improvement  upon  the  first.      The  first 
Motion  might,  it  is  conceivable,  have 
been  dealt  with  by  some  proposal  of  a 
general  or  modified  character ;  but  now 
the  hon.  Baronet  goes  right  into  the 
heart  of  the  old  system  of  registration, 
and  requires  us,  by  positive  Eesolution 
of  the  House,  to  introduce  into  the  Be- 
distribution  Bill  a  clause  which  is  to 
repeal  parts  of  eveiy  Act  of  Parliament 
which  imposes  registration  charges  in 
any  form  upon  the  local  rates.     Has  the 
hon.  Baronet  considered  well  the  mean- 
ing of  the  proposal  which  he  makes  ? 
The  registration  system  of  this  country 
depends  not  only  upon  a  number  of 
complicated  Acts  of  Parliament,  but  the 
subject  of   registration    is    so    greatly 
mixed  up  vrith  other  subjects  that  it 
would  be  totally  impossible,  by  any  brief 
or  simple  method,  to  effect  its  separa- 
tion from  them. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  object  might  be 
effected  by  the  repeal  of  only  three  sec- 
tiona. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  never  said 
there  were  such  a  multitude  of  sections 
that  a  dause  would  not  repeal  them. 
But  the  important  question  is,  what  the 
repeal  of  the  existing  law  upon  the  sab- 
ject  would  leave  behind  it  ?  It  would 
involve  a  total  reconstruction  of  our 
whole  system  of  registration  as  it  now 
exists  by  law.  Aud  what  does  that 
mean  ?  How  is  our  present  registration 
system  worked?  Why,  it  is  worked 
through  over  16,000  officers,  who  are 
local  officers  appointed  by  the  Local 
Anthorities  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  that  those  local  officers,  so  ap- 
pointed by  the  different  Local  Autho- 
rities, should  be  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  How  is  the  Consoli- 
dated Fond  to  control  the  charges  which 
such  officers  may  make  ?  On  the  prin- 
ce laid  down  by^the  hon.  Baronet's  Mo- 
wsL,  we  should  have  no  right  to  do  that 


— ^he  makes  no  provision  for  the  reason- 
ableness of  those  charges,  and  he  makes 
no  provision  for  checking  those  charges. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES :  The  Revising 
Barristers,  who  are  the  officers  of  the 
Government,  would  check  them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  Revising 
Barristers  are  not  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment— they  are  merely  responsible 
to  the  Judge.  The  hon.  Baronet  ap- 
pears to  suppose  that  charges  for  Par- 
liamentary registration  are  altogether 
separate  from  charges  for  other  work, 
but  they  are  nothing  of  the  kind ;  they 
are  mixed  up  inextricably  with  charges . 
for  wholly  distinct  work,  such  as  those 
for  municipal  registration  and  for  the 
preparation  of  the  jury  lists.  But  the 
matter  does  not  stop  there — the  over- 
seers are  local  officers,  the  assistant 
overseers  have  salaries  paid  them — they 
do  not  receive  so  much  for  registration, 
so  much  for  this  duty,  and  so  much  for 
that  duty ;  but  they  are  paid  upon  the 
aggregate  of  their  complex  duties.  How, 
therefore,  does  the  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
pose to  legislate,  when  he  says  all  these 
registration  charges  are  to  be  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  ?  That 
leads  me  to  the  conclusion  which  will 
be  obvious  to  the  House.  Li  order  to 
carry  out  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's Motion,  the  Government  would 
have  to  undertake  a  large,  a  difficult, 
and  an  elaborate  inquiry  into  a  multi- 
tude of  details  which  would  require  an 
amount  of  time,  which  I  cannot  define, 
but  a  minimum  of  time  which  would 
compel  them  to  postpone  for  many 
months  the  giving  effect  to  the  large 
arrangement  that  has  been  entered  into, 
and  under  which  the  law  relating  to  the 
representation  of  the  people  has  been 
remodelled.  This  is  no  obstinate  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  join  issue  unnecessarily 
upon  financial  and  economical  points 
with  hon.  Members  opposite,  with  whom 
we  have  had  a  satisfactory  and  hearty 
co-operation  with  regard  to  the  Repre- 
sentation of  the  People  Bill;  but  we 
have  entered  into  a  compact,  and  with 
that  compact  we  are  determined  to  go 
forward.  I  know  that  there  is  not  in 
the  letter  of  that  compact  any  obligation 
to  bring  about  a  Dissolution  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment ;  but  that  obli- 
gation is  included  in  its  spirit,  and  it  is 
vital  to  the  success  of  the  measure  itself 
that  it  should  be  fulfilled.    Those  who 
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have  examined  the  subject,  and  who 
are  aware  of  the  large  understanding 
into  which  we  have  entered,  know  that 
we  are  bound,  not  only  by  general  prin- 
ciples, but  by  convictions  and  principles 
which  have  been  expressed  in  confi- 
dence, to  give  this  new  vast  constituency 
about  to  be  added  to  the  old  an  oppor- 
tunity at  the  first  moment  we  can,  under 
the  arrangements  which  we  are  making, 
of  exercising  the  franchise  which  has 
been  conferred  upon  them.  Let  it  be 
well  understood  that  I  will  not  venture 
upon  all  the  details  necessary  to  develop 
fully  the  proposition  I  have  laid  down ; 
but  that  proposition,  in  general  terms, 
is  this — that  the  question  of  arranging 
the  relations  between  the  Government 
and  the  vast  multitude  of  local  officers 
who  now  stand  upon  a  totally  different 
footing,  and  of  providing  channels 
through  which  a  large  sum  of  public 
money — estimated  by  an  hon.  Member 
at  £500,000  a-year,  and  quite  certain, 
in  my  judgment,  to  exceed  that  sum  if 
the  amount  of  charges  be  left  to  those 
Local  Authorities,  and  if  the  function  of 
the  State  be  reduced  to  that  of  paying — 
can  only  be  done  by  a  careful  and  well- 
considered  measure.  That  careful  and 
well-considered  measure  cannot  possibly 
be  made  a  portion  of  the  present  Begis- 
tration  Bill.  As  we  will  not  consent  to 
break  up  the  great  arrangement  thus 
far  prosperously  advanced  with  respect 
to  tne  representation  of  the  people,  and 
as  we  conceive  that,  without  breaking 
up  that  arrangement,  it  is  impossible  to 
give  effect  to  the  hon.  Baronet's  Besolu- 
tion — for  I  presume  he  does  not  mean 
there  is  to  be  no  provision  at  all  for 
Parliamentary  registration — he  casts 
upon  us  the  framing  of  a  system  which 
cannot  be  framed  in  the  time  laid  down, 
which  has  been  run  pretty  nearly  to  the 
last  sands,  and  which  we  cannot  under- 
take to  frame.  That  is  my  case  as 
regards  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
But,  as  I  have  said  before,  we  have 
already  made  one  step  in  the  direction 
in  which  that  Motion  points,  and  we  are 
prepared  to  take  another  in  the  same 
direction.  We  must  reserve  the  general 
subject  of  the  final  decision  of  &e  im- 
portant question  whether  the  registra- 
tion charges  are  in  toto  hereafter  to  be 
placed  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  and 
with  that  reservation  I  will  now  under- 
take to  state  to  the  House  what  is  the 
further  step  that  we  propose  to  take  in 
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this  matter.  The  hon.  Baronet  has  laid 
the  ground  for  us  in  objecting  to  the 
introduction,  in  connection  with  this  or 
any  Bill,  of  new  charges  upon  the  rates. 
What  we  are  prepared  to  do  is  to  meet 
what  he  has  said  with  regard  to  over« 
seers  by  an  attempt,  at  any  rate,  to 
make  an  allowance  which  will  meet  the 
amount  of  charge  due  to  the  excess  of 
labour  about  to  be  imposed  by  Uie  Fran- 
chise and  Bedistribution  Acts.  The 
excess  of  cost  arising  out  of  that  will 
be  the  basis  of  the  proposal  which  we 
intend  to  make.  For  this  year  it  will 
assume  this  form — that  we  shall  impose 
on  the  Exchequer  by  means  of  Votes  for 
England  and  Scotland  and  as  regards 
Lreland  by  another  machinery,  an  esti- 
mated additional  charge  caused  by  the 
Franchise  Act  besides  the  2d.  lot  each 
name  on  the  Begister  that  we  have  already 
promised  to  the  county  funds  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  We  consider  that 
many  weighty  considerations  have  been 
urged  for  a  grant  in  respect  of  county 
parochial  expenses  which,  we  admit| 
will  be  much  increased.  In  boroughs, 
I  may  say,  there  will  not  be  a  sensible 
increase.  The  position  in  which  we 
propose  to  stand  is  to  meet  at  the  pre- 
sent time  the  increase  growing  out  of 
the  Act.  That  may  involve  an  allow- 
ance such  as  I  shall  describe.  We  esti- 
mate an  increase  at  another  2d.  per 
name  upon  the  Begister  so  far  as  the 
county  franchise  is  concerned  in  Eng- 
land. The  same  principle  will  be  ap- 
plied to  Scotland,  and  we  are  prepared 
to  add  to  the  £20,000  already  promised 
another  £20,000  for  England  and  a 
corresponding  sum  for  Scotland  to  meet 
the  additionid  charge.  Ghreat  adminis- 
trative difficulties  were  pointed  out  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  the  way  of  making  payments 
to  16,000  overseers;  and  we  nave  pre- 
pared a  plan  for  meeting  this  difficult 
upon  the  basis  we  have  described,  whiea 
is  a  basis  of  our  own  estimate  of  what 
may  be  a  fair  allowance,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  be  made  in  the  present 
year.  As  regards  the  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  overseers,  we  propose  that 
the  total  sums  to  be  paid  for  all  the 
parishes  in  a  Union  shall  be  sent  to  the 
treasurer  of  the  Union,  the  deris  of  the 
Guardians  at  the  same  time  being  in- 
formed of  the  proportional  amount  to 
which  each  of  the  panaheswill  beentitled^ 
and  the  Ghiaidians  being  requesled  to 
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oaose  the  several  parishes  to  be  credited 
irith  the    sums    thus  paid.     By   this 
arrangement  the  trouble  and  expense  of 
zziaking  separate  payments  to  the  over- 
seers of  the  parishes  will  be  avoided, 
whilst  each  parish  will  have  its  contri- 
bution to  the  Union  reduced   by    the 
amount   repaid    by    the    Qovernment. 
Tliat  is  an  equitable  and  a  simple  sys- 
tem which  may  be  adjusted  by  a  Vote 
of  this  House,  and  which  will  not  be 
liable  to  those  fatal  delays  which  would 
be  caused  by  any  attempt  to  legislate 
seriously  on    this   subject    during  the 
present  year.     In  order  that  there  may 
be    no    misunderstanding    as    to   the 
amount  with  which  a  parish  is  to  be 
credited  in  consequence  of  the  grant,  we 
propose  to  inform  the  overseers  of  each 
parish  of  the  amount  paid  to  the  trea- 
surer of  the  Union  with  a  view  to  its 
being  placed  to  the  credit  of  their  parish. 
Thus  they  will,   so  to  speak,   have  a 
security  as   against  the   Union.    This 
arrangement  will  render  it  unnecessary 
for  the  Department  to  undertake   the 
Herculean  and  probably  the  impossible 
labour  of   obtaining  receipts  from   all 
those  16,000  overseers.     So  much  for 
the  case  of  England.    In  Scotland  there 
will  be  the  same  increase  in  the  pro- 
posed  grant,  and  there  no  additional 
difficulty  will  be  caused. 

Mr.  G0H8T :  I  understand  that  no 
part  of  that  grant  will  go  to  boroughs. 
Kb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  stated 
already  that  the  principle  on  which  we 
proceed  is  to  meet  serious  additional 
cost,  and  as  far  as  we  are  aware  there 
is  no  serious  additional  cost  in  boroughs. 
Therefore,  we  shall  get  on  a  different 
basis  if  we  include  boroughs. 

Mb.  pell  inquired  whether  the  pro- 
posed subvention  would  be  given  only 
u  reepeet  of  new  names  added  to  the 
Begister  in  consequence  of  the  new 
franchise,  or  to  all  names  on  the  Be- 
gister? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  we 
€ould  not  conveniently  draw  that  dis- 
tiietion,  and  consequently  the  form  of 
the  subvention  is  so  much  per  name  on 
ih»  whole  Begister ;  but  tins  is  our  con- 
tnbution  in  regard  to  the  new  labour  to 
be  imposed.  I  come  now  to  the  case  of 
bdand,  which  is  different  in  various  re- 
spects, and  in  this  respect  above  all 
otikeiB — ^that  the  addition  about  to  be 
made  to  the  Irish  constituencies  extends 
as  largdj,  ox^  at  all  events,  very  largely 


indeed,  to  boroughs  as  well  as  to  cotm- 
ties,  and  consequently  that  the  principle 
of  meeting  increased  cost  must  be  ap- 
pled  to  boroughs  in  Ireland.  I  will  go 
one  step  further  and  say  that  the  total 
augmentation  of  the  constituencies  in  Ire- 
land relatively  to  the  population  will  be, 
I  think,  very  considerably  larger  than  in 
England  and  Scotland.  Therefore,  the 
new  labour  will  be  larger.  Another 
point  in  the  case  of  Ireland  is  this — that 
a  precedent  was  set  for  us  in  1868,  when 
remuneration  was  given  out  of  moneys 
provided  by  Parliament  to  the  officers 
employed  in  the  work  of  registration — 
namely,  to  Clerks  of  Unions,  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  and  Town  Clerks.  The 
amount  was  £6,000  in  1868,  and,  with 
reference  to  the  fruit  produced  in  the 
addition  to  the  constituencies,  I  think  it 
was  a  liberal  amount.  We  now  esti- 
mate that  the  number  of  voters  likely 
to  be  added  to  the  Irish  registration 
under  the  operation  of  this  Act  is  no 
fewer  than  500,000. 

Mr.  PABNELL  asked  what  dass  of 
voters  that  £6,000  was  provided  for  the 
registration  of  in  1868  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  think 
it  was  confined  to  a  particular  dass  of 
voters.  The  reason  why  I  have  quoted 
it  as  a  precedent  is  that  the  basis  of  the 
Vote  was  just  the  same  as  that  upon 
which  we  are  now  proposing  to  pro- 
ceed. The  aim  was  to  accelerate  the 
registration  and  to  make  it  run  smoothly, 
so  as  not  to  delay  the  attainment  of  a 
great  national  object. 

Mb.  sexton  inquired  whether  the 
grant  was  confined  to  the  counties  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  was  not 
confined  in  any  way  to  the  counties. 
There  is,  however,  one  other  distinctive 
point  in  the  case  of  Ireland  which  I 
ought  to  mention.  In  England  and 
Scotland  we  have  only  to  deal  with 
officers  now  known  to  the  law  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject,  and  who  now 
discharge  functions  belonging  to  the 
subject  of  registration ;  but  in  Ireland 
we  have  a  new  class  of  officers — ^namely, 
the  rate  collectors,  for  whom,  of  course, 
payment  must  be  provided,  and  it  is 
more  expensive  to  impose  new  duties 
upon  officers  who  have  previously  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  them. 
Without  entering  into  details,  I  think  I 
may  say  that  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  Ireland  will  be  found  to  be  on  the 
same  general  principle  of  equity  as  those 
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with  respect  to  England  and  Scotland ; 
but  it  includes  an  item  with  regard  to  a 
new  class  of  oflficers  with  which  we  have 
not  to  deal  in  England  and  Scotland. 
Having  regard  to  the  work  to  be  done, 
and  the  desirableness  of  its  being  readily 
and  well  done,  it  is  considered  that  a 
sum  not  exceeding  £15,000 maybe  paid 
to  the  officers  named  in  respect  of  their 
new  and  additional  duties  during  1885. 
I  think  I  have  shown  where  we  can  get 
a  clear  and  definite  ground  of  action — 
namely,  in  paying  on  a  fair  computation 
for  the  new  duties  to  be  performed — and 
at  the  same  time  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded,  before  the  House  has  again  to 
consider  the  question,  for  an  endeavour 
to  devise  a  sound  system  of  dealing  with 
the  question  at  large.  That,  I  think,  is 
all  I  need  lay  before  the  House  upon 
this  occasion.  I  trust  the  House  will  be 
disposed  to  recognize  the  spirit  of  mode- 
ration in  which  we  have  endeavoured  to 
proceed.  We  thought  it  our  duty  to 
prefer  the  greater  public  good  to  the 
smaller.  If  we  had  preferred  the 
smaller  to  the  greater,  we  might  have 
adopted  a  basis  more  clearly  defined. 
But  the  great  object  we  have  in  view  is 
not  to  disappoint  in  any  way  the  hopes 
of  the  people,  or  to  defer  the  accom- 
plishment of  the  great  work  in  which  we 
have  been  engaged.  It  is  upon  that 
basis  that  we  make  these  recommenda- 
tions to  the  House.  We  meet  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  fairly  as  regards 
the  more  moderate  and  more  limited 
view  of  the  case  which  he  was  content 
to  present  to  us  as  his  main  and  car- 
dinal object ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  hope  the  propositions  we 
have  made,  though  not  embodied  in 
any  Motion,  may  receive  the  approval 
of  the  House. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
The  great  powers  of  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  are  never  more  conspicuous  than 
when  he  has  to  maintain  an  untenable 
position,  by  imputing  intentions  to  his 
opponents  which  they  do  not  recognize 
as  their  own,  and  making  historical 
statements  the  accuracy  of  which  we 
cannot  admit.  On  those  occasions  he 
can  make  mountains  out  of  molehills  in 
order  to  induce  the  House  to  consider 
as  difficulties  those  precise  objections  to 
which  his  own  proposition  is  at  least  as 
liable  as  anything  recommended  on  this 
aide  of  the  House.  I  will  not  attempt 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
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the  earlier  part  of  his  speech  except  to 
say  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Devonshire  has  never  proposed 
or  contemplated  the  placing  of  all  local 
burdens  upon  the  National  Exchequer. 
He  recognizes  as  fully  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  certain  taxation  must  be 
local  in  its  administration  and  in  the 
way  in  which  it  is  levied.    All  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  contended  for  in  this 
matter  is  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  himself  admitted  —  that  personalty 
owes  a  debt  to  realty,  and    that  this 
question  cannot  be  settled  until  that 
debt  is  paid.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man imputed  it  to  the  fault  of  this  side 
of  the  House  that  this  question  had  never 
been  dealt  with  by  the  present  Parlia- 
ment.    When  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  asked  for  an  increase  of  the  powers 
vested  in  the  Chair  for  the  regulation 
of    debate,    they    practically   obtained 
from  this  House  all  the  powers  which 
they  asked  for.    If  the  result  has  not 
been  satisfactory,  it  is  because   their 
proposals   were  not  framed  in  a  way 
to  meet  the  difficulty,  rather  than  from 
any  alterations  which  were  made  at  the 
instance  of  the  Opposition.    This  is  not 
the  time  to  enlarge  upon  the  general 
question  of  local  taxation.    The  point  at 
issue  is  a  small  one— namely,  whether 
in  what  remains  of  the   time  of  this 
Parliament  the  debt  from  personal  to 
real  property  shall  in  any  way  be  paid ; 
or  whether,  on  the  contrary,  the  pro* 
posal  of  the  Government  which  would 
increase  instead  of  diminishing  that  debt 
shall  be  accepted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons f    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
conceded  the  principle  contended  for  bj 
my  hon.  Friend  so  far  as  to  promise 
that  the  expenses  of  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
and  other  county  officers  shall    be   a 
charge  upon  the  Exchequer,  and  that 
with  regurd  to  these  officers  the  legisla- 
tion of  mis  year  shall  not  impose  any  new 
charge  upon  the  rates.    But  he  does  not 
carry  that  principle  into  complete  effect ; 
for  if   he  did  so,  by  recognizing  the 
debt  due  from  personalty  to  realty,  we 
should  completely  settle  the  question* 
so  that  what  is  a  national  charge  would 
be  imposed  entirely  upon  the  National 
Exchequer.      My    hon.  Friend   would 
never  for  a  moment  accept  as  a  fair 
settlement  a  proposal  whidi,   while    it 
meets  these  new  charges  in  the  coonties, 
does  nothing  whatever  to  relieve  the 
ratepayers  <»  boroughs.    The  ri^t  hon* 
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Gentleman  dwelt  upon  the  impossibility 
of  passing  these  Eegistration  Bills  in 
dne  time  if  this  matter  were  thoroughly 
dealt  with.  We  say  that  it  would  be  per- 
fectly possible  to  proceed  with  this  legis- 
lation as  rapidly  as  might  be  required, 
and  settle  the  question  in  ample  time  for 
the  work  of  this  year.     The  right  hen. 
Gentleman  has  contended  that  without 
legislation  of  a  complex  nature  it  would 
be  impossible  to  make  such  an  alteration 
in  the  law  as  would  impose  these  charges 
upon  the  Exchequer;    but  he    himself 
proposes  to  impose  upon  the  Exchequer 
a  part  of  these  expenses  by  a  far  more 
difficult  and  complex  arrangement  than 
if  he  imposed  the  whole.    It  would  be 
perfectly  possible,  by  putting  a  single 
clause  in  the  Bill,  to   provide  for  the 
repayment    by    the    Treasury    to    the 
different  Boards  of  Guardians  and  Local 
Authorities   in  the  country  of  all  the 
expenses  incurred  in  this  matter  of  re- 
gistration, precisely  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposes  with  regard 
to  a  part.     "Why  does  he  require  any 
greater  check  upon  the  expenditure  than 
that  which  at  present  exists,  and  which 
is  as  great  a  check  as  any  which  can 
be    enacted    by    Parliament — namely, 
the  allowance  by  the  Hevising  Barristers, 
who  are  certainly  not   officers  of  the 
Local  Authorities,  of  the  expenses  of  re- 
gistration ?  Keally ,  I  think  that  in  making 
this  proposal    the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
num  has  answered  his  own  objections. 
I  win  only  say  with  regard  to  the  re- 
maining points  that  there  is  nothing 
more  remarkable  in  the  further  con- 
cesoon  made  by  the  Government  than 
the  way    in   which    Great   Britain    is 
treated  as  compared  with  Ireland.    I 
should  like   to   know,  if  the  proposal 
to  grant  £15,000  a-year  for  the  expenses 
of  registration  in  Ireland,  which  now, 
from  the  Poor  Law  Eeturns,    appear 
scarcely  ever  to  exceed  £10,000,  is  equit- 
able, why  no  more  than  £20,000  a-year 
should  be  granted  to  England  for  the 
•ame  purpose  ?  [Sir  Charles  "W.  Dilke  : 
£40,000.  J  Even  then  there  is  an  enormous 
discrepancy,  for  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
niaa  refers  to  the  Betum  of  the  Local 
Ooremment  Board  he  will  find  that  the 
ptes0&t  expenditure  on  registration  in 
Enghmd  is  more  than  £100,000.  Every- 
one knows  that  under  the  new  legislation 
this  expenditure  will  be  increased  in  all 
the  English  counties  as  much  as  in  the 
Irish  coontieB.  Bat  the  great  ob j  ection  to 

YOL.  CCXOVIU.    [thibd  semes.] 


the  proposal  is  that  it  does  not  com- 
pletely recognize  as  a  national  burden 
that  which  in  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  ought  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  National  Exchequer,  and  that, 
so  far  as  he  does  recognize  it,  he  does 
nothing  whatever  for  the  more  heavily 
burdened  classes  of  ratepayers  in  the 
boroughs.  Therefore,  I  trust  my  hon. 
Friend  will  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  his  Resolution. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE,  who 
spoke  amid  loud  cries  of  ** Divide!'* 
said :  I  will  not  stand  five  minutes  be- 
tween the  House  and  the  division.  I 
think  it  is  only  courteous  and  right  that 
I  should  make  a  very  few  observations 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  why  we 
should  not  provide  for  the  whole  charges 
of  registration.  I  thought  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  showed  very 
clearly  the  impossibility  of  repaying  the 
whole  without  completely  reforming  the 
system.  If  we  take  the  whole  charges  the 
result  will  be  that  they  will  increase  until 
they  reach  the  formidable  figure  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gang- 
way of  £500,000  a-year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  why  the  Eevising  Bar- 
listers  cannot  check  these  charges ;  but 
the  work  of  Eevising  Barristers  is 
not  to  revise  financial  accounts.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  examination  I 
have  made  of  these  accounts  show 
that  the  sums  vary  in  the  most 
singular  way  for  the  work  which  is 
performed;  and,  of  course,  there  is  a 
temptation  to  allow  liberal  sums,  be- 
cause the  more  money  allowed  the  better 
the  work  is  done,  and  it  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  Eevising  Barrister  to 
allow  charges,  and  there  would  be  no 
check  upon  the  Eevising  Barrister. 
['*  Divide,  divide !  "]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  why  £15,000  is 
allowed  in  Ireland  and  only  £40,000  in 
England?  We  have  promised  to  con- 
sider this  question  between  now  and  this 
day  next  year,  and  we  make  this  pro- 
posal for  this  year  only,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  question  will  receive  full 
consideration.  The  grant  of  £15,000 
for  Ireland  as  compared  with  £40,000 
for  England  is  justified  both  by  the  enor- 
mous increase  of  voters  in  Ireland,  out 
of  all  proportion  to  the  increase  in  Eng- 
land, and  also  by  the  fact  that  borough 
voters  are  increased  in  Ireland  when  nq 
change  is  made  in  England, 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  258  ;  Noes 
280:  Majority  22.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
180.) 

Bill  considered. 

Clause  (InformaHties  not  to  invalidate 
claims  or  notices  of  objection,) — (Ifr. 
Tomlinson,) — brought  ujpy  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  refused  to  accept 
the  clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
enable  overseers  to  display  partizanship 
in  the  publication  of  the  notices. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  HOEACE  DAVEY,  in  moving 
a  new  clause  providing  that — 

'*  Medical  or  surgical  relief  and  the  giving  of 
medicine  shall  not  be  deemed  to  constitute  paro- 
chial relief  within  the  meaning  of  the  Represen- 
tation of  the  People  Acts," 

apologized  for  bringing  forward  this 
subject  again  after  it  had  been  discussed 
in  Committee;  but  its  importance,  lie 
thought,  justified  him  in  the  course  lie 
was  taking.  There  was  in  the  Lrish 
Registration  Bill  a  clause  precisely 
similar  to  that  which  he  now  proposed ; 
and  he  could  not  understand  why  it  was 
right  in  Ireland  that  the  acceptance  of 
medical  relief  should  not  disqualify  the 
elector  while  in  England  it  should.  The 
relief  was  given  in  Lreland  by  a  different 
machinery  from  that  in  England ;  but  it 
was  exactly  the  same  in  substance.  The 
question  in  both  the  cases  of  England 
and  Ireland  was  absolutely  identical. 
The  reason  for  the  principle  that  the 
receipt  of  parochial  relief  should  dis- 
qualify an  elector  was  founded  on  the 
idea  that  a  man  who  lived  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  public  ceased  to  be  an  in- 
dependent citizen,  or  to  be  fit  to  exercise 
an  independent  judgment;  but  in  the 
case  of  the  acceptance  of  medical  relief 
the  reasons  vanished.  He  denied  that 
medical  relief  pauperized  a  man  so  much 
as  to  make  him  too  dependent  to  exer- 
cise the  right  Parliament  had  conferred 
upon  him.  If  the  receipt  of  medical 
relief  were  to  disqualify  a  man,  why 
should  not  the  receipt  of  educational 
relief  ?  It  was  argued  in  the  latter  case 
that  the  law  compelled  a  maQ  to  have 


his  children  educated,  and  that  if  he  was 
too  poor  to  do  it  himself  he  must  have 
recourse  to  the  rates  for  relief.  But  the 
same  argument  applied  to  the  question 
of  medical  relief.  The  moral  duty  upon 
a  man  of  supplying  medical  relief  to  his 
wife  and  family  was  at  least  as  strong  as 
the  moral  duty  of  supplying  them  with 
education.  Moreover,  it  was  a  duty 
which  was  recognized  by  the  law.  But 
there  was  another  consideration  which, 
it  seemed  to  him,  made  it  expedient  to 
consider  this  matter,  and  that  was  the 
inequality  with  which  it  acted  upon  the 
rural  and  the  urban  po  pulations.  In  the 
large  towns  there  were  hospitals  and 
public  dispensaries  not  supported  out  of 
the  rates,  but  out  of  charity,  or  by  en- 
dowment, which  provided  the  inhabi- 
tants with  medical  relief  which  was  not 
paid  for  out  of  the  rates,  and,  therefore, 
did  not  come  within  the  definition  of 
parochial  relief.  In  the  country  the  case 
was  far  differrent.  The  rural  popula- 
tion had  no  other  source  to  apply  to 
except  the  parish  doctor.  This  dis- 
qualification would  have  the  effect  of 
taking  away  the  franchise  from  a  very 
large  number  of  those  only  just  enfran- 
chised. A  calculation  made  by  one  cor- 
respondent, who,  he  believed,  was  within 
the  mark,  was  that  at  least  one-fifth  of 
the  new  voters  would  be  thus  disfran- 
chised. It  would  be  a  grievance  which 
would  be  seriously  felt  by  the  rural 
population,  who  were  looking  forward 
to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise.  It 
might  be  said  that  this  was  not  a  proper 
Amendment  to  be  introduced  mto  a 
Hegistration  Bill ;  but  he  a^in  turned 
to  the  analogy  of  the  Irish  Bill.  There 
was  a  clause  in  that  Bill  when  it  was 
introduced,  and  that  showed  that  the 
Government  thought  it  proper  to  intro- 
duce the  subject  in  a  Begistration  Bill. 

Clause  (Medical  relief  not  to  dis- 
qualify,)— {Mr.  Davejff) — brought  mp^  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  opposed  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  distinguish  between  gratuitous 
medical  and  surgical  assistance  and 
other  parochial  relief  which  at  present 
disqualified  a  voter.  Agricultural  la- 
bourers, for  the  most  part,  belonged  to 
clubs,  through  whose  agency  they  ob* 
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tained  the  medical  attendance  which 
they  required ;  and  he  should  be  very 
Borry  to  do  anything  which  interfered 
with  the  incentive  to  join  such  clubs. 
By  agreeing  to  the  clause  the  House 
would  discourage  men  from  joining  such 
dubs,  and  teach  them  to  be  dependent. 
Undoubtedly  the  whole  matter  might  be 
reconsidered ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
this  was  tlie  time  to  do  so. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  expressed 
great  surprise  at  the  extraordinary  views 
ofthehon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill).  He 
held  that  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to 
punish  poverty  by  attaching  political 
disabilities  to  the  receipt  of  medical  re- 
lief, and  pointed  out  that  many  labourers 
were  too  poor  to  join  such  clubs  as 
the  hoo.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
had  spoken  of.  Unless  the  clause  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  Conservative  over- 
seers would  be  able  to  disfranchise  the 
labourers  right  and  left.  In  case  of  an 
accident  in  the  harvest  field  the  parish 
doctor  would  be  called  in,  and  away  went 
the  man's  vote ;  or  in  his  absence  from 
home  the  parish  doctor  might  attend 
hit  sick  wife  or  child,  and  the  man 
would  be  disfranchised.  He  appealed  to 
the  Oovemment  to  support  the  clause. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  general  (Sir 
Hetky  Jastes)  said,  he  could  not  per- 
sonally accept  the  clause  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  though  he  did  not  wish 
to  press  his  views  too  strongly  upon  the 
House,  for  he  knew  that  many,  whose 
opim'on  he  ought  much  to  respect,  were 
'^nglj  in  favour  of  the  clause.  A 
very  few  days  ago  this  question  had 
been  very  fully  discussed;  why,  then, 
raise  it  again?  The  time  for  such 
discussion  was  when  the  question  was 
raised  on  the  Franchise  Bill.  There  was 
no  reason  why  ikej  should  enter  upon  the 
question  of  enfranchising  or  disfran- 
chising upon  a  Hegistration  BiU.  He 
would  point  out  that  if  the  clause 
were  accepted,  they  ought  to  take 
away  disqualification  in  respect  of  all 
parochial  relief.  He  thought  they 
should  be  careful  before  they  held  out 
to  the  poor  any  inducement  to  receive 
gifts  by  law,  instead  of  endeavouring  to 
obtain  such  relief  by  means  of  their 
own  Industry. 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  said,he  hoped  that 
they  would  not  discuss  the  question  on  its 
aerita.  The  question  had  been  discussed 
on  Uie  Franchise  Bill^  and  they  arrived  at 


the  decision  that  certain  conditions  should 
be  attached  to  the  granting  of  the  fran- 
chise, one  of  which  was  that  a  man  re- 
ceiving medical  relief  should  be  dis- 
qualified. That  was  a  condition  which 
had  existed  for  many  years  past.  He 
hoped  the  House  woidd  refuse  abso- 
lutely to  disturb  that  settlement  in  a 
Eegistration  Bill. 

Me.  HENEAGE  said,  he  thought  that 
it  was  far  more  demoralizing  and  de- 
grading for  labourers  to  run  up  bills 
with  doctors  which  they  could  not 
pay,  and  in  consequence  of  which 
their  children  were  half  starved  and 
badly  clothed,  than  to  apply,  in  cases  of 
accident  or  illness  in  their  families,  for 
the  assistance  of  the  parish  doctor,  who 
would  only  do  what  was  required ;  be- 
sides which,  the  present  law  would 
hereafter  place  too  much  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  overseers  of  the  poor  and 
the  medical  oflScer  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
franchisement of  agricultural  labourers. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  thought  that  this 
question  ought  to  be  left  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  electors  of  the  future.  The 
better  part  of  the  new  constituencies 
would,  in  his  opinion,  hesitate  for  along 
time  before  they  assented  to  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  In  the  Lobby  the  other  day  he 
heard  an  expression  made  use  of  by  a 
not  very  insignificant  Member  of  the 
House  to  the  fallowing  effect — '^  I  think 
this  medical  relief  will  be  a  good  horse 
to  run  at  the  General  Election."  When 
he  heard  that  expression  he  said  to  him- 
self that  he  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  any  Party  that  ran  that  horse. 

Mb.  THOEOLD  ROGEKS  said,  he 
had  been  a  Guardian  of  the  City  of  Ox- 
ford for  12  years,  and  he  had  always 
thought  that  the  most  pedantic  ele- 
ment in  the  new  Poor  Law  was  the 
disability  inflicted  upon  the  working 
classes  on  the  receipt  of  medical  re- 
lief. In  the  country  districts  the  la- 
bourers must  procure  medical  relief 
either  by  running  up  a  bill  with  the 
local  doctor  or  by  going  to  the  medical 
man  of  the  parish.  It  was  derogatory 
to  the  Poor  Law  administration  that 
the  medical  man,  perhaps  the  most 
highly  educated  man  in  the  district, 
should  be  compelled  to  accept  a  remune- 
ration at  a  rate  far  below  that  of  any 
other  professional  man.  Moreover,  he 
thought  that  the  highly  skilled  labour 
of  the  doctor  in  country  places  ought 
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not  to  be  one  of  those  things  which  the 
working  classes  should  be  compelled  to 
run  into  hopeless  debt  for,  or  incur  the 
penalty  of  disfranchisement  by  accept- 
ing medical  relief  from  the  parish. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  87;  Noes 
50:  Majority  37.— (Div.  List,  No.  181.) 

Me.  E.  stanhope  complained  that 
the  Government  had  failed  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement  which  had  been  come 
to  between  the  two  Parties,  by  not  hav- 
ing their  supporters  in  the  House,  and 
asked  whether  they  intended  to  take  any 
steps  to  support  their  own  views  in  this 
matter  ?  He  had  done  his  best  to  assist 
the  Government  in  carrying  this  Bill 
through ;  but  after  what  had  just  hap- 
pened the  Government  could  hardly  ex- 
pect assistance  from  the  Opposition. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James),  while  acknowledging 
the  assistance  which  the  Government 
had  received  from  the  hon.  Member, 
thought  that  the  charge  which  he  had 
brought  against  the  Government  was  a 
strange  one.  He  maintained  that  the 
Qt)vernment  could  not  have  controlled 
the  decision  of  the  House.  It  was  a 
matter  upon  which  hon.  Members  had 
a  right  to  form  their  own  independent 
opinions,  and  they,  including  even  some 
of  his  Colleagues,  had  done  so.  Though 
he  persooally  regretted  the  decision  to 
which  the  House  had  come,  it  was 
impossible  to  say  that  this  was  a 
qu«u3tion  upon  which  Members  should 
be  expected  to  follow  blindly  the  dic- 
tates of  Party.  Taking  that  view,  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  put  in  danger  on 
account  of  what  had  occurred  ? 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  and  the  country  would  now  go 
further,  and  not  permit  any  parochial 
relief  to  be  a  disqualification. 

Mb.  HOEAOE  DAVEY  remarked 
that  in  the  wording  of  the  clause  he  had 
followed  almost  exactly  the  clause  in  the 
Irish  Bill  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Oolonel  NOLAN  was  not  prepared 
to  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  in  hold- 
ing that  no  parochial  relief  should  dis- 
qualify a  man  from  voting,  although  he 
thought  that  some  accidental  outdoor 
relief  might  be  excepted. 

Mr,  Thorold  Rogers 


Mb.  MOEQAN  LLOYD  said,  that 
he  had  voted  for  the  new  clause  as  a 
protest  against  the  state  of  the  law 
which  allowed  a  criminal  to  vote,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  disqualified  an  honest 
man  for  accepting  relief.  He  had  last 
year  proposed  a  clause  imposing  a  tem- 
porary disqualification  upon  persons 
convicted  upon  crime,  but  failed  to  pass 
it.  If  that  clause  had  been  carried  he 
would  have  been  content  to  let  the  dis- 
qualification of  paupers  remain ;  but  he 
thought  that  it  was  an  outrage  to  the 
morcd  feelings  of  the  community  to  re- 
fuse to  paupers  a  privilege  granted  to 
criminals.       

Mb.  D.  DAYIES  said,  that  he  always 
supported  the  Government  when  he  be- 
lieved they  were  right,  and  he  had 
generally  thought  that  they  were  right. 
On  this  occasion  he  had  voted  against 
the  Government.  He  did  not  want  to 
say  much  against  the  Government  be- 
fore a  General  Election,  for  it  would  only 
make  them  unpopular.  He  thought^ 
however,  that  it  was  too  bad  that  the 
Government  had  put  them  in  the  wron|^y 
and  he  was  determined  to  put  himself 
in  the  right. 

Clause  added. 

New  Clause  (Informations  as  to  per- 
sons disqualified  by  parochial  relief,) — 
( Mr,  E,  Stanhope^)— brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  and  second  time. 

Clause  amended,  and  added. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
15,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  **of/* 
the  words  **the  holding  of." — (ifr. 
Warton,) 

Question,  ^*  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
15,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "each," 
and  inserting  the  word  **a," — (16*. 
Warton f) — instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'each' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put  had  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobitet  Qb- 
NEBAL,  Amendment  made,  in  Clause  6, 
page  6,  line  13,  after  "apply,"  by  in- 
serting— 

**  And  reviring  asseason  ihall  continae  to  b« 
elected  in  accordance  with  *The  Mimicipftl 
Corporations  Act,  1882/  aa  amended  by  mny 
Act  of  the  present  Session  with  respect  to 
monicipal  electioxu," 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  Clause  13,  page  9,  line  11,  insert,  as 
wpanite  paragraphs, — "Where  a  Parliamen- 
tary county  forms  part  only  of  a  county  at 
Urge,  the  local  authority,  for  tho  purpose  of 
dividing  that  Parliamentary  county  into  poll- 
ing districts,  and  assigning  polling  places, 
ihaQ  appoint  a  committee  for  such  Parlia- 
mentary county,  consisting  of  memhers  of  the 
local  authority  resident  therein,  and  such  com- 
mittee shall,  in  accordance  with  such  regu* 
Jttions  (if  any)  as  may  he  made  hy  the  local 
aathority,  take  into  consideration  the  division 
of  the  said  Parliamentary  county  into  polling 
districts,  and  the  assignment  of  a  polling  place 
for  each  district,  and  for  that  purpose  shall  hold 
meetings  at  some  oonyenient  place  or  places  in 
the  saia  Parliamentary  county,  and  hear  appli- 
cations for,  and  receive  evidence  respecting, 
districts  and  polling  places,  and  shall  report  to 
the  local  authority  the  polling  districts  and 
polHng  places  which  they  consider  will  he  in 
conformity  with  the  enactments  relating  to  the 
division  of  counties  into  polling  districts  and 
with  this  Act,  and  will  hest  meet  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  electors  in  the  said  county  in  re- 
cordmg  their  votes. 

*'  Where  a  Parliamentary  county  extends  into 
more  county  quarter-sessional  areas  than  one, 
t2ie  said  committee  shall  he  a  joint  committee 
ooniisting  of  memhers  of  the  court  of  county 
quarter  sessions  of  each  of  such  county  quarter- 
seoional  areas  who  are  resident  in  the  said  Par- 
liamentary county." — {Mr,  Heneage.) 

Qaeetion  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  OENEEAL  (Sir 
Hbxry  James)  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment  in  its  present  form, 
which  was  different  from  the  form  in 
which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby  had  introduced  it  in 
Committee.  The  proposed  Committees 
were  only  to  report,  and  not  to  finally 
decide  the  question. 

Mr.  BULWER  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment as  wholly  unnecessary. 

Me.  MELIjOB  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  opposed  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  this 
matter  had  already  been  taken  in  hand 
by  the  Quarter  Sessions  in  many  cases, 
one  of  which  he  instanced  to  be  in  his 
own  experience  in  Kent.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  carried,  it  would  impose  upon 
these  counties  the  necessity  of  doinfi^ 
ftgain  what  they  had  already  done, 
causing  unnecessary  trouble  and  ex- 
pense. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  it  would  be  likely 
to  excite  Party  feeling  in  quarters 
where  no  Party  feeling  existed  at  pre- 
sent 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :^Ajes  116 ;  Noes 
86  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  list,  No.  182.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  0,  line  24,  hy  leaving  ont  from  the 
words  "a  court"  to  the  words  **thi8  Act,"  in 
line  25.— (Jfr.  John  Talbot.) 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  *a 
court '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUAET  said,  in  pur- 
suance  of  a  Notice  he  had  already  given 
when  addressing  the  House  before,  he 
rose  to  propose  an  addition  to  Clause  15 
to  provide  that  no  person  in  statu  pupil- 
lari  should  be  entitled  to  be  registered 
as  a  voter  in  respect  of  his  occupation 
of  any  chambers  or  premises  in  any  of 
the  Colleges  or  Halls  of  the  Universities 
of  Oxford  or  Cambridge.  By  this  and 
a  subsequent  Amendment  he  desired  to 
define  exactly  and  to  make  operative  the 
enfranchisement  which  the  House  desired 
to  make  by  the  decision  it  had  already 
come  to  on  this  subject.  He  desired  to 
exclude  from  the  operation  of  the  enfran- 
chisement it  proposed  those  who  were  in 
statu  pupillari.  These  words,  however, 
included  a  larger  number  than  were 
ordinarily  understood.  They  included 
those  between  the  first  degree.  Bachelor 
of  Arts,  and  the  subsequent  degree. 
Master  of  Arts,  and  those  between  de- 
grees of  a  similar  character.  It  had 
been  suggested  to  him  to  substitute  for 
the  words  **  in  statu  pupillari  "  words  to 
designate  undergraduate  members  only. 
He  did  not  wish  to  be  pedantic  in  the 
matter,  and,  therefore,  he  should  move 
the  Amendment  in  a  form  different  from 
that  of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  It 
might,  perhaps,  be  supposed  that  he 
regarded  undergraduates  as  incapable 
of  exercising  the  franchise.  On  the 
contrary,  however,  he  thought  that 
undergraduates  of  full  age  were  as 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise  as 
any  other  class  of  persons  in  a  similar 
position.  He  entirely  denied,  also,  that 
undergraduates  would  be  a  ** rowdy" 
element  at  the  elections.  He  believed 
that  if  they  had  responsibility  attached  to 
them  they  would  exercise  in  the  most 
**unrowdy"  manner  all  the  functions 
assigned  to  them.  Much  misapprehen- 
sion appeared  to  prevail  as  to  what  the^f^ 
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politics  of  the  undei^praduates  were. 
When  he  was  himself  an  nnderg^duate, 
no  doubt  their  politics  were  very  largely 
Conservative;  but  it  was  not  so  now. 
The  record  of  the  recent  debates  at  the 
Union,  Cambridge,  indicated  the  style 
of  mind  of  the  underg^duates,  and 
would  enable  one  to  judge  whether  they 
would  be  such  a  bad  addition  to  the 
constituency.  In  regard  to  crotchets 
like  the  nationalization  of  land,  the  Cam- 
bridge undergraduates  had  pronounced 
agaiDst  them  in  the  Union  by  two  to  one. 
On  February  10  the  undergraduates, 
meeting  in  the  Union  under  the  same  in- 
fluences of  panic  as  that  House  itself 
met  shortly  afterwards,  voted  by  a  majo- 
rity of  149  to  80  that  the  present  Go- 
yemment  was  unworthy  of  the  confi- 
dence of  the  country.  Again,  a  motion 
expressing  regret  at  the  disintegration 
of  the  Conservative  Party  and  at  the 
inability  of  its  Leaders  to  control  its 
action  was  carried  at  a  full  meeting  of 
the  Union  by  a  majority  of  one.  Now, 
what  were  the  limits  and  scope  of  the 
question  before  the  House?  He  had 
lately  foimd  that  there  were  resident 
within  the  walls  of  the  Colleges  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  the  following 
numbers,  roughly  speaking,  of  under- 
graduates:— Of  first-year  undergradu- 
ates, 200;  of  second-year,  500;  and  of 
third-year,  500,  or,  in  all,  about  1,200. 
At  the  period  of  registration  next  before 
they  entered  as  freshmen  almost  exactly 
one-half  of  the  undergraduates  entering 
Cambridge  were  under  the  age  of  19, 
and  the  other  half  were  over  the  age  of 
19  ;  and,  remembering  tbat  they  began 
their  residence  in  October  and  re- 
sided till  the  following  June,  it  would 
be  found  that  there  would  be  to  be  put 
upon  the  Begister  on  any  given  date 
nearly  250  persons  from  the  list  of  un- 
dergraduates, 100  of  whom  would  be, 
when  on  the  Begister,  in  their  third 
year,  and  the  other  150  would  be  in 
their  fourth  or  higher  year.  A  very  slight 
change  made  in  the  method  of  entering 
undergraduates  into  their  rooms  and  of 
making  them  terminate  their  occupation 
—arrangements  that  were  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  tutors  or  the  governing 
body  for  the  time  being  of  each  College 
— might  increase  the  number  of  under- 
graduates that  would  be  put  on  the  Be- 
gister from  250  to  800.  That  was  a 
'mgerous  position  to  place  a  body  of 
Tsons  in.    He  did  not  say  that  they 
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would  be  likely  to  yield  to  any  tempta- 
tion ;  but,  even  though  they  did  not 
yield  to  it,  they  would  be  exposed  to 
suspicion  and  unfair  accusation  when  they 
took  action  affecting  the  entrance  and 
occupation  of  rooms.  If  the  election 
were  to  take  place  between  January  and 
July,  then,  of  all  that  number,  whetherof 
the  250  or  the  800,  only  100  roughly,  or, 
it  might  be,  150,  would  be  actually  in  re- 
sidence in  the  University.  The  others 
would  have  gone  dean  away,  and  would 
be  brought  back  as  Toters  in  a  place 
where  they  had  ceased  to  reside.  If  the 
election  took  place  between  July  and 
January,  not  one,  with  the  rarest  pos- 
sible exception,  of  the  Toters  in  question 
would  be  actually  in  residence.  The 
position  then  of  the  undergraduates  was 
exceptional,  and  their  treatment,  whether 
they  received  votes  or  not,  would  re- 
quire to  be  exceptional ;  and  he  thought 
matters  should  remain  as  they  were,  on 
the  ground  of  their  non-residence  and 
of  the  circumstances  of  their  occupa- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  20,  after  the  word  '*re- 
pealed,"  to  insert  the  words,— **  Prorided^  That 
no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  be  registered  as  a 
Parliamentary  voter  in  respect  of  hu  occupation 
of  any  chambers  or  premises  in  any  of  the 
colleges  or  halls  of  the  IJniTersitiea  of  Oxford 
or  Cambridge,  if  he  shall  not  have  obtained  a 
degree  in  one  or  other  of  the  said  Universitiee 
before  the  end  of  his  period  of  qualification,  as 
defined  by  '  The  Parliamentarv  and  Mnnidpal 
Begistration  Act,  1878.'  "— (Jfr.  JmrncM  Stutrt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsNBT  Jakes)  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  interesting  speech  of  the  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  with  very  great  pleasure;  bat 
before  the  debate  was  continued  he 
asked  the  House  to  allow  him  to  call 
attention  to  the  practical  question  before 
it.  He  pointed  out  that  if  this  Amend* 
ment  were  adopted  the  law  would  be  left 
exactly  in  the  same  position  in  which  it 
at  present  stood.  The  Amendment 
would  create  no  difference  in  the  posi- 
tion of  things  which  at  present  existed. 
He  pointed  out  that  no  undergraduate 
oyer  occupied  his  premises  for  the  whole 
12  months.  He  had  made  inquiries 
with  resnect  to  the  practice  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and  ne  found  that  on* 
dergraduates  took  their  rooms  for  cer* 
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tain  tenns,  the  authorities  having  power 
to  enter  them,  and  the  undergraduate 
not  being  allowed  to  leave  the  rooms 
without  permission  of  the  authorities. 
The  hon.  Member,  indeed,  did  nothing 
bj  his  Amendment  but  declare  what  the 
law  was  at  present ;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  pursue  a  subject 
any  further  which  had  been  adequately 
discussed  on  a  previous  occasion. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON  maintained  that 
this  clause  was  not  unnecessary.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  done  better  in 
opposing  the  Amendment  if  he  had  de- 
voted his  argument  chiefly  to  the  points 
of  the  lodger  franchise  rather  than  to 
that  of  the  household  franchise.  He 
pointed  out  that  the  practice  in  Ireland 
was  to  place  on  the  Register  every  stu- 
dent of  Trinity  College  who  had  the 
right  to  obtain  a  vote  and  who  voted  on 
his  qualifications  for  the  City  of  Dublin. 
In  this  way  no  fewer  than  300  students 
holding  College  rooms  were  placed  by 
the  Revising  Barrister  on  the  Register 
to  vote  for  the  city. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Stuart) 
that  in  1867  a  Motion  substantially 
identical  with  that  now  before  the 
House  was  made  by  Mr.  Cardwell,  in- 
troducing into  the  Act  of  that  day 
disqualifying  words  which  existed  in 
the  Act  of  1832.  On  that  occasion 
the  subject  was  fully  discussed.  In 
the  first  instance,  Mr.  Cardwell,  suc- 
ceeded by  a  narrow  majority  in  obtain- 
ing the  assent  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  the  proposition,  although  the  late  Mr. 
Fawcett  condemned  in  strong  terms  Mr. 
Cardwell's  disfranchising  proposal.  On 
a  subsequent  occasion  he  himself  had 
made  a  Motion,  on  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Bill  of  1867,  to  expunge  that  pro- 
vision, which  was  similar  to  that  now 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney.  The  House  decided  upon 
that  occasion,  by  a  majority  of  60,  that 
provided  the  students  at  Oxford  and 
(^unbridge  were  entitled  by  law  to  vote, 
no  objection  ought  to  be  thrown  in  the 
way  of  their  exercising  the  franchise 
merely  on  account  of  their  being  stu- 
dents. He  had  at  that  time  presented 
a  Petition  from  the  Council  of  the 
Senate  of  the  University  of  Cambridge 
praying  for  a  removal  of  this  monstrous 
disqualification  which  was  introduced 
into  the  Act  of  1832.     In    <' another 


place"  Lord  Cairns  introduced  words 
which  rendered  the  intentions  of  Parlia- 
ment free  from  any  ambiguity ;  but  by 
a  comparatively  narrow  majority,  those 
words  were  struck  out  when  the  Bill  re- 
turned to  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
resulted  in  the  claims  of  College  occu- 
piers being  disallowed  by  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  on  appeal.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  upon  this  occasion  the 
House  would  decline  to  be  led  into  the 
commission  of  so  gross  an  injustice  as 
to  place  upon  adult  undergraduates  the 
stigma  of  being  the  only  class  amongst 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  who  were  unfit 
to  exercise  electoral  rights,  and  would 
decline  to  convert  what  had  been  intro- 
duced as  a  measure  of  enfranchisement 
into  one  of  disfranchisement,  in  direct 
violation  of  the  distinct  assurances  of 
the  Prime  Minister. 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
RAL  (^Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  in  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  who  had 
asked  whether  the  students  at  Universi- 
ties would  not  have  a  right  to  vote  as 
lodgers,  remarked  that  the  students 
were  not  in  any  sense  lodgers,  inasmuch 
as  for  25  weeks  in  the  year  they  had  no 
absolute  right  even  to  enter  their  rooms, 
from  which  they  were  always  liable  to  be 
turned  out  at  a  moment's  notice.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  a  distin- 
guished authority  at  Oxford,  who  stated 
that  the  undergraduates  of  the  Univer- 
sity had  no  more  connection  with  the 
City  of  Oxford  than  the  soldiers  in  the 
barracks  had.  He  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  giving  votes  to  graduates  re- 
siding at  the  University ;  but  he  main- 
tained that  it  was  manifestly  unjust  for 
the  City  of  Oxford  and  the  town  of 
Cambridge  to  have  a  number  of  voters 
placed  on  their  Registers  who  had  no 
local  connection  whatever  with  them. 

Mr.  GORST  observed  that  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
and  of  the  Attorney  General  were 
in  direct  contradiction.  He  should 
support  the  Attorney  General,  as  he 
thought  there  was  no  need  for  special 
legislation  on  this  subject.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  leave  the 
students  at  Oxford  and  Camhridge  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  law  applicable  to 
other  classes  of  persons.  But  for  a  sec- 
tion of  the  old  Reform  Act  of  1832,  a 
large  number  of  graduates  and  under- 
graduates would  have  been  placed  on 
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the  Register.  The  Attorney  General 
said  that,  if  left  to  the  operation  of  the 
ordinary  law,  those  not  resident  would 
not  come  on  the  Register.  What  rea- 
son, therefore,  was  there  for  any  special 
proviso  ? 

Mr.  BRTCE  said,  that  the  necessity 
for  introducing  this  proviso  arose  from 
the  fact  that  the  provision  in  the  old 
Reform  Act  had  been  repealed  in  Com- 
mittee. It  became  necessary,  therefore, 
to  see  that  in  consequence  of  that  repeal 
they  did  not  allow  the  occupation  of 
College  rooms,  for  which  there  was  no 
parallel  anywhere  else,  to  give  a  right 
to  the  franchise.  He  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  Attorney  General  was 
right  in  saying  that  as  the  law  stood 
undergraduates  could  not  acquire  the 
■  franchise  ;  but  there  was  uncertainty 
about  the  matter.  They  knew  that  the 
students  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  had 
been  placed  on  the  Register,  and  it  might 
be  in  the  power  of  the  authorities  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  to  make  such 
regulations  as  would  enable  their  stu- 
dents also  to  vote  at  the  borough  elec- 
tions. If  undergraduates  were  given 
the  franchise,  the  discipline  of  the  Uni- 
versity would  be  seriously  interfered 
with.  Undergraduates  were  at  present 
forbidden  from  taking  part  in  elections  ; 
but  it  would  be  impossible  to  prevent  a 
voter  from  attending  political  meetings. 
There  would,  if  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  be  a  conflict  between  the 
general  law  of  the  land  and  the  dis- 
ciplinary law  of  the  University.  An- 
other reason  for  refusing  to  grant  the 
franchise  to  undergraduates  was  that 
the  town  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  University.  They  had  sepa- 
rate jurisdictions,  and  the  jealousy  be- 
tween them  had  sometimes  been  very 
keen.  Undergraduates  were  at  the 
University  to  complete  their  education, 
and  were  not  supposed  to  intend  re- 
maining there.  Their  position  was, 
therefore,  different  from  that  of  lodgers 
or  occupiers  in  every  other  part  of  the 
country.  The  difference  between  the 
position  of  imdergraduates  and  that  of 
the  senior  men  was  that  the  latter  made 
the  University  their  home.  According 
to  the  statements  in  the  Press,  the  Heb- 
domadal Council  of  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  agreed  to  a  resolution  de- 
precating the  extension  of  the  franchise 
to  undergraduates,  and  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellor of  the  University  had  written  to 
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him  expressing  his  disapproval  of  the 
proposal. 

Mr.  RAIEIES  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  not  shown  any  disposition  to  act  on 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General,  and  the 
first  person  to  offend  in  this  respect  had 
been  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Colleague,  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan).  It  appeared 
to  him  that,  however  long  they  con- 
tinued the  discussion,  they  were  not 
likely  to  get  very  much  further,  in  view 
of  the  circumstances  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  pointed  out. 
They  were  rather  beating  the  air — ^in 
fact,  there  was  something  that  savoured 
of  an  academic  disquisition  in  the  de> 
bate.  He  ventured  to  believe  that  they 
would  do  well  if  they  retained  exactly  the 
position  at  which  they  had  arrived  after 
the  discussion  in  Conunittee,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  James 
Stuart)  withdrew  his  Amendment.  The 
Attorney  General  had  pointed  out  that 
it  was  only  fair  to  treat  members  of  the 
Universities  at  least  as  human  beings. 
They  were  entitled  to  as  much  conside- 
ration, surely,  as  the  meanest  of  man- 
kind. The  Legislature  was  about  to 
grant  electoral  privileges  to  every  ca- 
pable  citizen  found  in  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  yet,  in  the  opinion 
of  two  or  three  Professors  in  the  sister 
Universities,  it  appeared  that  there  was 
only  one  human  being  unfit  to  exercise 
the  franchise — namely,  the  undergra- 
duate for  whose  benefit  the  Universi- 
ties existed.  The  hon.  Member  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment  had  alluded 
to  the  active  interest  which  the  under- 
graduates took  at  the  present  moment 
in  public  affairs ;  and  he  (Mr.  Raikes) 
was  glad  that  no  false  modesty  had  pre- 
cluded the  hon.  Member  from  mention- 
ing the  resolution  of  the  Union  Society 
in  which  his  own  candidature  for  Par- 
liamentary honours  had  been  supported. 
He  did  not  know  whether,  after  the 
speech  the  hon.  Member  had  made  to- 
night, the  result  would  be  the  same  if 
the  Union  were  now  to  give  a  decision. 
He  was  anxious  to  press  the  House  to 
consider  whether  or  not—considerio^ 
that  they  had  on  former  occasions  beeu 
unwilling  to  accept,  as  a  fancy  fran- 
chise, the  possession  of  a  University  de- 
gree^ they  were  now  prepared  to  lay 
down  the  converse  principle  that  the 
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non-possession  of  a  University  degree 
▼as  to  be  a  disqualification.   If  they  were 
prepared  to  assert   that  principle,  and 
posli  it  to  its  logical  conclusion,  the 
only  electors  in  the  University  would  be 
Professors  and  Masters  of  Arts.     As 
some  outside  opinions  with  regard  to 
this  subject  had  been  ofifered,  he  might 
be  forgiven  if  he  referred  to  a  commu- 
nication he  had  received  from  one  of  the 
leading  Liberals   in  the  University  of 
Cambridge.     This  gentleman  said  that 
he  hoped  he  (Mr.  Haikes)  would  sup- 
port the  Amendment  for  giving  votes  to 
the  undergraduates ;  that  he  had  asked 
all  kinds  of  people — tutors,   proctors, 
old  residents,  young  men,  &c.,  &c.,  and 
they  were  all  in  favour  of  it,  and  could 
not  see  that  it  would  do  any  harm ;  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  if  the  law  were 
amended,  very  few  undergraduates  would 
get  upon  the  Begister,  because,  coming 
up  to  the  University  at  the  age  of  1 8, 
they    very    frequently    changed    their 
rooms  or    lodgings ;     that    to    exclude 
people  in  statu  pupillari  from  the  fran- 
chise would  be  to  keep  out  people  who 
ought  to  have  the  vote ;  that  the  politi- 
cal results  would  be  very  doubtful,  and 
that  the  change  would  not  be  detrimen- 
tal to  discipline.     I  Cries  of  **  Name !  "] 
This    communication    was     from    Mr. 
Oscar    Browning,    of   King's  College, 
Cambridge,     a    Liberal,     £rom    whose 
Liberal    opinions    it  was    a    pity    his 
Friends  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  had    departed   on   the   present 
occasion.     He   trusted   the    discussion 
would  be    now  allowed  to   come  to   a 
conclusion,  as  he  did  not  think  it  would 
lead  to  any  practical  result. 

Mb.  W.  POWLER  said,  that  if  he 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  aright,  the 
daose  under  discussion  would  be  merely 
declaratory  of  the  law  as  it  stood,  if  it 
were  carried.  If  that  were  so,  he  could 
not  see  what  harm  it  could  do.  If  it 
were  passed,  it  would,  at  any  rate,  put 
an  end  to  doubts  as  to  whether  the 
undergraduate,  under  the  law  as  it 
stood,  could  vote  or  not.  He  wished  to 
see  that  doubt  cleared  up.  He  agreed 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  there 
was  something  peculiar  in  voting  the 
disfranchisement  of  any  class  of  persons 
over  21  years  of  age,  and  properly  quali- 
fied in  other  respects.  But  this  was  a 
peculiar  case.  These  undergraduates 
were  a  body  of  men  who  came  into  the 


town,  and  yet  were  not  of  the  town. 
They  came  into  it  for  a  temporary  pur- 
pose, and  that  purpose  fulfilled  left  it 
again — at  any  rate,  that  was  the  case 
with  most  of  them.  Then  there  were 
some  other  considerations  which  had  not 
yet  been  mentioned  which  he  should  like 
to  suggest.  The  registration  of  voters 
for  the  town  of  Cambridge  would  be 
greatly  disturbed  if  a  large  number  of 
persons  had  to  be  put  on  every  year  and 
a  large  number  taken  oflf.  With  regard 
to  the  question  as  to  how  discipline 
would  be  affected  if  undergraduates 
were  to  be  allowed  to  vote  he  had 
received  letters  from  both  sides.  Some 
thought  there  would  be  no  difl&culty  in 
the  matter,  whilst  others  believed  the 
system  would  very  much  disturb  the 
Universities,  both  in  term  and  out  of 
term — in  term,  because  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  command  the  non-participa- 
tion of  undergraduates  in  elections ;  and 
out  of  term,  because  a  great  many  under- 
graduates would  come  up  to  the  Univer- 
sity to  vote,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
to  prevent  them  coming,  although  their 
presence  in  the  town  out  of  term,  and  at 
election  time,  might  be  most  undesirable. 
He  would  suggest  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  if  the  clause  were  carried 
they  would  take  away  one  of  the  greatest 
arguments  in  favour  of  University  repre- 
sentation. They  were  told  they  had 
University  representation,  because  the 
Members  of  the  Universities  had  no 
votes  for  the  towns ;  but  if  this  clause 
were  carried,  and  all  Members  of  Uni- 
versities had  votes  in  towns,  that  argu- 
ment would  no  longer  hold  good.  It 
was  not  proposed  to  refuse  votes  to  real, 
londfide  residents  in  the  Colleges  who 
paid  rates.  The  clause  passed  the  other 
day  would  give  a  vote  to  those  who  were 
hond  fide  occupiers  in  the  Colleges ;  but 
if  the  present  proposal  were  accepted,  it 
would  extend  the  franchise  to  temporary 
occupiers,  who  were  not  really  occupiers 
at  all.  He  must  say  that  if  these  under- 
graduates were  to  have  votes,  their  votes 
should  be  limited  to  the  Universities. 
Why  should  they  notvote  for  the  Univer- 
sities ?  They  were  Members  of  the  Uni- 
versities, to  which  they  therefore  be- 
longed ;  but  they  should  not  vote  for  a 
town  to  which  they  did  not  belong. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  clear  and  ob- 
vious argument.  Something  had  been 
said  with  regard  to  Ireland — to  under- 
graduates of  Trinity  College  having  re- 
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ceiyed  the  franchise.  But  if  a  mistake 
had  been  made  in  regard  to  Ireland,  it 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  make  a 
mistake  in  regard  to  England  also. 
They  ought  rather  to  endeavour  to  put 
the  law  right  in  Ireland  than  to  make 
it  wrong  in  England  because  it  was 
wrong  in  Ireland.  The  Irish  case,  so 
far  as  it  went,  was  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  this  case  was  a  most 
peculiar  one ;  and  whilst  he  would  be  the 
last  person  to  desire  to  disqualify  any- 
one— anyone,  he  meant,  really  fitted  in 
other  respects  to  enjoy  the  franchise — 
he  thought  these  gentlemen  should  not 
vote  for  the  town  to  which  they  did  not 
belong,  but  for  the  University  to  which 
they  did  belong. 

Mb.  HEALx  said,  there  never  had 
been  an  occasion  on  which  there  had 
been  more  chopping  and  changing  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  than  there 
had  been  on  the  present  occasion. 
Hardly  five  minutes  ago  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate Oeneral  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
had  delivered  an  admirable  homily  on 
the  evils  of  undergraduate  voting,  and 
had  read  out  a  letter  from  a  genUeman 
at  Oxford,  who  had  said  that  under- 
graduates were  like  soldiers — ^they  did 
not  pay  rent,  taxes,  and  so  on.  These 
were  exactly  the  same  arguments  which 
he  had  himself  lately  used  about  the 
students  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin; 
but,  on  turning  to  the  Division  List, 
he  found  that  "the  right  hon.  Gr. 
Osborne  Morgan  "  was  amongst  those 
who  had  opposed  him  on  that  occasion. 
To  give  an  instance  of  the  manner  in 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  voted  on  Irish 
questions  without  having  regard  to  the 
merits  of  the  case,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  himself, 
who  now  wished  to  disqualify  the 
students  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  on 
that  occasion  voted  against  him.  What 
regard  could  they  have  to  the  declara- 
tions in  the  House  of  such  hon.  Gentle- 
men? They  seemed  to  be  voting  for 
expediency.  All  the  Ii-ish  Members 
wanted  was  even  justice.  If  the  students 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  were  to  have 
a  vote,  let  the  Dublin  students  have  a 
vote  also  ;  if  the  Irish  students  were  not 
to  have  a  vote,  then  withhold  it  from  the 
students  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge.  The 
Irish  Members  wanted  no  more — they 
would  be  contented  with  no  less.  He 
would  ask  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
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go  back  to  what  happened  in  Committee. 
When  he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  pointed  out 
that  the  Irish  students  had  a  vote,  it  was 
pointed  out  to  him  that  the  English 
students  could  not  vote,  because  there 
was  a  clause  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  said  that  they  should  not.  The 
Government  said  that  was  the  reason 
the  English  students  were  debarred  from 
voting.  That  being  so,  they  were  asked 
to  repeal  the  clause ;  but  in  reply  they 
said — "  Eepeal  or  no  repeal  these  stu- 
dents have  no  right  to  vote."  Had  any 
attempt  been  made  to  explain  how  300 
Trinity  College  students  found  their  way 
at  one  time  on  the  Begister  of  the  City 
of  Dublin  ?  Could  the  English  Attorney 
General  explain  how  it  was  that,  even 
though  the  clause  referred  to  were  re- 
pealed, English  students  would  not  have 
a  right  to  vote,  yet  Irish  students  would 
be  able  to  get  on  the  Begister  ?  There 
was  no  other  reason  which  prevented 
the  undergraduates  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge from  getting  on  the  Eegister,  that 
he  knew  of,  than  this  clause ;  and  yet, 
when  its  repeal  was  proposed,  the  At- 
torney General  said — •*  You  may  repeal 
away,  but  the  law  will  be  still  the 
same."  He  (Mr.  Healy)  could  not  fol- 
low that  at  all ;  but,  be  that  as  it  might, 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  give  a  vote 
consistent  with  that  they  had  given  oa 
the  subject  of  the  Trinity  College  stu- 
dents, so  as  to  bring  about  uniformity  in 
the  matter  between  the  two  countries. 

Thb  judge  advocate  GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Morgan)  said,  he 
was  under  the  impression  that  the 
Amendment  on  which  he  had  voted  had 
been  an  Amendment  to  disfranchise  all 
members  of  Dublin  University,  and  not 
students  only. 

Mr.  healy  :  Distinctly  students. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOQERS  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  graduates  and  under- 
graduates of  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  votes,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
what  they  were.  He  should  be  rather 
disposed  to  think  that  those  who  were 
interested  in  these  persons  being  dis- 
allowed the  privilege  of  voting  for  the 
City  of  Dublin  had  not  tried  the  legality 
of  the  question. 

Mr.  healy  :  We  have  no  appeal  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  E0GEE8:  Then 
they  ought  to  have  an  appeal — they  were 
in  a  bad  way.    With  regard  to  the  par* 
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ticular  case  now  before  the  House,  he 
thought  it  probable  that  the  situation 
was  precisely  as  the  Attorney  General 
had  stated.  He  had  told  them  that  no 
undergrraduates  would  come  on  theEegis- 
ter.  Well,  he  (Mr.Thorold  Rogers)  did 
not  belieye  that  any  graduates  would 
oome  on  the  Eegister ;  he  did  not  believe 
that  a  single  Fellow  would  come  on  it. 
A  Fellow  of  the  University  was  not  a 
freeholder  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word. 
The  hon.  Members  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler),  Hackney  (Mr.  James 
Stuart),  and  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Bryce)  were  in  such  a  position  that  if 
they  were  to  misconduct  themselves  the 
visitor  of  their  College  could  turn  them 
out,  neck  and  crop,  without  any  appeal 
whatever.  He  thought  he  was  right 
in  saying  that  the  authorities  of  the 
Universities  and  of  the  Colleges  had 
power  to  dispossess  a  man  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice.  The  Fellow  or  Head 
was  by  no  means  a  freeholder  of  pro- 
perty. [An  hon.  Member  :  You  can  ap- 
peal.] There  was  no  appeal ;  but  he 
thought  it  quite  possible  that  graduates 
had  not  even  occupation,  and  that  the 
right  of  any  one  of  them  to  vote  could 
be  disputed  under  this  clause.  What 
was  the  situation?  It  was  this — the 
undergraduate  had  an  absolutely  pre- 
earious  tenure  of  his  rooms.  In  most 
cases,  his  tenure  was  so  precarious  that 
he  was  not  even  in  the  position  of  a 
lodger,  even  the  furniture  in  his  rooms 
belonging  to  the  College.  [**  No,  no ! "] 
Well,  it  was  so  at  his  College ;  it  was  gra- 
dually becoming  the  case  at  all ;  and,  as 
a  consequence,  the  undergraduate  was 
only  occupying  furnished  lodgings  at 
the  risk  of  being  sent  away  from  the 
College  at  a  moment's  notice.  Even 
those  who  lived  in  the  Universities  had 
no  rights  as  against  the  Universities. 
The  rule  at  the  University  of  Oxford 
was  this — that  the  non-collegiate  stu- 
dents and  those,  being  members  of  the 
Colleges,  who  lived  outside  the  Colleges, 
were  in  the  position  of  occupying  lodg- 
ings for  which  they  were  obliged  to  pay 
for  eight  weeks  three  times  a-year.  He 
had  been  one  of  the  delegates  of  lodg- 
ings once  himself,  so  that  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  these  facts.  A  student 
might  be  required  by  the  delegacy  of 
unattached  students  to  leave  his  lodgings 
at  five  minutes'  notice,  and  he  would 
have  no  rights  as  against  anyone.  He 
had  no  right  to  prevent  anyone  going 


Voters)  Bill  406 

into  his  rooms,  the  owner  of  the  lodgings 
being  bound  to  go  in  if  the  authorities 
requested  him  to.  He  had  no  rights  as 
against  anyone  whatever.  Therefore, 
he  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers)  did  not  believe 
that  anyone  of  these  persons — ^he  would 
even  say  that  from  the  Heads  of  the 
Colleges  down  to  the  lowest  clerk  no  one 
in  the  University  possessed  the  status 
which  entitled  him  to  be  put  upon  the 
Eegister  of  the  town.  But  that  was  a 
very  different  thing  from  what  might 
occur  under  the  Eevising  Barristers. 
He  thought  something  had  been  said 
to-night  about  the  incompetence  of  those 
gentlemen,  and  he  had  heard  it  said 
fiiat  some  were  not  over-honest.  ["Oh, 
oh !  "]  Well,  he  had  heard  it  said  so — 
and  that,  therefore,  there  might  be  some 
sort  of  dodging,  the  constituencies  being 
jerrymandered.  In  this  way  a  great 
many  people  might  be  put  to  consider- 
able expense,  through  the  necessity  of 
vindicating  principles  of  law  in  conse- 
quence of  this  clause.  And  that  was  not 
all.  It  was  a  question  of  what  in  the 
future  would  be  the  relations  between 
the  University  of  Oxford  and  the  city, 
and  between  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge and  the  town.  Members  of  the 
University  knew  perfectly  well  that  for 
many  years,  even  for  centuries,  there 
had  been  the  worst  possible  blood  be- 
tween the  city  and  the  University,  and 
between  the  town  and  the  University, 
and  it  was  desirable  not  to  recall  that 
state  of  things.  The  position  of  the 
undergraduates  in  the  Universities  was 
unquestionably  precarious.  If  he  were 
to  describe  the  undergraduate,  he  should 
say  he  was  a  kind  of  educated  gipsy 
who  camped  at  the  University  for  eight 
weeks  at  a  time,  and  then  went  away, 
having  no  interest  in  the  place,  and 
leaving  no  connection  behind  him  be- 
yond, it  might  be,  his  debts.  He  (Mr. 
Thorold  Eogers)  did  not  think  it  was 
desirable  that  these  persons  should  be 
pitchforked  into  local  politics.  But  what 
he  was  shocked  at  more  than  anything 
else  was  that  on  both  occasions  when 
this  subject  had  been  under  discussion 
the  two  Members  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  opposite  (Sir  John  Mowbray  and 
Mr.  Talbot)  had  never  said  a  word  about 
what  would  occur  between  the  Univer- 
sity and  the  City  of  Oxford  if  the  un- 
dergraduates were  enfranchised,  though 
they  knew  that  the  authorities  of  the 
University  had  deprecated  the  change 
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by  a  formal  vote.  He  had  not  believed 
in  University  Members  before,  and  he 
was  still  less  in  favour  of  them  now, 
and  he  thought  that  the  sooner  the 
anomaly  was  done  away  with  the  better. 
He  did  not  know  how  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  would  explain 
his  entire  silence  on  the  matter.  He 
(Mr.  Thorold  Eogers)  had  never  voted 
for  the  right  hon.  Member  in  the  past, 
and  it  was  not  likely  that  he  should  ever 
do  so  in  the  future ;  indeed,  he  earnestly 
hoped  he  should  be  spared  to  use  his 
best  endeavours  to  preventtherighthon. 
Member  and  his  brood  from  ever  ooming 
into  the  House  again. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY  said,  he 
apprehended  that  the  House  would  not 
expect  him  to  remain  silent  after  the 
reference  which  had  been  made  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark. 
That  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  the  op- 
portunity of  departing  from  that  which 
had  been  called  an  academic  discussion 
by  indulgingin  a  great  variety  of  thought 
and  idea.  He  had  attacked  the  Eevis- 
ing  Barristers,  declaring  that  they  were 
incompetent  and  prejudiced — ^he  did  not 
know  that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
even  gone  the  length  of  charging  them 
with  dishonesty.  The  hon.  Member  had 
also  attacked  the  undergraduates,  de- 
scribing them  as  a  set  of  camping  gip- 
sies. In  spite  of  the  privilege  the  un- 
dergraduates in  the  University  of  Oxford 
had  had  for  years  past  of  availing  them- 
selves of  the  political  genius  of  the  hon. 
Member,  it  was  clear  they  had  never 
profited  by  it,  but  remained  as  ignorant 
as  they  were  before  the  hon.  Member 
was  called  to  the  professorial  chair. 
Then,  having  disposed  of  the  Eevising 
Barristers  and  the  undergraduates,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  attacked  his  (Sir 
John  E.  Mowbray's)  Colleague  and  him- 
self. He  had  said  he  had  never  voted 
for  them.  Well,  they  had  never  asked 
for  his  vote.  From  the  position  they 
were  in  they  were  never  in  the  habit  of 
soliciting  the  votes  of  their  constituents. 
He  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  Member 
had  voted — he  had  certainly  never  asked 
him  for  his  vote  or  expected  it.  He  (Sir 
John  E.  Mowbray)  had  not  voted  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  question; 
and  when  asked  why,  as  representing  a 
University,  he  had  not  said  anything  on 
the  subject — his  answer  was  because  this 
was  not  a  University  question.  It  had 
not  been  raised  by  University  Members, 
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or  even  by  Professors  sitting  opposite. 
It  came  from  a  quarter  below  the  Gang- 
way— a  quarter,  he  must  say,  rather  to 
be  viewed  with  suspicion.  Timeo  Danaon 
$t  dona  ferentes.  He  did  not  wish  for 
any  votes  from  that  side  of  the  Gang- 
way any  more  than  he  wished  for  them 
from  the  other  side.  The  question  was 
one  rather  for  the  City  of  Oxford  and  the 
borough  of  Cambridge  than  for  the  Uni- 
versities ;  it  was  a  question  whether  the 
House  would  disfranchise  a  particular 
class  of  people.  If  the  undergraduates 
were  of  legal  age,  and  in  occupation  of 
a  tenement  which  would  qualify  them 
otherwise  for  a  vote,  they  should  be 
treated  as  other  people.  The  head  of 
the  house,  the  Professors  and  resident 
tutors,  if  they  were  in  such  occupatioa 
as  would  g^ve  them  a  vote  under  other 
circumstances,  were  entitled  to  have  that 
vote.  It  was  unnecessary  for  Univer- 
sity Members  to  intervene,  first,  because 
it  was  not  a  University  question ;  and^ 
secondly,  because  he  thought  the  case 
had  been  well  put  by  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral to-night,  when  he  had  said  it  was 
unnecessary  for  any  clause  of  this  kind 
to  bo  added  to  the  Bill.  The  only  regret 
he  had  was  that  the  Attorney  General » 
having  given  them  wise  advice  not  to  be 
led  into  all  these  questions  as  to  the 
number  of  undergraduates,  the  political 
opinions  they  entertained,  and  the  re- 
lations between  "  town  and  gown  " — 
the  Attorney  General  having  a  desire  to 
avoid  all  these  subjects — ^his  Colleague 
sitting  by  his  side  should  have  proceeded 
to  read  letters  and  open  all  theee  sub- 
jects again.  It  was  for  the  House  to 
judge  of  the  policy  of  that  proceeding, 
and  it  was  also,  as  he  had  said,  for  the 
House  generally  to  discuss  the  question 
at  issue.  It  was  not  a  matter  which  was 
to  be  decided  one  way  or  other  by  the 
Universities,  or  on  which  the  opinions 
of  the  University  Members  could  be  ex- 
pected in  any  way  to  guide  the  House. 
It  was  unnecessary  to  add  the  clause  to 
the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  oonsidering  this 
not  so  much  an  academic  question  as  one 
concerning  the  City  of  Oxford  and  the 
town  of  Cambridge,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Amendment. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  At- 
tomey  General  had  commenced  the  dis- 
cussion in  a  proper  manner.  He  had 
asked  the  House  to  discuss  a  single 
point ;  but,  unfortunately,  owing  to  the 
Eules  of  the  House,  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  had  since  been    precluded 
from  speaking,  and  his  Colleague,  who 
had  followed  him,  had  not  pursued  the 
line  of  thought  initiated  by  him,   the 
result  being  that  the  House  had  been 
wandering  now  for  some  time.    If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  would  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  speak  again 
— and   doubtless,    under    the    circum- 
stances, that  leave  would  be  at  once 
accorded — in  a  few  words  he  would  be 
able   to  clear  the   debate  of   matters 
which  confused  it  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.   This  was  the  position  in  which 
they  stood.  He  understood  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman  to  agree  with  the 
Irish  Members  on  two  points — first,  that 
it  was  undesirable  that  undergraduates 
should  have  votes;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  law  on  the  subject,  whatever  it  was, 
ahonld  be  the  same  in  the  three  coun- 
tries.    If  the  House  thought  under- 
graduates should  not  have  votes  at  all 
in  Oxford  and  Oambridge,  did  they  not 
think  the  same  with  regard  to  the  un- 
dergraduates of  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin?   If  the  Attorney  General  desired 
the  law  to  be  the  same  in  the  two  coun- 
tries, he  wished  to  ask  how  was  it  that 
students  in    Dublin  were    allowed    to 
qualify  as  lodgers;   and  if  they  were 
allowed  bo  to  qualify,   would  not  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  take  means 
to  prevent  their  being  allowed  in  the 
fature,  as  undergraduates  in  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  were  prevented  ?    This  was 
the  difficulty  of  the  Irish  Members — 
there  were  312  undergraduates  in  Tri- 
nity College  on  the  Eegister  of  the  City 
of  Dublin  at  the  last  registration  ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harrington),  who  had  interested  himself 
in  this  subject,  had  got  the  number  re- 
duced to  146  by  proving  ccuses  of  joint 
occupation  —  oases  in  which  students 
joined  at  their  lodgings  instead  of  occu- 
pying rooms  separately.    But  the  new 
mnohise  would    abolish   this    distinc- 
tion.    There  would  be  now  a  possi- 
bihty  of  two  men  getting  a  vote  for 
the  same  lodging  if  it  were  sufficiently 
highly    rented.      The    146,    therefore, 
woidd,  in  the  future,  be  raised  to  312, 
because  joint  occupancy  would  be  held 
to  be  a  good  qualification.    Well,  did  the 
Government  seriously  contemplate  a  state 
of  things  in  which  all  the  undergraduates 
in  Oxford  and  Oambridge  would  be  dis- 
qualified and  those  allowed  to  vote  in 
Pnblin  would  be  increaaed  from  146  to 


312  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath 
called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  under 
the  single  Member  system  the  grievance 
would  be  much  greater  in  Dublin  than 
it  had  been  hitherto — although  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  could  not  see  that  that 
was  altogether  germane  to  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  James  Stuart)  had  been 
reminded  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  of 
his  inconsistency  in  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion  ;  and  certainly  the 
hon.  Member  should  be  pressed  for  a 
more  satisfactory  explanation  of  his  con- 
duct than  he  had  yet  given.  If  it  could 
be  declared  in  distinct  words  in  the 
English  Act  that  the  undergraduates  of 
Oxford  and  Oambridge  were  not  to  have 
votes,  it  was  absurd  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  insist  on  leaving  the  fran- 
chise to  undergraduates  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin.  He  hoped  an  answer 
would  be  given  sufficiently  lucid  to  show 
hon.  Members  what  they  were  voting 
for. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  observations  upon  this  Amend- 
ment before  a  vote  was  taken  upon  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
town  of  Gal  way,  who  had  just  sat  down, 
asked  for  an  assurance  that  the  Attorney 
General  would  take  means  to  prevent 
undergraduates  and  members  of  the 
University  of  Trinity  College  at  present 
on  the  Register  of  the  City  of  Dublin 
from  voting  for  the  city ;  or,  in  other 
words,  in  connection  with  a  scheme  of 
general  enfranchisement,  he  asked  the 
Government  to  pledge  itself  that  it  would 
bring  forward  a  measure  of  disfranchise- 
ment—the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  having,  in  all  his  great 
speeches  in  reference  to  this  matter,  in- 
dicated that  his  desire  was  to  enfran- 
chise all  capable  citizens,  and  to  do 
nothing  which  could  in  any  shape  or 
form  be  called  disfranchisement.  In 
connection  with  the  Dublin  University 
at  the  present  moment — not  in  reference 
to  a  future  registration,  but  at  the  pre- 
sent moment—there  were  a  substantial 
number  of  internal  resident  students  of 
Trinity  College  on  the  Register  of  voters 
for  the  City  of  Dublin.  The  Govern- 
ment were  asked  in  this  discussion,  in 
reference  to  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  to 
give  a  pledge  that  they  would  remove 
from  the  Registers  in  Dublin  such 
existing  qualified  voters.    Such  a  pro* 
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position  could  not  be  considered  for  a 
moment.  With  regard  to  appeals  against 
the  decisions  of  the  Bevising  Barristers, 
the  highest  Court  in  Ireland — namely, 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber — to 
which  such  a  case  could  be  taken,  had 
been  applied  to  on  the  subject  of  the 
legality  of  the  vote  of  the  undergra- 
duates of  Trinity  College,  and  that 
Court  had  decided  that  those  gentle- 
men were  entitled  to  be  on  the  Register, 
and  there  they  were,  and  there  they 
would  remain.  A  few  days  ago  the 
House,  when  in  Committee,  determined 
to  repeal  the  section  which  had  dis- 
qualified residents  in  the  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  Universities  from  voting; 
and  now  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
asked,  notwithstanding  that  repeal,  that 
the  provisions  so  repealed  should  be 
virtually  re-enacted,  so  as  to  prevent 
those  who  might  now  be  able  to  get 
upon  the  Begister  from  arguing  their 
case.  A  man  living  within  the  walls  of 
a  College  to  have  a  qualification  must 
be  21  years  of  age,  in  possession  of  quali- 
fied premises  duly  rated ;  and  now,  for 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  Beform 
legislation,  it  was  sought  to  apply  to 
theseapeople  coming  within  every  single 
one  of  the  qualifying  clauses  a  positive 
statutory  disqualification,  so  that  the 
Begistration  Courts  would  not  be  able 
to  listen  to  the  arguments  they  might 
have  to  submit  on  the  state  of  facts.  He 
was  not  surprised  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral had  suggested  that  it  would  be  wise 
to  leave  the  consideration  of  this  matter 
to  the  ordinary  tribunals  who  had  to 
consider  electoral  law.  What  case  had 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  who  had 
introduced  the  subject,  made  out  for  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  House  ? 
He  had  admitted  that  undergraduates,  if 
of  full  age,  were  as  capable  citizens  as 
any  other  electors  who  were  to  be  found 
on  the  Electoral  Boll.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber admitted,  not  only  their  possession 
of  a  technical  qualification,  but  he  de- 
clared that  if  they  were  of  full  age  they 
were  as  capable  as  any  other  citizens 
described  by  the  Prime  Minister.  It 
was  said  that  the  occupation  of  the  un- 
dergraduates was  precarious;  but  that 
was  not  a  question  which  could  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House.  If  they  were 
entitled  to  be  on  the  Begister,  by  reason 
of  the  possession  of  the  ordinary  quali- 
fication, they  were  entitled,  and  that 
was  all  that  could  be  said.    It  was 
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not  for  the  House  to  say  what  period 
of  actual  occupation  in  the  year  should 
qualify  a  particular  class  of  persons; 
that  was  a  matter  for  the  Begistratioa 
Court.  As  to  the  question  of  assimilat- 
ing the  law  between  the  two  countries, 
surely  the  15th  clause  had  been  •intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  putting  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
on  a  level  with  Trinity  College,  and  of 
taking  away  from  the  undergraduates 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  the  disquali- 
fication which  did  not  bind  and  fetter 
the  Dublin  University  undergraduates. 
There  was  nothing  to  compel  the  stu- 
dents to  live  within  the  walls  of  the  Uni- 
versity. If  a  student  elected  to  pursue 
his  studies  in  the  City  of  Oxford,  the 
town  of  Cambridge,  or  the  City  of 
Dublin,  he  would  have  a  vote.  Was  it 
not,  then,  abhorrent  to  common  sense  to 
say  that  if  he  came  into  rooms  in 
College  in  order  to  study  more  quietly 
that  was  a  reason  why  he  should  lose 
the  right  to  vote  ?  But  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  longer.  The  matter 
did  not  admit  of  wide  argument.  It 
had  been  discussed  on  a  former  occasion , 
when  the  Oovemment,  after  argument^ 
deliberately  withdrew  their  opposition  ; 
and  he  could  not  imagine,  for  the  rea- 
sons he  had  given  the  House,  that  this 
clause  would  meet  with  any  general 
acceptance  from  the  majority  of  the 
House. 

Thb  ATTOBNET  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  inter- 
vene for  one  moment  —  particulariy 
because  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  misunderstood  what  be 
had  said.  When  the  question  was  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  he  had  been  op- 
posed to  the  repealing  clause.  He  de- 
sired to  see  no  vote  given  to  graduates 
or  undergraduates;  but  he  had  been 
completely  overwhelmed  by  the  argu- 
ments used,  and  had  found  it  useless  to 
attempt  to  take  any  objection  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  clause.  When  this  proposal 
affecting  undergraduates  was  made  two 
hours  ago  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stuart) 
he  had  endeavoured  to  deprecate  the  dis- 
cussion, and  had  been  in  hopes  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  the  Motion, 
as  he  had  thought  the  law  sufficiently 
clear.  But  his  suggestion  had  not  been 
accepted,  and  they  had  discussed  the 
question  at  full  length.  With  regard  to 
assimilating   the  Uw  of  England  an4 
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Ireland,  he  was  not  snffioiently  familiar 
with  the  conditions  under  which  students 
of  Trinity  OoUege  lived  in  the  University 
of  Buhlin  to  be  able  to  say  why  it  was 
that  they  were  admitted  to  the  lodger 
franchise.  They  had  not  in  Oxford  or 
Cambridge  such  conditions  as  would  en- 
title undergradaates  to  the  lodger  fran- 
chise. In  England  the  question  had 
been  decided  by  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON :  What  are  the 
conditions  deemed  essential  in  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Si? 
Henby  Jambs)  :  There  are  no  condi- 
tions deemed  essential.  The  condition 
of  the  law  is  that  undergraduates  are 
not  voters. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  What  is  the 
difference  between  the  condition  of  stu- 
dents in  a  OoUege  and  lodgers  in  an 
ordinary  dwelling-house  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  he  is  departing  from 
the  ordinary  practice  in  making  a  second 
speech.        

Da.  CAMERON  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  highly  undesirable  to  allow 
the  discussion  to  terminate  without  some* 
thing  being  said  by  an  hon.  Member 
from  a  Liberal  point  of  view.  He  had 
been  astonished  during  the  past  two 
hours  to  hear  the  most  liberal  senti- 
ments, with  one  exception,  expressed 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House, 
and  to  find  all  the  reactionary  speeches 
coming  from  the  Liberal  side  from  below 
u  well  as  above  the  Gangway.  This 
showed  that  Radicals,  as  well  as  other 
people,  were  no  judges  of  the  merits  of 
their  own  case.  During  this  discussion 
much  had  been  said  about  the  discipline 
of  the  Colleges,  and  how  the  proposed 
enfranchisement  would  disturb  the  minds 
of  the  heads  of  the  Universities,  and 
would  disturb  the  undergraduates  if  the 
latter  were  allowed  to  take  part  in  local 
elections.  Did  the  House  consider  that 
■n  interest  in  politics — an  active  interest 
in  politics — was  of  no  use  to  students  ? 
He  regretted  to  see  that,  while  that 
^nestion  had  been  dealt  with  affirma- 
tively by  hoo.  Members  on  the  Con- 
■STfative  side  of  the  House,  an  opposite 
▼iew  had  been  adopted  by  the  Radicals. 
8o  long  as  he  had  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  stick  by  their  ori- 
pnal  proposition  he  had  remained  silent ; 
pat  be  must  say  that  the  n^anner  in 


which  they  had  behaved  in  regard  to 
the  matter  to-night  passed  all  compre- 
hension. The  Attorney  General,  when 
the  clause  was  proposed  the  other  day, 
said  that  he  could  not  accept  it ;  but  he 
now  declared  that  he  had  been  over- 
whelmed by  the  arguments  which  had 
been  adduced. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  No ;  by  the  numbers. 

Db.  CAMERON:  Well,  if  not  by 
arguments,  by  numbers.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  not  yielded  to  num- 
bers to-night.  He  had  changed  his 
front,  and  had  not  even  challenged  a 
division.  When  a  decision  had  been 
come  to  to-night  which  did  away  with 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  told  them,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  debate,  l^at  he 
could  not  entertain  the  proposition. 
Then  he  told  them  that  it  would  make 
no  difference  to  the  electorate.  He  (Dr. 
Cameron)  trusted  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, for  the  sake  of  the  consistency  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  would  take  an  oppo- 
site view  to  that  of  his  Colleagues ;  and 
that,  if  the  clause  went  to  a  division,  he 
would  follow  his  own  professions,  and 
not  vote  for  the  imposition  of  a  statu- 
tory disability  on  a  class  of  citizens  who 
would  otherwise  be  entitled  to  vote. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  the  great 
measure  of  which  this  Bill  was  a  part, 
being  a  Bill  for  enfranchisement,  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  now  attempt  to 
disfranchise  anyone.  It  had  been  said 
of  the  students  that  their  tenure  of  their 
rooms  was  precarious.  Well,  the  service 
franchise  was  also  precarious ;  the  tenure 
of  the  coachman  or  the  gardener  was 
precarious,  because  he  was  liable  to  be 
dismissed  at  any  time.  It  was  admitted 
that  youAg  men  at  the  Universities  were 
a  class  who  were  perfectly  capable  of 
exercising  all  Constitutional  privileges 
when  they  reached  the  age  of  21  or  22 
years.  If  these  young  men  would  ever 
be  able  to  form  a  political  opinion  at  all, 
they  would  be  as  capable  then  as  at  any 
other  time.  He  believed  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister himself  had  commenced,  not  only 
his  political  career,  but  his  career  of 
statesmanship  at  a  very  early  age.  There 
was  a  reason  why,  though  he  could  on 
general  grounds,  he  could  not  on  parti- 
cular grounds,  give  his  adhesion  to  the 
proposal  before  the  House.  Ireland  was 
a  Catholic  nation,  yet  the  Catholics  had 
no    residential  University.      Although 
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there  was  a  so-called  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, it  had  no  students  who  were 
required  to  reside  in  College.  It  was  a 
mock  University — merely  an  Examining 
Board  without  professors,  teachers,  halls, 
or  studies.  He  did  not  think,  therefore, 
that  the  people  of  an  alien  faith  should 
have  political  power  through  University 
representation,  whilst  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  were  deprived,  not  only  of 
University  representation,  but  of  a  real 
University  at  all.  That  was  the  only 
reason  why  he  was  opposed  to  the 
granting  of  the  franchise  to  this  parti- 
cular class  in  Trinity  College.  But  if 
there  were  a  similar  class  of  Irish 
Catholio  young  men,  it  would  be  far 
from  his  wish  to  deprive  one  under- 
graduate, however  different  might  be 
his  political  views  from  his  own,  from 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise  when  that 
undergraduate  had  attained  the  age  of 
manhood  and  the  maturity  of  his  in- 
tellect. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  84 ;  Noes 
81 :  Majority  8.— (Div.  List,  No.  183.) 

Me.  JAMES  STUAET  said,  there 
were  certain  clauses  in  the  Cambridge 
Award  Act  of  1856  which  repeated  the 
Act  of  1832  to  a  certain  extent.  He 
had,  therefore,  to  move  an  addition  to 
the  clause  which  had  been  already 
adopted  by  the  Housq. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amend- 
ment, the  words  **  Provided  also.  That  nothing 
in  'The  Camhridge  Award  Act,  1856,'  shall 
prevent  any  occupier  of  such  chambers  or  pre- 
mises from  having  a  right  to  be  registered  as  a 
Parliamentary  voter."— (Jfr.  James  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  the  impression 
left  on  his  mind  by  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  just  now 
was  that  graduates,  bachelors,  or  any 
other  persons  occupying  rooms  in  Col- 
leges, were  neither  owners,  tenants,  nor 
lodgers.  If  that  were  so,  this  Amend- 
ment would  not  give  graduates  the  right 
to  vote. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  the  premises 
were  only  occupied  for  24  weeks  in  the 
year,  with  the  exception  of  those  occu- 
pied by  the  heads  of  Colleges.  The 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  hon,  Friend 

Mr,  Dawson 


was  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  that 
diflSculty.  If  the  clause  were  not  re- 
pealed, no  Fellow  or  graduate,  or  other 
person  entitled  to  vote,  would  be  able  to 
be  rated  to  confer  upon  him  the  right  of 
voting. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH 
said,  after  the  extraordinary  decision 
which  the  House  had  just  arrived  at,  he 
was  disposed  to  the  opinion  that  no  mem- 
ber of  the  University  ought  to  be  aUowed 
to  vote  for  the  town.  This  was  a  speci- 
men of  Professorial  Liberalism.  It  was 
well  known  which  way  the  majority  of 
resident  members  and  undergraduates 
were  likely  to  vote;  and  the  Liberal 
Professors  had,  therefore,  deliberately 
set  themselves  to  work  to  disqualify 
that  class  of  voters.  In  saying  this 
he  was  simply  stating  facts  which  must 
be  well  within  the  knowledge  of  any 
persons  acquainted  with  Oxford  and 
Cambridge;  and  there  were  the  two 
Members  for  the  town  of  Cambridge  in 
their  places  who  had  voted  for  the 
last  Amendment  because  they  knew  that 
the  students  would  vote  against  them. 
These  men  were  to  be  disqualified  be- 
cause they  were  students,  although  tbej 
might  be  of  full  age  and  have  the  neces- 
sary qualifications;  and  the  two  hon. 
Members  for  the  town  of  Cambridge 
knew  very  well  what  the  effect  of  those 
votes  would  have  been  in  relation  to 
their  seats.  For  himself,  he  thought 
it  was  a  very  questionable  matter 
whether,  looking  to  the  great  differ- 
ence there  was  between  the  Univer- 
sity franchise  and  the  town  fnmchise, 
any  member  of  the  University  should 
have  a  vote  for  the  town ;  but  he  must 
say  that  if  they  were  to  qualify  any 
member  of  the  University  on  account  of 
residence  in-  rooms,  eitber  in  or  out 
of  College,  as  voters  for  the  town,  they 
ought  to  qualify  them  all,  and  that 
nothing  could  be  more  unfair  than  to 
qualify  a  special  class  and  disqualify  the 
rest.  He  should,  for  these  reasons,  cer- 
tainly vote  against  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  HEAIiY  said,  the  effect  of  the 
last  Amendment  being,  as  he  under- 
stood, to  disqualify  undergraduates  in 
England,  he  wished  to  know  whetho* 
the  Government  would  apply  the  same 
principle  to  the  case  of  the  Irish  under- 
graduates? [•*  Hear,  hear!"]  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board  would 
repfy  to  his  inquiry. 
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Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  think  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
eotering  into  the  question  raised  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Healy)  with  regard  to  the  under- 
graduates in  Ireland  on  this  Bill.  He 
bad,  however,  expressed  his  view  of  the 
matter  by  cheering  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  just  now  said — namely,  that 
there  was  one  law  for  England  and  an- 
other for  Ireland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  want 
to  re-open  the  discussion  on  the  question 
of  undergraduate  voting ;  but  he  thought 
it  right  to  speak  before  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  rose,  in  order 
to  give  an  opportunity  of  a  case  being 
stated.  He  believed  he  had  given  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  to  the  House  his  opi- 
nion on  the  Amendment  just  disposed 
of,  based  on  the  principles  of  fair  play ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
elected  to  give  them  an  astonishing 
opinion  on  that  Amendment,  which  had 
I>een  followed  by  the  Prime  Minister's 
leaving  the  House  rather  than  vote  in 
support  of  it.  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  the  Attorney  General 
▼as  able  to  present  as  his  opinion,  to  be 
adopted  by  the  House,  that  the  last 
Amendment  was  but  declaratory  of  the 
law  and  unnecessary.  He  thought  that 
the  position  of  the  House  with  reference 
to  this  Amendment  was  in  the  last  degree 
unsatisfactory,  and  he  thought  it  a  very 
bard  thing  not  to  be  able  to  use  the 
strongest  and  harshest  language  in  refer- 
ence to  what  liad  occurred.  Personally, 
be  bad  a  very  strong  feeling  in  reference 
thereto ;  and  bearing  in  mind  what  had 
been  pointedout  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  iVesident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  as  to  the  urgency  for  passing  this 
Bill  rapidly  through  the  House,  and 
taking  that  in  connection  with  the  sanc- 
tion which  the  Government  had  given 
to'the  course  taken  to-night  with  refer- 
ence this  Amendment,  he  was  bound  to 
aay  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  lead 
necessarily  to  the  re-examination  and  re- 
dxscossion  of  certain  important  matters. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrsb  Hkbschell)  said,  they  had 
bitberto  managed  to  keep  tolerably  cool 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  and  to 
avoid  imputations  of  a  kind  which  arose 
solely  from  Party  considerations  and 
bad  only  a  Party  effect.  Certainly  he 
felt  a  little  startled  by  the  vehemence 

VOL.  OGXCVm.    [thiep  series.] 


of  the  language  which  had  been  used 
by  the  two  nght  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site and  by  the  arguments  which  they 
had  addressed  to  the  House  on  this 
Amendment.  It  was  surely  a  matter 
for  fair  consideration  how  far  it  was 
desirable  that  those  members  of  the 
Universities  who  were  still  under  pupil-  , 
age  should  be  introduced  into  the  field 
of  Party  warfare  while  they  were  at  the 
Universities  for  educational  purposes. 
That  was  a  question  which  he  thought 
might  well  influence  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
dealing  with  such  a  matter  as  this.  But 
it  seemed  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  not  give  any  Member  on 
the  Ministenal  side  of  the  House  credit 
for  anything  but  Party  motives  in 
the  course  they  were  taking  with  re- 
gard to  this  question.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  he  supposed,  judging  others 
by  themselves,  oidy  dealt  with  the  efl*ect 
of  the  vote ;  their  argument  was  that 
the  vote  was  the  result  of  Party  motives. 
\_J)isBent,']  He  was  using  the  argument 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  not 
his  own.  They  said  that  inasmuch  as 
the  vote  would  have  a  particular  Party 
result,  it  could  only  have  been  dictated 
by  Party  motives — that  was  what  their 
argument  came  to.  But  against  that 
argument  he  protested  as  not  being 
sound  or  valid.  He  was  inclined  to  say 
rather  what  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  perhaps  say,  on  further 
consideration,  that  it  would  be  a  fair 
and  legitimate  subject  for  consideration 
whether  those  persons  who  were  in  a 
state  of  pupilage  should  have  the  right 
of  being  registered  as  voters.  But  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  put  before 
the  House  that  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  were  voting  in  a  particular  way 
because  their  vote  would  have  a  par- 
ticular result ;  they  said  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Amendment 
asked  that  those  who  were  of  full  age 
and  who  would  be  entitled  to  vote 
should  be  deprived  of  their  votes  be- 
cause those  votes  would  be  given  against 
themselves.  He  submitted  that  there  was 
no  such  motive.  The  question  was  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  bring  those  stu- 
dents who  were  at  the  Universities  for  the 
purposes  of  education  within  the  arena 
of  the  politics  of  a  University  town- 
and  that  was  a  totally  different  question 
from  that  of  whether  those  to  whom  no 
such  argument  applied  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  franchise  because,  as  right 
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hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said,  they 
would  vote  against  the  Conservative 
Party. 

Mb.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
desired  to  explain  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give.  He  should  unhesitatingly  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  James  Stuart).  He 
looked  on  the  question  simply  as  an 
academic  question;  and,  totally  inde- 
pendent of  any  possible  politics  of  any 
Profession,  he  should  forget  for  the  mo- 
ment the  proceedings  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
It  was  simply  a  matter  of  fact  whether 
undergratuates  had  a  right  to  vote  or 
not,  and  of  policy  whether  it  was  de- 
Rirable  to  confirm  the  claim.  Under- 
graduates lived  under  very  peculiar 
and  exceptional  circumstances.  But  the 
graduates  of  a  University  were  in  the 
position  of  any  other  gentlemen  who 
lived  in  a  town.  They  had,  either 
within  or  without  the  Colleges,  their 
houses,  which  should  be  put  on  the  same 
footing;  many  of  them  were  family  men ; 
they  paid  their  rates  and  taxes;  they 
mixed  with  the  affairs  of  the  town,  and 
in  many  of  their  relations  they  were 
simply  and  absolutely  citizens.  He  knew 
that  was  so  in  Cambridge,  and  no  doubt 
it  was  the  case  at  Oxford ;  and  to  de- 
prive these  graduates  of  their  votes  as  a 
vmdetta  for  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  case  of  undergraduates — with  great 
respect  to  his  right  hon.  Friend — was 
as  good  a  piece  of  nimble  logic  as  he  had 
ever  heard.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  simply  look  at  the  matter  as  a 
question  of  common  sense  and  common 
justice,  and  would  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment.   

Mr.  W.  fowler  said  he  protested 
with  all  the  force  he  could  use  against 
the  insinuations  conveyed  in  the  insult- 
ing speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Memoer  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach).  He  considered 
it  rather  hard  that  an  insinuation  of  the 
kind  which  had  been  made  should  have 
been  thrown  out  against  him ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  to-morrow,  on  calmer  reflection, 
be  sorry  that  he  had  made  it.  He  pointed 
out  that  the  object  of  this  clause  was 
merely  to  put  Cambridge  in  the  same 
position  as  Oxford.  Under  the  Statute 
of  1856  the  resident  graduates  even 
would  not  be  able  to  have  a  vote.  Its 
object  was  to  put  the  matter  on  the  same 

The  Solicitor  General 


footing  that  it  would  have  been  upon  if 
the  peculiar  Statute  in  question  had  not 
been  passed.  He  could  conceive  of  no- 
thing more  fair  and  reasonable  than 
that ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  the  Cam- 
bridge men  should  be  in  a  position  dif- 
ferent from  that  occupied  by  the  Oxford 
men. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  had  a 
suggestion  to  make  which  might  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  near  him, 
— that  was  to  say,  of  those  who  objected 
to  this  invidious  and  indefensible  dis- 
tinction between  graduates  and  under- 
graduates in  connection  with  a  matter 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  their 
academic  status.  He  thought  the  posi- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friends  would  be  best 
retained  by  moving  the  re-committal 
of  the  Bill.  He  thought  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  misapprehended  the 
feeling  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House  if  they  were  under  the  im- 
pression that  they  were  going  to  allow 
any  petty  considerations,  such  as  the 
convenience  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  any  view  of  cramming  this 
measure  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  prevent  their  seeing  justice  done 
in  this  matter.  He  was  afraid  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  had  not  had  his  brief  given  to 
him  soon  enough,  because  he  said  that 
the  matter  was  to  be  decided  on  the 
question  as  to  whether  undergraduates 
as  opposed  to  graduates  should  or  should 
not  have  the  vote.  But  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Amendment,  which  was 
a  distinct  proposition  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  for  a  Proviso 
being  introduced  into  the  Bill  with  re- 
gard to  the  Cambridge  Award  Act  of 
1856.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  .General  bad  the  Act 
in  his  hands  he  would  see  that  it  dealt 
with  an  arrangement  made  between  the 
University  authorities  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Municipal  authoritiea  on  the 
other  for  the  apportionment  of  local  bur- 
dens in  the  town  of  Cambridge ;  it  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  graduates 
or  undergraduates;  it  was  simply  an 
arrangement  with  regard  to  College 
property  being  made  subject  to  lo^ 
taxation.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  misapprehended  the  case 
entirely. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
FAEREa  Hbr80He;«l)  :  I  beg  pardon ;  thai 
was  just  my  argument. 
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Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  stated  that  the  Question  be- 
fore the  House  was  that  of  undergraduates 
as  opposed  to  the  question  of  graduates, 
and  had  wholly  ignored  the  fact  that  the 
disqualifying  section  of  the  Award  Act 
applied  equally  to  both.  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  refer  to 
the  Bill  he  would  see  that  such  was  the 
case ;  and  he  must  say  that  the  remarks 
o(  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  were 
strongly  called  for  in  connection  with 
the  Government,  who,  he  was  compelled 
to  say,  had  stultified  themselves  in 
every  stage  of  these  proceedings.  He 
trusted  that  by  some  means,  whether 
by  re-commitment  or  other  mode  of  pro- 
cedure, they  might  yet  get  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  this  matter  again 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  H.  a.  NORTHCOTE  said,  that 
up  to  the  moment  of  the  last  division 
hoD.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  not  aware  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Attorney  General,  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  repudiate 
the  engagement  into  which  they  had  en- 
tered on  an  earlier  stage  of  the  Bill, 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
accepted  the  original  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart),  and  consented  to  a  clause  being 
mored  later  on.  He  (Mr.  H.  S.  North- 
eole)  was  entirely  unprepared  at  the 
time  at  which  the  question  was  again 
raised  for  what  had  taken  place.  He  and 
his  hon.  Friends  had  no  idea  that  the 
Government  had  come  to  this  decision  ; 
ind  that  being  so,  he  did  not  think  there 
was  very  much  ground  for  surprise  if 
Bome  warmth  of  feeling  had  been  mani- 
fested in  the  course  of  this  discussion. 
He  was,  however,  ready  to  acknowledge 
that  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represented  Cambridge  had  been 
more  courteous  in  tone  than  that  of  the 
hoQ.  MemberforSouthwark  (Mr.  Thorold 
Bogers),  who,  he  regretted  to  observe, 
was  not  in  his  place.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  oourse  of  his  remarks  had  al- 
luded to  the  undergraduate  as  a  kind  of 
gipsy,  who  left  with  no  connection  with 
the  University  except,  perhaps,  through 
hit  debts.  In  his  opinion,  the  Professor 
had  a  much  better  claim  to  that  title, 
because  when  he  left  the  University  he 
might  be  said  to  be  without  a  place  for 
the  sole  of  his  foot.  He  thought  there 
was  just  ground  for  complaining  of  the 
poiitiical  "Billingsgate"  of  the  hon.  Gen- 


tleman,  and  was  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Memberfor  East  Gloucester- 
shire had  announced  his  intention  of 
opposing  this  Amendment. 

Me.  HOEACE  DAVEY  said,  he  would 
not  imitate  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  but  wished  to  express  his 
surprise  at  the  somewhat  spiteful  manner 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  shown  his 
feeling  on  the  result  of  the  last  division. 
He  (Mr.  Horace  Davey)  had  voted  in 
that  division,  and  should  vote  for  the 
present  Amendment.  Again,  he  utterly 
repudiated  the  insinuations  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  those  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
that  the  Members  who  voted  in  the  ma- 
jority on  the  recent  division  were  actuated 
by  Party  spirit.  He  had  no  conception 
as  to  whether  the  undergraduates  would, 
on  the  whole,  give  a  larger  vote  on  one 
side  than  on  the  other  ;  indeed,  he  wais 
quite  indifferent  as  to  how  they  might 
vote;  but  he  did  care  that  undergra- 
duates who  went  to  the  Universities  for 
the  purposes  of  education  should  not 
be  mixed  up  in  town  politics.  He  had 
some  interest  in  one  undergraduate,  at 
least,  at  Cambridge. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  is 
travelling  beyond  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  HORACE  DAVEY  said,  he 
would  not  follow  the  bad  example  that 
had  been  set  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, but  would  conclude  his  observations 
by  saying  that,  although  he  was  not 
sure,  he  was  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  an  Act  similar  to  the  Cam- 
bridge Award  Act,  relating  to  Oxford. 
Speaking  from  memory,  he  believed 
that  there  was  the  same  clause  in  the 
Act  as.  that  which  was  the  subject  of 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  and, 
if  60,  it  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  same  way. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney.  He  wished, 
however,  to  say  that  he  agreed  with  his 
right  hon.  Friends  in  thinking  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  behaved 
badly  in  this  matter ;  and,  though  de- 
clining to  be  led  by  what  had  happened 
into  violent  language,  he  must  add 
that  the   Liberal  Party  had   behaved 
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badly  also.  He  was  not  going  to 
follow  their  example,  however,  and 
behave  badly  to  the  graduate  mem- 
bers of  the  University.  He  did  not 
know  what  their  politics  were ;  but  as 
the  Amendment  would  remove  a  dis- 
qualification, he  intended  to  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  further  with  re- 
gard to  the  job  that  had  been  perpe- 
trated. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  one  which  ought  to  be  allowed  to 


Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  in  that  case 
he  would  at  once  withdraw  it,  and  sub- 
stitute 'Hhe  attempt  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  manipulate  the  franchise  for 
their  own  benefit."  After  what  had  passed 
he  thought  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they 
could  not  go  on  with  the  Bill  to-day.  The 
Government  did  not  seem  to  know  their 
own  mind  on  this  subject.  After  two 
hours'  discussion  the  Attorney  General 
had  risen  to  support  the  last  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart),  and  since  this  Amend- 
ment had  been  moved  with  regard  to 
Cambridge,  they  had  had  a  similar 
clause  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace 
Davey)  with  regard  to  Oxford.  It  was 
evident  that  they  could  not  proceed 
under  the  circumstances,  and  he,  there- 
fore, begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  E.  Stanhope.) 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  they  had  now  dis- 
cussed this  University  question  for  two 
days,  and  they  had  arrived  at  a  decision 
about  which  there  could  be  no  pos- 
sible controversy.  The  Government  had 
always  laid  stress  on  the  necessity  of 
passing  the  Bill  without  delay,  and  no 
one  knew  the  importance  of  that  better 
than  the  hon.  Member  who  had  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  But 
they  had  now  come  to  a  deadlock,  and 
unless  the  Bill  were  proceeded  with  at 
once,  it  would  not  be  passed  before 
Whitsuntide,  and  there  was  no  Town 
Clerk  or  Overseer  who  would  be  able  to 
perform  the  duty  required  of  him  by 
the  Act.  They  would  be  imposing  upon 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  the    duty  of 
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issuing  their  precepts  at  a  time  when 
they  could  not  perform  them.  He  asked, 
under  the  circumstances,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  debate  to 
proceed. 

SirMICHAELHICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  was  anxious  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  House,  because  he  wished  to  saj 
that  if  he  had  given  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  any 
personal  ofiFence,  he  was  sorry  for  it.  He 
had  felt  warmly,  and  had  spoken  warmly, 
and  although  he  still  held  his  original 
opinion  on  this  subject,  he  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  if  he  had  hurt  the  feelings 
of  the  hon.  Member.  If  the  discussion 
on  this  Bill  went  on  for  another  week, 
the  responsibility  rested  with  the  Go« 
vernment  for  not  adhering  to  their  ori- 
ginal proposals.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  persevere  in  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
there  would  be  no  inconvenience  to  the 
Government  personally  if  the  discussion 
on  this  Bill  was  delayed.  It  was  of  no 
special  interest  to  them  if  the  Bill  was 
not  passed  for  a  considerable  time.  It 
was  no  question  for  the  Government 
at  all.  It  would  not  specially  incon- 
venience or  distress  the  Government  if 
the  House  did  not  pass  the  measure 
at  all;  but  it  would  throw  the  whole 
electoral  machinery  of  the  country  into 
confusion,  and  would  undoubtedly  have 
the  effect  of  delaying  the  General  Elec- 
tion, which  was  not  desirable. 

Sir  SrAFFOBD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  it  was  most  unfortunate  that 
the  Government  should  have  changed 
completely  round  in  the  last  division, 
and  had  taken  a  course  which  was  alto- 
gether opposed  to  the  principles  npon 
which  the  Bill  was  founded.  He  could 
not  understand  how  this  question  of 
the  educational  position  of  a  voter  conid 
be  brought  in  to  alter  the  qualification 
of  the  voter.  He  was  bound  to  say  that, 
after  the  change  which  had  been  made 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Bill,  he  did  think  it 
wotdd  be  desirable  to  postpone  any  for* 
ther  proceedings  at  present.  He  thought 
it  would  be  their  best  plan,  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  the  little  heat  which  existed, 
and  not  unnaturally,  as  he  thought,  to 
take  the  remainder  of  the  measure  at  a 
later  Sitting. 

Mr.  BULWEE  said,  he  desired  to 
make  a  personal  appeal  to  be  allowed  to 
move  the  nei^  Amendment  which  stood 
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in  his  name  on  the  Paper.  He  believed 
it  was  not  opposed  by  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, and  if  it  were  not  agreed  to  to- 
night, it  would  occasion  him  great  per- 
sonal inconyenienoe. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  thought  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  had  been  a 
little  unkind  to  the  Attorney  General. 
Wiik  regard  to  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, he  would  point  out  that  there 
were  very  few  Amendments  remaining 
on  the  Paper,  and  they  were  all  very 
anxious  to  have  these  measures  settled 
as  soon  as  possible,  so  that  the  work  of 
registration  could  be  proceeded  with  at 
once.  They  on  those  Benches  were  very 
anxious  that  they  should  be  passed  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  should  not  be  post- 
poned in  this  way. 

Qaestion  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put. 
The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  89  ;  Noes 
24:  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No.  184.) 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that,  on  the  Motion  for  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  I  will  move  that 
the  Bill  be  re-committed  with  a  view  of 
inviting  the  House  to  reconsider  the 
decision  to  which  it  arrived  on  the  pre- 
vious Amendment. 

Mb.  BULWER  said,  he  wished  to 
move  to  add,  in  Clause  18,  page  11,  line 
27,  ''and  includes  the  Justices  in  Ge- 
neral or  Quarter  Sessions  assembled  for 
the  Isle  of  Ely."  The  object  of  this 
and  consequential  Amendments  was  to 
restore  to  the  Isle  of  Ely  its  ancient 
jurisdiction. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pft^  11,  lioe  27,  add  **aDd  includes  the 
JQsticee  in  General  or  Quarter  Sessions  assem- 
Vied  for  the  Isle  of  Ely."— (ilfr.  Bulwer.) 

Question,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  H.  J.  TOLLEMACHE  said,  he 
desired  to  move  an  Amendment  to  Sche- 
dule 2,  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
It  was  in  page  14,  line  12,  after  **  list," 
to  insert — 

**  At  pablished  in  the  report  of  any  election 
eonrt  cft  election  commissioners  who  have  held 
an  inquiry  within  the  limits  of  the  said  consti- 
tae&cy  daring  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hnadred  and  eighty." 

The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
limply  thia.  Under  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tioea  Act  of  1883  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
had  to  prepare  and  send  to  the  overseers 
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a  list  of  all  persons  in  every  township  in 
a  county  scheduled  as  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices.  The  Clerks  of  the  Peace  had 
to  give  descriptions  of  these  persons; 
but  they  had  no  means  of  identifying 
them  or  of  finding  out  what  qualifica- 
tion they  possessed.  It  was  impossible, 
therefore,  for  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to 
give  proper  descriptions  of  the  scheduled 
persons.  All  he  asked  in  his  Amend- 
ment was  that  the  Eeports  of  the  Election 
Commissioners  should  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  identification,  and  that 
if  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  should  send 
round  the  schedules  annexed  to  the 
Eeports  of  the  Commissioners,  nothing 
more  should  be  expected  of  them  in  this 
regard.  In  the  case  of  a  portion  of  the 
county  of  Chester  two  boroughs  had 
been  scheduled  as  having  been  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices.  Something  like  4,000 
voters  had  been  scheduled,  and  unless 
the  Bill  were  amended  as  he  proposed, 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  would  have  to 
obtain  particulars  of  the  qualifications 
of  these  persons,  which  they  had  no 
means  of  doing. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  14,  line  12,  after  the  word  "list," 
insert  the  words  '*  as  published  in  the  report  of 
any  election  court  or  election  commissioners  who 
have  held  an  inquiry  within  the  limits  of  the 
said  constituency  during  the  year  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty." — (Mr.  Henry  Tolle^ 
maehe.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  this  was  merely  a 
question  of  the  precept  which  would  be 
issued — a  matter  of  instruction,  or  form 
of  telling  the  overseers  what  the  law  was, 
and  the  Amendment  could  not  alter  the 
law,  or  assist  anyone  in  carrying  it  into 
effect.  Whatever  was  the  duty  of  the 
officials  would  not  be  affected  by  this 
precept.  No  doubt,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  provide  a  special  description  of 
4,000  persons.  The  description  given 
would  be  that  which  would  be  found  in 
the  Report  of  the  Election  Court. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  now  begged  to 
move  to  add  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  at  the  end  of  line  25,  on  page 
34.  The  Amendment  was  an  attempt  to 
attain  some  solution  of  the  difficult  re- 
form to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  had  called  attention.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  felt  there 
was  great  difficulty  in  the  matter,  and 
had  endeavoured  to  give  the  county 
overseers  some  better  instructions.  The 
Form  had  now  been  divided  under  three 
heads — namely,  '*  Instructions  where 
Property  consists  of  several  Buildings ; 
for  instance,  Cottages  let  by  the  Owner; " 
'^Instructions  in  case  of  what  is  com- 
monly called  the  Service  Franchise;" 
and  ''Instructions in  the  case  of  a  House 
let  in  separate  Tenements."  He  hoped 
this  would  throw  some  light  on  this  dif- 
fiotdt  subject. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  Schedule  2,  page  34,  line  26,  at  end, 
insert, — 

Note. — ^The  description  of  the  property  in  the 
first  column  should  he  a  copy  from  the  rate  hook, 
and  should  he  filled  in  hy  the  overseers,  and  if 
it  is  a  house  numbered  in  a  street  should  specify 
the  street  and  numher. 

The  following  instructions  should  he  annexed 
to  the  form,  with  such  alterations,  if  any,  as  the 
overseers  think  necessary  for  adapting  them  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  parish  or  of  the  pro- 
perty to  which  the  notice  refers. 

Instructions  for  filling  up  a  Form. 
Jnstruetions  where  Property  eonsiets  of  several 
Buildinga  ;  for  inetanee^  Cottagee  let 
by  the  Oumer. 
In  the  second  column  insert  ''cottage   in 
Lane,"    or   otherwise  describe   its 
locality. 

In  the  third  column  insert,  opposite  to  the 
description  of  the  cottage  in  the  second  column, 
the  name  of  the  man  who  now  inhabits  it,  and 
has  inhabited  it  since  the  fifteenth  day  of  July 
last. 

If  it  has  not  been  so  inhabited  state  so,  or 
omit  the  dwelling  house  from  the  second 
column. 

The  head  of  the  family  alone  is  considered  to 
he  the  occupier. 

Inttruetioni  in  ea$e  of  what  i$  commonly  called 
the  Service  Franchise, 
The  dwelling  house  in  the  second  column  may 
be  either — 

(a.)    A  separate   house— for    example,    a 

schoolmaster's  house ;  or 
(b.)  A  part  of  a  dwelling  house  separately 
occupied  as  a  dwelling— for  example,  a 
room  or  rooms  over  a  stable,  or  care- 
taker's rooms  in  an  office : 
If  it  is  a  separate  house,  insert  in  second 
column,  "house  in  road,"  or  other- 

wise specify  its  locality. 

If  it  is  part  of  a  dwelling  house,  insert  in  the 
second  column  '*  rooms  over  stable,**  -*'  basement 
of  office,*'  *' rooms  over  shop,**  or  otherwise 
specify  the  locality  of  the  room  or  rooms. 

In  the  third  column  insert,  opposite  to  the 
description  of  the  dwelling  house  m  the  second 
cuhimn,  the  name  of  the  man  who  now  inhabits 
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it,  and  has  inhabited  it  since  the  fifteenth  day 

day  of  July  last. 
If  it  has  not  been  so  inhabited  state  so,  or  omit 

the  dwelling  house  from  the  second  column. 
In  filling  up  the  return  it  must  he  recollected 

that,  under  the  Bepresentation  of  the  People 

Acte:— 

(a.)  In  the  case  of  a  man  who  occupies  by 
reason  of  any>ffice,  service,  or  employ- 
ment, if  the  same  house  is  inhabit^  by 
any  person  under  whom  such  man  serves 
in  his  office,  service,  or  employment,  such 
man  is  not  considered  a  separate  inhabi- 
tant occupier ;  for  example,  a  butler  oc- 
cupying rooms  in  his  master's  house  is 
not  such  an  occupier,  although,  if  he 
occupied  rooms  over  a  detached  building*, 
such  as  a  laundry,  he  might  he  snch  mn 
occupier ; 
(b.)  The  head  of  the  family  alone  is  con- 
sidered to  he  the  occupier. 

Instruetiont  in  the  ease  of  a  House  let  in 
separate  Tenements, 
The  dwelling  house  in  the  second  column 
may  be  any  room  or  rooms  in  the  house  which 
are  separately  occupied  as  a  dwelling. 

Insert  in  the  second  column  the  position  of 
the  room  or  rooms  occupied;  for  example, 
"  First  floor,  front  room.*' 

In  the  third  column  insert,  opposite  to  the 
description  of  the  room  or  rooms  in  the  second 
column,  the  name  of  the  man  who  now  inhabits 
it,  and  has  inhabited  it  since  the  fifteenth  day 
of  July  last. 

If  it  has  not  been  so  inhabited  state  so,  or  omit 
the  room  or  rooms  from  the  second  column. 

In  filling  up  the  return  it  must  be  reeoUtcted 
that,  under  the  Representation  of  the  People 
Acts  :~ 

(a.)   A  [man   who^occupies   any  room  or 
rooms  in  a  house  separately   must   be 
entered,  although  he  is  entitled  to  the 
joint  use  of  some  other  part  of  the  house : 
for  example,  a  man  occupying  separately 
the  first  fioor  front  rooms,  and  having 
joint  use  of   a   wash-house,    most    be 
entered; 
(b.)  The  head  of  the  family  alone  is  con- 
sidered to  be  the  occupier. 
If  the  landlord  of  a  house  let  out  in  separate 
tenements  lives  in  the  house,  he  must  not  return 
the  names  of  the  occupiers  of  tenements  in  that 
hovLse.—iThe  Attorney  General,) 

Question  proposed,  '  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  Amend- 
ment set  forth  that  the  description  of 
the  property  in  the  first  column  should 
be  a  copy  from  the  rate  book.  Would 
it  not  be  well,  to  prerent  mistakes,  to 
add  the  words  **  omitting  the  names  of 
female  occupiers?"  There  might  be 
many  female  occupiers  on  the  rate  book 
— they  would  not  be  eligible  to  go  on 
the  Register,  and  yet,  if  an  absolute 
copy  of  the  rate  book  were  made,  they 
would  get  on  it.    The  Amendment  was 
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a  definite  instruction  to  the  overseer  to 
take  each  name  and  put  it  down. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
aaid,  that  from  his  experience  of  rate 
books  in  counties  they  were  not  kept 
▼ith  sufficient  accuracy  to  make  it  pos- 
sible for  the  overseers  to  fill  up  lists  by 
merely  taking  copies  of  those  books. 
He  could  name  cases  where  cottages 
▼ere  included  in  farms  in  the  rate  book, 
and  where  that  would  continue  to  be  the 
practice,  the  cottages  being  occupied  by 
persons  who  ought  to  be  put  on  the  list 
oi  voters.  A  stable,  if  occupied  by  a 
servant,  might  qualify  for  a  vote,  but 
it  would  not  be  mentioned  in  the  rate 
book. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hknky  Jahbs)  said,  it  would  be  the  per- 
son rated,  and  not  necessarily  the  occu- 
pier, who  would  have  the  vote ;  the  over- 
seer would  know  that  a  female  could  not 
have  it  As  to  what  had  been  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  what  had  been  done  in  respect  of 
the  service  franchise  would  give  sufficient 
information. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON  desired  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  to  consider 
the  case  of  a  house  let  in  separate  tene- 
ments. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  last 
part  of  the  Amendment  was  by  no  means 
consistent  with  the  meaning  and  purport 
of  the  Representation  of  the  People  Act. 
The  Amendment  said — 

**  If  the  landlord  of  a  house  let  out  in  separate 
tenements  lires  in  the  house,  he  must  not  return 
the  names  of  the  occupiers  of  tenements  in  that 
hotiae.'' 

He  did  not  see  anything  whatever  in  the 
words  of  the  Act  which  could  disqualify 
the  person  who  occupied  a  portion  of  a 
tenement  house  as  an  inhabitant  occu- 
pier. Some  confusion  had  been  intro- 
duced into  this  matter  a  moment  ago 
with  reference  to  the  lodger  franchise. 
The  agent  was  to  be  presumed,  in  all 
such  cases  as  those  mentioned,  to  be  the 
owner ;  and  if  they  introduced  an  instruc- 
tion of  this  kind,  and  sent  it  broadcast 
through  tho  country,  the  result  would 
he  that  for  the  purpose  of  filling  in 
the  names  the  agent  or  manager  in  a 
tenement  house  would  be  considered  as 
the  owner  of  the  house,  and  therefore 
a  large  number  of  people  who  would 
otherwise  be  entitled  to  the  lodger 
franchise  would  be  disqualified.  The 
custom  in    many    cases    of    tenement 
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houses  was  to  allow  one  man  to  collect 
the  rents  from  all  the  other  tenants  in 
the  house  on  behalf  of  the  landlord,  he 
himself  residing  in  the  house  as  one  of 
the  tenants.  It  would  be  easy  to  con- 
tend before  the  Revising  Barrister  that 
the  agent  was  to  be  regarded  as  owner, 
and  that  his  occupation  of  a  portion  of 
the  house  should  be  a  disqualification  to 
all  the  other  persons  who  occupied  por- 
tions, and  would  entail  upon  them  the 
necessity  of  annually  claiming  to  vote 
as  lodgers.  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  con- 
tended that  the  last  few  lines  of  the  in- 
struction were  inconsistent  with  the 
Representation  of  the  People  Act,  and 
that,  if  passed,  instead  of  forwarding 
and  facilitating  matters,  the  Amendment 
would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  contention 
before  the  Revising  Barrister.  With 
regard  to  the  description  of  property  in 
the  first  column,  which  the  Amendment 
said  should  be  copied  from  the  rate  book, 
the  forms  should  be  properly  filled  in  by 
the  overseers  before  service.  He  drew 
attention  to  this  because  he  had  seen 
hosts  of  requisition  forms  sent  back  to 
the  people  to  be  properly  filled  in.  The 
overseers  who  would  have  to  perform 
this  duty  were  not  always  the  best 
qualified  men,  and  the  authorities  should 
be  prepared  for  their  making  a  great 
many  errors.  He  would,  furthermore, 
suggest  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  desirability  of  introducing  some 
such  words  as  would  make  it  clear  that 
the  requisition  form  was  to  apply  to 
one  rating  only.  He  (Mr.  Harring- 
ton) did  not  wish  to  detract  from 
the  excellent  instructions  contained  in 
this  Amendment.  He  regarded  them 
as  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  con- 
sidered it  necessary,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  object  of  the  Bill,  to  introduce 
them.  He  was  of  opinion,  however,  that 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  would 
consider  the  points  he  had  mentioned,  he 
might  be  able  beneficially  to  amend  the 
instructions  to  the  people  at  large.  Some 
overseers  conceived  that  they  discharged 
their  duty,  where  the  landlords'  names 
appeared  in  the  rate  book  in  connection 
with  some  10  or  20  ratings,  by  putting 
the  rate  numbers  at  the  head  of  the  re- 
quisition forms.  The  result  of  this  opera- 
tion would  be  that  the  one  form  would  not 
contain  all  the  information  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  in  it  if  any  of  tho 
houses  were  tenement  houses.  The  re- 
sult would  also  be  that  the  rate  clerks 


Digitized  by  VjiUO' 


gle 


431      Eegiatration  ( Occupation       {COMMONS } 
would,  in  the  case  of  sucli  holdings, 
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specify  the  ownership  in  general  terms 
by  saying  that  in  the  case  of  such  and 
such  a  lane  the  landlord  occupied  the 
whole  of  it,  and  it  would  be  impossible, 
from  the  requisition  form,  to  distinguish 
between  the  different  persons  residing  in 
the  premises. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  desired  to 
add,  in  page  37,  after  line  37,  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

Declaration  of  Correctness  of  Claim. 

I  am  acquainted  with  A.B.  of  I 

have  read  his  claim,  and  believe  it  to  he  correct. 

My  means  of  knowledge  are  derived  from  my 

heing  [Landlord^  Brother,  ^e,]  of  the  claimant. 

E.F. 

[State  residence  and  calling  of  deponent] 

Witness,  G.H. 
[State  residence  and  calling  of  witness]. 
He  had  brought  this  Amendment  for- 
ward in  Committee,  and  he  should  not 
have  submitted  it  again  if  it  had  not 
been  very  generally  pressed  upon  him 
in  the  meantime.  Eepresentations  had 
been  made  to  him  to  the  effect  that  the 
present  form  gave  rise  to  serious  mis- 
takes. The  witness  to  the  filling  in  of  the 
form  should  not  be  the  person  who  testi- 
fied to  the  validity  of  the  lodger's  claim. 
When  the  lodger  was  absent  from  home 
it  was  impossible  to  find  anyone  to  fill 
up  the  form  properly,  and  a  man  might 
fill  it  up  without  being  able  to  testify  for 
both  purposes.  The  object  of  putting 
in  the  words  "My  means  of  knowledge 
are  derived  from  my  being,"  &c.,  was 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  deponent  to 
what  he  was  really  doing.  He  (Mr. 
Tomlinson)  thought  that  if  this  Amend- 
ment, or  one  like  it,  were  inserted,  it 
would  tend  to  prevent  mistakes. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  37,  line 
32,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  '*  claimant,"  to  end  of  line  33.— 
{Mr.  Tomlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
)roiK)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  that  in  this  matter 
they  were  not  making  new  law,  but  were 
simply  adhering  to  the  form  of  1878, 
which  was  a  most  useful  one. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  he 
himself  had  had  heard  complaints  on 
Mr.  Uarriiigton 


this  subject  since  the  question  had  beeo 
brought  forward  in  Committee. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment,  if  adopted,  would  be 
found  very  useful,  as,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, the  law  might  be  greatly 
abused.  Unless  there  was  some  pro- 
vision requiring  one  person  certifying  to 
correctness  of  claim  to  state  his  means  of 
knowledge,  a  person  might  certify  with- 
out hesitation,  and,  subsequently,  when 
cross-examined  upon  the  subject,  he 
might  reply—'*  Oh !  well,  I  stated  what 
I  believed  to  be  correct — ^I  do  not  know 
that  what  I  said  is  not  correct ;  but  I 
really  do  not  know  much  about  it." 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that,  practicaUy, 
the  two  Amendments  relating  to  this 
matter  constituted  one  only,  and  there- 
fore he  apprehended  that  the  few  re- 
marks he  had  to  make  would  not  be  out 
of  Order  if  he  applied  them  to  both.  He 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  clear  statement  with  regard  to 
the  witnesses  to  these  forms,  because  he 
had  a  distinct  recollection  that  it  was 
brought  out  in  evidence  before  the  Com- 
missioners that  in  several  places  the 
Liberal  election  agent  himself  had 
signed  as  witness.  He  need  not  say 
that  that  was  a  very  great  abuse,  and 
that  every  precaution  ought  to  be  taken 
in  the  case  of  persons  put  on  the  Re- 
gister on  account  of  a  form  of  the  fran- 
chise which  was  peculiarly  liable  to 
fraud.  In  his  opinion,  no  one  ought  to 
be  put  on  the  Register  under  this  quali- 
fication unless  there  was  some  person 
who  was  prepared  to  state  in  plain  words 
in  what  his  knowledge  of  the  individual 
claiming  to  be  registered  consisted. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  ArroRjrBT 
General,  the  following  Amendments 
made :— Schedule  2,  page  39.  line  2, 
after  '*  should,"  by  inserting  "  if  there 
is  more  than  one  list;"  page  41,  line 
27,  at  end,  by  inserting — 

"  Note.— In  the  case  of  a  declaration  by  a 
person  on  the  old  lodgers  list  this  form  most  ba 
adapted  so  as  to  suit  that  list." 

Schedule  3,  page  47,  line  30,  in  margin, 
by  inserting  **  In  a  parish  in  the  dty 
of  London  substitute  twenty-five  for 
seven  miles." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  49,  line  12,  leave  out  "  vol«,"  aod 
insert  **be  registered  as  a  roter."— {Jfr.  Au 
torney  General.) 
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Question  proposed,  ''That  tlie  word 
'vote'  stand  part  of  the  Schedule." 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  meaning  of  the  words — 

*'  A  person  entitled  to  vote  in  respect  of  any 
liglit  reserved  by  sections  thirty-one  and  thirty- 
three  of  the  Reform  Act  of  1832  ?  '* 

What  was  the  reserved  right  ?  There 
was  no  definition. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HssTBY  James")  said,  the  definition  would 
be  found  in  the  Act  of  1876,  which  said 
that  the  term  "dwelling  house  "  was  to 
include  a  separate  portion  of  a  dwelling 
house.  There  was  no  express  defini- 
tion. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee  there  had  been 
some  discussion  on  the  Definition  Clause, 
and  it  had  been  proposed  to  include  all 
the  deGnitions  that  were  required  in  the 
Bedistribution  of  Seats  Bill  and  to 
adopt  them  by  references  in  this  Bill. 
As  nothing,  however,  had  been  heard 
of  the  matter  since  that  time,  he  sup- 
posed it  had  escaped  notice. 

Question  put,  and  negatived;  words 
imertid. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Oe9ibal.  the  following  Amendments 
made:— Schedule  3,  paee  70,  line  4, 
leave  out  "  name  and  situation,"  and 
insert  **  description ; "  Schedule  ,  page 
73,  line  16,  at  end  of  line,  insert-- 

*'  Kote. — This  form  most  he  adapted  to  suit 
thf  Tirious  lists/' 

Thi  attorney  general  (Sir 
HmtT  James)  said,  all  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  having  been  dis- 
posed of,  he  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  read  the 
Bill  a  third  time.  But  having  regard 
to  the  Notice  of  Motion  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnsbire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
for  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill,  he 
Karcely  liked  to  do  so  in  the  absence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  unless  he 
^  the  assent  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope). 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  was 
V^  ready  to  give  the  hon.  and  learned 
^^tleman  his  assent.  So  far  as  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  concerned,  he  did 
iK»t  think  he  would  be  disposed  to  oppose 
the  takmgof  the  third  reading  to-night, 
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and  he  should  therefore  offer  no  opposi- 
tion. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," 
—  (Mr,  Attorney  General t)  —  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  161.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate^  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for 

Scotland,) 

THIBD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Str  Charles  W.  Dilke.) 

Mr.  HENDERSON  said,  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  which  provided  that 
where  several  lodgers  were  jointly  occu- 
pying a  lodging  at  a  yearly  rent  of  not 
less  than  £10  for  each  lodger,  they 
should  be  entitled  to  be  registered  as 
voters.  The  meaning  of  that  clause  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  obvious ;  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  it  applied  to  lodgers 
who  were  to  be  all  equally  qualified  to 
be  registered.  But  there  was  a  proviso 
at  the  end  which  said  that  of  such  joint 
lodgers  only  two  should  be  entitled  to 
vote.  Now  that  proviso  he  proposed 
to  condemn.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be 
taking  away  with  one  hand  the  very 
little  that  was  given  with  the  other.  The 
clause  which  appeared  in  the  Bill  was 
t£iken  from  the  Parliamentary  Begistra- 
tion  Act  of  1 868,  and  it  was  said,  as  a 
reason  for  putting  it  in  the  Bill,  that  it 
placed  Scotland  on  an  equality  with 
England  in  this  matter.  But  he  did 
not  know  that  Scotland  would  derive 
any  benefit  from  the  clause.  He  had 
been  endeavouring  to  ascertain  whether 
the  clause  in  question  had  been  operat- 
ing in  England ;  but  he  had  not  been 
able  to  get  information  that  any  person 
had  ever  been  enfranchised  by  the 
clause,  or  derived  any  benefit  from  it. 
And  he  was  not  surprised  at  that,  be- 
cause, since  there  might  be  four  or  half- 
a-dozen  persons  qualified  to  vote,  there 
was  nothing  provided  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  selection  as  to  the  persons  who 
should  vote  in  respect  of  this  qualifica- 
tion. Therefore,  he  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
would  see  his  way  to  improve  the  clause 
and  agree  to  the  improvement  he  sug- 
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gested,  by  which  it  might  be  made  prac- 
ticable. He  had  no  doubt  that  the  an- 
swer he  should  receive  would  be  that  it 
would  then  be  necessary  to  alter  the  law 
as  it  existed  in  England  at  the  present 
time  ;  but  when  they  knew  that  England 
had  enjoyed  this  privilege  for  years,  and 
that  Scotland  had  not  enjoyed  it,  he 
thought  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  say 
that  Scotland  should  be  placed  a  little 
in  advance  of  England  in  this  respect. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  see  why  they  should 
have  a  clause  that  had  proved  to  be  in- 
operative in  England  extended  to  Scot- 
land without  some  alteration  which 
would  make  it  operative  and  give  it 
efifect,  and  that  was  the  object  he  had 
in  view.  He  could  find  no  record  at  the 
time  when  the  Act  of  1878  was  passing 
through  the  House  of  any  discussion 
having  taken  place  upon  the  clause. 
The  clause  appeared  to  have  gone 
through  the  House  without  any  discus- 
sion, and  he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand why  it  had  remained  so  long 
on  the  Statute  Book.  He  begged  to 
move  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  now  read  the  third  time," 
and,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add 
the  word  *  *  re-committed, " — (  3£r,  Render- 
ton,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  now  read  the  tiiird  time  '  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Sir  GHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  as 
the  author  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill  of 
1878,  to  which  allusion  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  he  might  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  it  was  not  discussed  at  the  time ;  it 
was  passed  through  the  House  without 
a  single  word  being  said  with  regard  to 
it.  And  that  was  because  the  matter  had 
been  very  fully  considered  upstairs  by 
the  Select  Committee  which  had  the  Bill 
before  them  for  a  long  time.  The  clause 
was  felt  to  be  necessary  at  a  time  when 
there  was  not  any  reasonable  probability 
of  Parliament  going  in  the  direction  of 
granting  the  franchise  to  lodgers.  It 
was  intended  to  cover  cases  ot  wealthy 
persons  chumming  together,  such  as 
often  occurred. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
Government  could  not  complain  of  the 
progpress  they  had  made  that  evening. 
There  had  been  a  large  number  of 
Amendments  to  the  Occupation  Voters 

Mr,  Henderson 


(England)  Bill,  but  they  had  all  been 
disposed  of,  and  the  Bill  had  been  read 
a  third  time.  The  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment now  was  that  the  Scotch  Ee- 
gistration  Bill  should  be  passed  on  to 
the  House  of  Lords  to-night;  but  he 
wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  a  pledge  had  been  g^ven  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
that  the  three  Bills  were  to  be  taken 
side  by  side  in  regard  to  their  several 
stages.  He  did  not  think  that  that 
pledge  would  be  fulfilled  if  the  Scotch 
and  English  Bills  were  sent  to  the 
House  of  Lords  before  the  Rex)ort  stage 
of  the  Irish  Bill  had  been  taken ;  and, 
therefore,  in  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  could  not  agree  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  third  time  at  that  Sitting. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  sit  again  till 
Thursday,  and  he  had  every  reason  to 
hope  that  the  three  Bills  would  be  in 
the  same  relative  positon  to  each  other 
on  that  day. 

Mr.  HENDERSON  said,  that  being 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  given  bj 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  recom- 
mittal of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  BiU  had 
reached  a  stage  when  very  little  re- 
mained to  be  done  with  regard  to  it  in 
that  House,  and  it  could  be  very  well 
taken  to-morrow.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  said  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  not  sit  for  two  or  three  days,  and 
that  in  itself  was  an  argument  against 
going  any  further  with  the  Bill  at  that 
Sitting. 

Mr.  sexton  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  proceeding  with  this  Bill,  to 
show  the  same  regard  to  the  convenience 
of  Irish  Members,  in  the  matter  of  the 
Irish  Begistration  Bill,  as  he  had  shown 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  in 
conducting  the  Scotch  and  English 
Bills. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
should  probably  have  to  press  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  could  assure  the  lion.  Member 
that  he  should  endeavour  to  keep  to 
every  engagement. entered  into  with  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Registration  Bill. 
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Mb.  WAETON  pointed  out  that  the 
14th  clause  was  drawn  in  a  very  absurd 
manner.  It  would  be  seen  that  at  line  1 0 
more  than  one  lodger  was  spoken  of. 
That,  of  coursOi  would  mean  any  num- 
ber; and  then  the  proviso  went  on  to 
speak  of  two  only.  The  wording  was 
mostinoonsistenty  and  some  alteration  of 
it  was  necessary.  His  object  was  to 
afoid  having  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
Bet  out  by  speaking  of  any  number  of 
lodgers^  and  ended  by  speaking  of  only 
two;  and  he  trusted  that  in  '^ another 
place,"  where  Business  was  not  so  much 
harried  as  it  was  in  the  House  of  Com* 
fflons,  the  matter  would  be  rectified. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Verbal  Amendment  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


NATIONAI.  PBOVIDBNT  IN8UEANCE. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  <*  to  inquire  into 
the  beet  system  of  National  Provident  Insur- 
iDce  against  pauperism.*'— (^tr  Herbert  Max- 
mil) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday y  IZth  May,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o*  clock, 

to  Friday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  13M  May,  1885. 


MlNlTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  National 
Ptorident  Insurance,  nominated. 

^■uc  Bills — Ordered— Firet  Heading— Tithe 
Beat  Extraordinary  Limitation  *  [177] ;  Land 
(Compnlsory  Kegistration  of  Incumbrances)  * 
[178];  Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of 
Reguiry,  &c.)  •  [1791. 

Seewnd  Rtmdimy  —  Honorary  Freedom  of 
Borov^*  [168]. 


Considered  as  amended— 'BA^s^xB.^on  of  Voters 

(Ireland)  [160],  debate  adjourned. 
Third  JJ^arftfi^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.   3),» 

and  passed. 
Withdrawn  —  Income     Tax     Administration 

Amendment  •  [20]. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT— COMMITTEES  —  ASCEN- 
SION DAY.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  to 
make  the  usual  Motion  with  regard  to 
Ascension  Day — a  day  the  observance  of 
which  was  recognized  by  the  Church  to 
which  the  vast  majority  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  belonged. 

Itfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To-morrow, 
being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of  the  clock, 
and  hare  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of  the  clock,  not- 
withstanding the  sitting  of  the  House." — {Mr, 
Gladstone.) 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
should  not  trouble  the  House  with  a 
speech,  but  he  must  take  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  64 ;  Noes 
4  :  Majority  50.— (Div.  List,  No.  185.) 


PARLIAMENT  — ORDER -COURSE  OP 
PROCEDURE-REGISTRATION  (OCCU- 
PATION  VOTERS)  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
draw  your  attention,  and  that  of  the 
House,  to  what  I  think  is  a  very  import- 
ant question  aflfecting  the  Procedure  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  arises  out 
of  what  occurred  at  an  early  hour  this 
morning.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  now  present 
that  a  discussion  of  some  length,  in- 
volving points  of  considerable  interest, 
took  place  with  reference  to  certain 
clauses  of  the  Eegistration  Bill.  The 
result  of  that  discussion  was  that  there 
was  a  very  narrow  majority  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  James  Stuart).  That  the 
question  raised  was  open  to  a  consider- 
able amount  of  difference  of  opinion 
was  proved  by  the  fact  that  while  one 
Member  of  the  Government  spoke  one 
way,  another  spoke  in  the  opposite 
sense,  and  that  while  one  section  of 
the  Administration  voted  in  one  Lobby, 
and  another  section  voted  in  the  other 
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Lobby,  a  third  section,  headed  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  bolted,  and  did  not  vote 
at  all. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  know  not  whe- 
ther I  caught  the  expression  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  correctly,  but  I 
think  he  said  I  **  bolted,"  which  is  a 
phrase  of  an  invidious  and  offensive  de- 
scription. I  think  I  can  show  even  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  what  I  did 
was  reasonable  in  my  particular  posi- 
tion. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  did  not  catch  the 
expression.  I  thought  the  term  used 
was  "voted.'* 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objects  to  my  manner  of 
characterizing  it,  and  I  will  not  follow 
that  matter  up.  I  was  merely  pointing 
out  what  occurred,  with  the  view  of 
showing  that  the  public  Notice  which  I 
subsequently  gave  was  a  most  legitimate 
one. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order.  What 
is  the  Question  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  rising  to  a 
point  of  Order. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  A  point  of  Pro- 
cedure, Sir.  The  point  I  wished  to 
raise  was  whether,  having  given  public 
Notice,  as  I  did,  that  it  was  my  inten- 
tion, on  the  third  reading  of  the  Re- 
gistration Bill,  to  move  that  it  be  recom- 
mitted, with  the  specific  object  of  giving 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  reconsider- 
ing the  decision  it  arrived  at,  as  I  have 
said,  by  a  narrow  majority,  an  oppor- 
tunity should  not  have  been  given  me 
of  making  that  Motion  ?  That  Notice, 
publicly  given  by  me  from  my  place  in 
the  House,  was  handed  to  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table.  Subsequently,  a  discussion 
occurring  at  considerable  length  on 
some  minor  points  that  remained  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  and  as  it  was 
getting  on  for  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, I  relied  upon  the  Forms  of  the 
House  and  the  general  practice  of  Par- 
liament that  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  me,  in  accordance  with  the  No- 
tice I  had  publicly  given,  to  raise  the 
question  again  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  HEALY :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point 
of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you  whether 
questions  on  points  of  Order  should  not 
be  addressed  to  the  Chair  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  My  question  is 
addressed  to  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr,  J,  Lowther 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  into  the  question  at 
great  length.  I  am  waiting  to  hear  the 
point  of  Order  on  which  he  appeals  to 
the  Chair. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  My  remarks, 
Sir,  have  been  delayed  by  the  inter- 
ruptions which  have  come  from  both 
sides  of  the  House.  They  have  been 
protracted  beyond  the  length  they  would 
ordinarily  have  attained  by  these  in- 
terruptions. The  point  I  wish  to  put 
is  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons,  when 
public  Notice  has  been  given  of  an  in- 
tention to  move  the  recommitment  of  a 
Bill  upon  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  its 
third  reading,  with  the  object  of  raising 
a  specific  question,  that  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  should  be  moved  and 
carried  at  the  close  of  the  Report  stage 
without  any  opportunity  being  afforded 
to  the  Member  who  has  given  such  No- 
tice to  make  the  Motion  for  the  recom- 
mitment of  the  Bill  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Before 
you  give  your  ruling,  Sir,  upon  the 
question  of  Procedure  submitted  to  you 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
I  trust  that,  with  your  permission  and 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  House,  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state  what  actually  occurred 
on  the  occasion.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  sought 
to  introduce  any  controversial  matter  in 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  submitting  his  question.  We 
have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  what  occurred  last  night 
was  this — ^and  I  am  speaking  in  the 
presence  of  Gentlemen  who  were  in  the 
House  at  the  time — the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, when  the  Report  upon  the  Registra- 
tion Bill  was  completed,  proposed  to 
take  the  third  reading  to-day,  after  the 
Report  of  the  Lrish  Registration  Bill 
had  been  disposed  of,  or,  in  case  that 
Bill  was  not  finished  to-day,  then  to- 
morrow, after  the  grant  to  the  Princess 
Beatrice  had  been  agreed  to;  where- 
upon the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  without  rising 
from  his  seat,  observed — "Why  not 
now  ?  " — a  remark  that  was  received  with 
cheers  from  all  parts  of  the  House.  The 
Attorney  General  thereupon  said  that, 
looking  at  the  extreme  urgency  of  the 
Bill,  he  should  have  been  prepared  to 
have  asked  the  House  to  read  it  a  third 
time  then;   but  in  consequence  of  the 
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hot  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had  give  No- 
tice of  his  intention  to  move  the  recom- 
mitment upon  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  third  reading,  he  felt  that  he  could 
not  make  the  proposal  unless  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  could  state 
that,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  reason 
▼bj  the  third  reading  should  not  be 
taken  then.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
LiDoolnshire,  who  at  the  time  repre- 
sented the  Opposition,  saw  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  taken,  and  it  was 
with  his  distinct  sanction  that  the  Bill 
was  read  a  third  time. 

Mb.  BEXTON  :  I  beg  to  say  that,  in 
my  recollection,  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  BaroDet  opposite  with  regard 
to  what  occurred  last  night  is  substan- 

tiallj  accurate^ 

Me.  speaker  :  The  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  is  cor- 
rect. It  is  quite  true  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  gave  Notice  that  on  the 
third  reading  he  would  move  to  recom- 
mit the  Bill ;  but  I  certainly  imderstood 
that  that  Notice  had  been  withdrawn 
with  the  sanction  of  his  Colleague  sit- 
ting beside  him,  and,  consequently,  I 
allowed  the  Motion  for  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  to  be  made.  It  was  a  matter 
for  the  discretion  of  the  House,  and  the 
Hoase  gave  its  assent  to  the  proposal 
for  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  was  no  party  to  the  withdraw^ 
of  the  Notice.  I  had  fully  intended  to 
move  the  re-oommittal  of  the  Bill,  and 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the 
question  I  had  intended  again  to  raise. 

fiEGISTRATION  OP  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  160.] 

( Jfr.  CamphM'Bannerman,  Mr.  Solicitor 

Gfneralfor  Ireland.) 

CONSIDERATIOir. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  had  received  any  complaints  regard- 
ing the  registration  of  voters  in  England 
Baeh  as  they  had  to  make  regarding  Ire- 
land? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
hMd  received  a  few  complaints,  but  let 
ters  on  this  subject  were  always  ad- 
dressed to  the  Home  Office. 


Mb.  sexton  said,  it  would  be  inter- 
esting  if  the  Chief  Secretary  would  now 
state  what  would  be  the  sequence  of 
dates  as  regards  the  work  of  registra- 
tion? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN 
said,  that  as  he  understood  the  procedure 
it  would  be  as  follows  : — On  the  Ist  of 
June  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  would  send 
his  precept  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Union, 
sending  the  old  registration  lists  and 
blank  forms  for  the  supplementary  lists, 
and  give  orders  to  mark  the  old  Registers, 
and  make  out  a  supplementary  list  of 
the  newly-qualified  persons.  Rates  were 
to  be  paid  by  the  1st  of  July,  and  Clerks 
of  the  Unions  must  return  all  documents 
on  the  8th  of  July.  The  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  thereupon  printed  and  posted  the 
lists  publicly  on  the  20th  of  July,  and  on 
the  22nd  of  July  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
issued  his  notice  calling  for  new  claims, 
and  then  these  claims  and  objections 
would  come  in.  The  Courts  of  the  Re- 
vising Barristers  would  commence  on  the 
8th  of  September. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  latest  dates 
when  notices  of  objection  could  be 
served  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  the  20th 
of  August  would  be  the  date  of  delivery, 
and  the  22nd  of  August  would  be  the 
date  ,of  publication.  The  dates  for 
lodgers  would  bedifiPerent;  the  date  of 
delivery  would  be  the  4th  of  August, 
and  the  1 1th  of  August  would  be  the 
date  of  publication. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  with  respect 
to  new  Clauses  regarding  temporary  provision 
for  remuneration  of  local  officials,  and  contri- 
bution to  cost  of  registration  in  borough  of 
Dublin  by  townships  of  Pembroke  and  Black- 
rock.  ' ' — (Jfr.  Campbell'Bannerman. ) 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  considered. 

New  Clause  (Amendment  of  date  in 
section  seven  of  '^  The  Representation  of 
the  People  Act,  1884,'')— (i/r.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,) — brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  and  second  time,  and 
added. 

Mr.  DAWSON  moved,  after  Clause  5, 
that  the  following  new  clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill  :— 

"  Every  occupier  of  any  rateable  property  of 
any  value,  or  of  any  tenancv,  weekly,  monthly, 
(quarterly,  or  yearly,  shall  be  returned  by  the 
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rato  collector  on  the  rate  book  for  every  quali- 
fication dependent  upon  rating,  no  matter  who 
pays  or  is  liable  for  the  rates,  and  anything 
contained  in  the  sixty-third  and  sixty-fourth 
sections  of  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth  years 
of  Victoria,  chapter  ninety-one,  notwithstand- 
ing." 

This  was  to  meet  the  case  of  suoh  occu- 
piers in  Dublin.  There,  the  Collector 
General  of  Eates  considered  that  it  was 
not  his  duty  to  place  such  persons  on  the 
Eegister,  although  they  were  duly  quali- 
fied, and  so  large  numbers  of  persons 
were  disfranchised. 

New  Clause  (Rating  weekly  and 
monthly  tenants, )  —  (  Mr,  Dawson, )  — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that  the 
clause  proposed  was  unnecessary,  as  its 
object  was  already  sufficiently  provided 
for.  The  Collector  General  was  advised 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  place  such  per- 
sons on  the  Register. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON,  in  supporting 
the  clause,  said,  that  it  was  unfair  that 
occupiers  should  have  to  serve  claims 
every  year.  Moreover,  the  clause  was 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
law  clear.  Even  Dr.  Webb,  an  eminent 
Q.C.,  advised  the  South  Dublin  Board  of 
Guardians  that  it  was  not  the  duty  of 
the  Clerk  to  place  such  persons  on  the 
lists. 

Mr.  GIBSON  remarked,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  know  the  case  placed 
before  Dr.  Webb  before  discussing  his 
opinion. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  if  the  law  was 
admitted  to  be  as  stated,  where  was  the 
objection  to  making  the  law  clear  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  object  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  was  to  allow  the  law  to  be  so  con- 
fused and  involved  that  those  having 
charge  of  the  machinery  of  registration 
might  be  enabled  to  throw  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  placing  persons  on  the 
Register.  The  position  of  all  the  officials 
concerned  in  the  administration  of  the 
Act  would  resemble  that  of  the  angel 
with  the  fiery  sword  at  the  gate  of  Para- 
dise, and  as  every  person  passed  in  the 
sacred  company  of  the  Registrar  these 
gentlemen  would  dread  an  earthquake 
would  follow.  Or,  to  change  the  simile, 
every  official  in  Ireland  being  in  his 

.  Mr.  Dawson 


heart  opposed  to  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  would,  as  far  as  he  could,  act 
the  part  of  the  spider  to  the  fly  and  kill 
as  many  votes  as  he  could  manage  to 
get  into  his  web. 

Mr.  SEXTON,  in  supporting  the 
clause,  contended  that  if  it  were  not  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  large  numbers  of  these 
poor  people  would  be  disfranchised  by 
the  subordinate  officials  who  had  to  do 
with  the  preparation  of  the  Register  in 
Dublin  and  other  parts  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID,  while  not  believing 
that  the  Government  were  actuated  by 
the  motive  imputed  to  them  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan, 
thought  the  Amendment  ought  to  be 
accepted,  even  if  the  clause  did  nothing 
more  than  to  make  clear  that  which  at 
present  was  apparently  obscure,  and  as 
to  which  eminent  legal  authorities  dif- 
fered. He  could  not  understand  why 
the  Government  should  oppose  the  in- 
sertion of  some  clause  of  this  sort. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  opposed  the 
clause  on  the  ground  that  the  insertion 
of  unnecessary  provisions  tended  to 
confuse  those  charged  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Register.  He  thought  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  ought  to 
give  the  House  his  definition  of  what 
the  law  really  was. 

Mr.  BARRY  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  that  the  matter  should  be 
placed  beyond  doubt. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  already  accepted  Amendments 
which  they  did  not  deem  necessary,  bat 
others  did. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  the  dause 
referred  to  an  Act  which  applied  only  to 
Dublin.  The  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  ambiguous  as  to  the  alleged 
non-necessity  for  or  danger  of  the 
clause 

Mr.*  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
appealed  to  the  House  to  make  progress 
with  the  Bill,  the  passing  of  which  was 
a  matter  of  extreme  urgency.  The  de* 
sire  of  the  Government  was  to  meet  the 
reasonable  wishes  of  hon.  Members ; 
but  they  maintained  that  the  clause  now- 
proposed  was  unnecessary,  Glauses  1  and 
2  of  the  Bill  itself  covering  the  point 
now  raised  when  taken  in  connection 
with  what  was  known  as  Mr.  Goachen'a 
Act ;  and  it  was  undesirable  to  enctun- 
her  the  Bill  with  useless  provistona. 
The  Gbvemment  had  accepted  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mona^uui, 
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Clause  2  in  the  Bill ;  and  yet  they  were 
charged  with  doiug  nothing  to  assist 
qualified  persons  in  getting  on  the 
Begister.  They  were  as  anxious  as  any 
hon.  Member  could  be  for  the  largest 
addition  that  could  consistently  be  made 
of  properly  qualified  persons  to  the 
Register  of  Voters  in  Ireland  ;  and  he 
ahould  be  prepared,  if  necessary,  to  pro- 
pose the  insertion  of  words  later  on  to 
make  the  matter  still  clearer  in  regard 
to  that  class  of  occupiers. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  remarked,  that  he 
had  been  very  much  opposed  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  household  franchise  in 
Ireland,  and  he  had  stated  very  fully  at 
the  time  the  grounds  of  his  objection  to 
it  But  that  measure  having  been 
passed,  they  had  now  only  to  see  that  it 
was  properly  carried  out ;  and  as  far  as 
he  was  able  to  form  an  opinion  of  the 
action  of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  nothing 
could  have  been  more  earnest  than  the 
desire  they  had  evinced  to  give  fair  effect 
tothelegislation  which  had  been  adopted 
by  Parliament. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw luB  Amendment. 

Motion  and  Olause,  by  leave,  with" 

irawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  after  Clause  10,  insert  the  follow- 
ing cLuue  :—**  A  safficient  sopply  of  copies  of 
ill  ikt  Fonns  and  Notices  of  Claim  and  Obiec- 
tioQ  aet  forth  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act  shall 
be  kept  in  erery  county  at  the  office  of  the 
ct«k  of  the  peace  for  such  county,  and  at  the 
(Aoe  of  each  derk  to  a  Board  of  Guardians  of 
a  Uniim  any  part  of  -which  lies  within  such 
eoQiUy,  and  in  a  Parliamentary  borough  at  the 
ofice  of  the  town  clerk,  and  copies  of  such  forms 
tod  notices  shall  he  given  free  of  charge  to  any 
poion  appl3ring  for  the  same  on  any  day,  ex- 
cept 8anday,  up  to  the  end  of  the  period  within 
viueh  ndi  notioes  and  forms  respectively  may 
he  served." 

New  Clause  (Clerk  of  the  peace  to 
Iroep  sufficient  supply  of  forms,  &c.,) — 
(i&.  Segfon,) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
finttime. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^Thtt  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
neoBd  time." 

The  80LI0IT0B  GENERAL  fob 
DffiLAND  (Mr.  Waiker)  said,  that, 
*Uumgh  this  matter  was  sufficiently 
pmded  tat  by  Section  27  of  the  Act  of 
^^Mf  kewovid  not  object  to  the  clause 
fettatfiMon     It  was  desirable  that 


this  Act  should  contain  some  such  pro- 
yision  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Mr.  sexton  begged  to  move  a  new 
clause  providing  that  registers  and  lists 
should  be  open  to  inspection  and  perusal 
by  every  person  desiring  to  inspect  and 
peruse  them,  copies  to  be  given  to  ap- 
plicants. This  was  an  endeavour  to 
extend  to  Ireland  the  same  facilities 
which  were  provided  by  the  law  of  Eng- 
land. 

New  Clause : — 

(Registers,  &c.  shall  he  open  to  inspection,  and 
copies  given.) 
**  A  copy  of  every  register,  list,  or  other  docu- 
ment made  out  or  otherwise  dealt  with  for  the 
purpose  of  registration  of  voters  hy  any  clerk 
of  tne  peace,  clerk  of  the  union,  town  clerk,  or 
other  official,  shall  he  open  to  inspection  and 
perusal  hy  every  person  desiring  to  inspect  and 
peruse  it,  at  any  time  hetween  ten  of  the  dock 
in  the  forenoon  and  four  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon of  any  day  except  Sunday,  during  a  period 
of  not  less  than  fourteen  days  after  such  official 
has  completed  such  register,  list,  or  other  docu- 
ment, and  the  official  having  custody  of  notices 
of  claim  and  notices  of  objection  shall  submit 
them  to  the  like  inspection  and  perusal ;  and, 
during  the  said  period,  every  official  having  the 
custody  of  such  register,  list,  or  other  document 
shall  supply  a  copy  of  it  to  every  person  requir- 
ing the  same  according  to  the  rates  set  forth  in 
form  twenty-nine  of  the  First  Schedule  to  this 
Act,  and  every  such  official  shall  give  public 
notice  of  his  readiness  to  allow  such  inspection 
and  perusal,  and  to  provide  such  copies,  at  one 
place  at  least  in  every  poor  law  union  situate 
wholly  or  partly  within  the  county,  to  be  speci- 
fied in  such  notice," — {Mr.  Sexton,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  thought  that 
the  clause  might  be  accepted  for  the 
reason  which  had  been  mentioned  in  the 
previous  case. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  some  provision 
should  be  introduced  in  the  clause 
whereby  the  lists  should  be  open  to 
some  person  or  persons  recognized  as 
being  interested  in,  or  connected  with, 
the  election,  in  order  to  prevent  persons 
coming  forward  to  examine  the  lists  with 
the  object  of  embarrassing  the  officials  or 
for  obstructive  purposes. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  said,  be  was  also  of 
opinion  that  some  restriction  of  the  kind 
should  be  placed  on  persons  desiring  to 
inspect  the  lists.  He  moved  that  the 
lists  should  be  open  to  inspection  by 
eyery  person  "  on  the  list  of  voters." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  ''person,"  by  inserting  the 
words  **on  the  list  of  voters." — {Mr. 
Gibson.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SEXTON  ridiculed  the  exagge- 
rated and  visionary  fears  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  as  to  the  business  of 
the  officials  being  impeded  by  persons 
examining:  the  lists.  He  remarked  that 
as  the  bulk  of  the  voters  were  likely  to 
be  sympathizers  with  the  Nationalist 
Party,  the  persons  who  would  probably 
be  interested  in  impeding  the  work  of 
the  officials  would  be  the  supporters 
of  the  Party  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  pointed  out  that 
the  8th  section  of  the  English  Begistra- 
tion  Act  provided  that  a  copy  of  the  lists 
should  be  kept  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
amination *'  by  any  person  without 
payment."  No  inconvenience  had  been 
found  to  result  from  the  generality  of 
this  facility  of  inspection.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  it  was  desirable  that 
the  law  in  the  two  countries  should  be 
assimilated,  and  that  the  form  adopted 
in  the  English  Act  should  be  introduced 
in  the  Irish  Act. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  the  object  of 
the  next  clause  he  begged  to  propose 
was  merely  lo  strictly  apply  the  pro- 
visions of  the  English  Bill  to  the  case 
of  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  publica- 
tion of  the  register. 

New  Clause : — 

(Pablication  of  regift«r,  kc.) 

"A  copy  of  erery  regift«r,  litt,  notice,  or 
other  docoment  directed  by  this  Act,  or  by  any 
other  of  the  Parliamentary  Registration  Acts 
to  be  published,  is  to  be  published  by  fixing  a 
copy  thereof  in  a  conspicaous  position  near  the 
outside  of  the  outer  door  or  on  the  outer  wall 
of  erery  building  used  for  religious  worship, 
and  outside  trerj  court  house,  petty 


court,  municipal  hall,  poor  law  dufptamry,  con- 
stabulary barrack,  office  of  derk  of  the  anion, 
office  of  clerk  of  the  peace,  poet  office,  and 
postal  telegraph  office,  and  ererything  so  pub- 
lished must  remain  there  during  a  pniod  in- 
cluding two  consecutiTe  Sundays  at  least  next 
after  the  first  day  of  pubUcataon ;  and  if  any 
portion  of  a  register,  list,  notice,  or  other  docu- 
ment so  publi^ed  is  destroyed,  mutilated,  de- 
faced, or  remored,  the  person  re^onsible  for 
its  publication  is  forthwith  to  place  another  to 
the  same  effect  in  its  place," — (Mr,  Ststmt,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  thought  that 
this  dause  was  a  reasonable  one,  and 
he  would  offer  no  objection  to  it. 

Mb.  lewis  took  exception  to  the 
last  sub-section  of  the  dause,  and  con- 
tended that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
apply  it  with  any  satisfactory  results. 
It  would  be  impossible  for  postmasters 
and  sub-postmasters  to  prevent  the  de- 
struction or  the  mutilation  of  lists  unless 
they  had  an  army  of  assistants  to  look 
after  them. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  this  was  a 
most  laudable  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  to  obstruct 
the  Bill.  Unfortunately,  however,  for 
him,  the  clause  was  taken  out  of  the 
English  BUI. 

Question  put. 

The  'Souse  divided : — ^Ayes  116 ;  Noes 
36 :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  186.) 

Clause  added. 

Mb.  sexton  moved,  in  page  8,  after 
Clause  19,  to  insert  the  following  new 
clause : — 

"  A  revision  conrt  shall  be  held  in  every  tovm 
which,  according  to  the  Censos  of  1881,  had  a 
population  exceeding  three  thousand,  and  whao- 
ever  it  shall  appear  that  any  considerable  nitm- 
ber  of  Toters  or  claimants  cannot  attend  the 
ordinary  sittings  of  the  court  without  loaa  or 
inoouTenience,  erening  sittings  of  the  oooii 
shall  be  appointed." 

He  maintained  that  evenings  sittinffs 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  peo|Se 
in  manufacturing  towns,  where  a  man 
might  lose  half-a-day's  wages  by  having 
to  attend  a  Court  during  the  day.  Thia 
was  a  clause  which  would  be  operativa 
in  the  Northern  manufacturing  towna  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Conservatives  aa  wall 
as  everywhere  else. 
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New  Clause  (Bevision  court  to  be  held 
in  every  town  with  population  of  «S,000,) 
— {Mr.  Sexton,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  lewis  saidy  that  the  clause 
went  a  great  deal  further  than  any 
clause  of  the  kind  had  ever  gone  before. 
It  would  also  operate  in  towns  where 
there  was  a  lack  of  railway  accommoda- 
tion involving  on  the  part  of  the  Eevis- 
ing  Barrister  a  delay  of  three  or  four 
days.  [Mr.  Sbxton:  No,  no!]  The 
hon.  Member  said  "  No,  no."  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  knew 
everything ;  but  he  wished  to  say  that 
he  also  had  experience  of  railway  travel- 
ling in  Ireland. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  that  he 
had  no  objection  to  evening  sittings. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
was  understood  to  undertake  that  a 
danse  should  be  introduced  into  the 
Billon  re-committal,  providing  that  every 
borough  of  more  than  10,000  inhabit- 
ants £ould  have  at  least  one  evening 
sitting,  and  that  in  every  town  with 
3,000  inhabitants  they  would  be  held  in 
every  place  where  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
thought  fit  to  order. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  unth- 
ifown. 

New  Clause  (Lord  Lieutenant  may 
extend  time  by  Order  in  Council,) — {Mr, 
Dioiy,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
seeond  time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  which 
he  considered  would  tend  to  a  relaxa- 
tion of  activity  on  the  part  of  the  officers 
in  question.  He  would,  however,  look 
into  the  matter  and  see  that  the  Act  was 
enforced. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 


New  Clause  (Devolution  of  tenancies,) 
— <lfr.  Manm,y-in'ought  up,  and  read 
^  first  time. 

yOL.  OCXCVm.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time,''  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause  (Revising  barristers  shall 
report  on  conduct  of  officers  executing 
this  Act,) — {Mr.  Mealy,) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with* 
drawn, 

Mb.  HEALT  moved  the  following 
new  clause : — 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  clerk  of  the 
union  to  object  to  the  names  of  all  freemen 
Toters  who  have  been  inmates  of  any  work- 
house during  the  year  for  which  the  yoteri' 
list  is  made  out  in  the  same  way  as  objections 
are  now  made  under  the  thirteen  and  fourteen 
Victoria,  chapter  sixty-nine,  section  one  hundred 
and  eleven,  to  persons  other  than  those  on  the 
freeman  roU." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
said  that  if  the  freemen  of  Dublin  were 
not  disqualified  by  pauper  relief  he 
would  see  that  they  were  made  so. 

New  Clause  (Pauper  relief  to  die- 
qualify  freeman, ) — {j6r.  Eealy, ) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and 
not  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union,  to  make 
the  objection.  There  was  no  reason 
why  a  freeman  who  accepted  pauper 
relief  should  not  be  disqualified  under 
the  existing  law. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  there  was  no 
machinery  whereby  they  could  secure 
that  a  freeman  who  received  pauper 
relief  should  be  kept  off  the  EoU.  If  it 
was  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Union  to  object,  the  word  "  Peace  " 
could  be  inserted  in  the  clause  instead 
of**  Union." 

Mb.  lewis  pointed  out  that  the  ge- 
neral Jaw  applied  to  freemen  as  well  as 
to  other  persons  who  were  paupers.  He 
objected  to  any  one  class  being  particu- 
larized in  the  way  proposed. 

Mb.T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  reason 
why  they  insisted  upon  the  insertion  of 
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Bome  such  provision  as  this  was  that 
freemen  who  were  in  workhouses  were 
allowed  to  come  out  and  vote  at  elec- 
tions. That  was  one  of  the  well-known 
scandals  of  the  Dublin  electoral  system. 
Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEKMAN 
said,  he  would  consider  whether  words 
could  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  the  effect 
that— 

**  The  disqnaliflcation  under  the  thirteen  and 
fourteen  Victoria,  chapter  sixty-nine,  section 
one  hundred  and  eleven,  shall  apply  to  free- 
men." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  in  that  case 
he  would  withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leaye,  mih- 
drawn. 

Mb.  HEALY  moyed  the  following  new 
clause: — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  entitle  any  person 
in  iUtupupiUari  to  be  registered  as  a  Toter,  or 
to  Tote,  in  respect  of  the  ooonpation  of  premises 
in  any  CoUege." 

New  Clause  (Occupation  by  person  tfi 
iUiu  pupiUariy) — {Mr.  Healtfy') — hrouglU 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time.'' 

Mb.  PLXTNEET  expressed  surprise 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  hare  proposed  so  important  a 
Motion  without  justifying  the  course  he 
was  adopting. 

Mb.  HEALY:  It  was  to  ssto  time. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  dis- 
Sualify  a  number  of  voters  who  would 
e  otherwise  qualified  to  be  placed  on  the 
Begister  for  tue  City  of  Dublin  simply 
because  they  happened  to  reside  within 
the  walls  of  Trinity  College.  Even  if 
the  extreme  view  were  adopted  which 
the  House  affirmed  last  night  with  regard 
to  the  students  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
the  case  of  Dublin  was  different.  A  pro- 
Tision  in  the  old  Beform  Act  which  was 
held  to  be  incorporated  in  the  Act  of 
1867  disqualified  undergraduates  at  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  from  being  placed 
on  the  Begister  of  Toters.  But  there 
neyer  had  been  such  a  statutory  dis- 
mialification  of  students  in  Ireland.  If 
able  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the 
law  in  respect  of  age  and  the  occupation 
of  their  chambers,  there  had  neyer  been 
anything  in  the  law  of  Ireland  to  pre- 
vent them  from  Toting.  In  Dublin  the 
students  lived  in  their  roomsy  and  paid 

».  T.  P.  (yCmmr 


for  them  like  other  occupiers.  If  they 
lived  in  lodgings  outside  the  walls  of 
Trinity  College  they  would  still,  if  this 
clause  were  carried,  be  entitled  to  vote ; 
and  there  was  no  just  reason  why  they 
should  be  disqualified  because  they  hap- 
pened to  live  within  the  College  pre- 
cincts. 

Mb.  CBOPPEB  opposed  the  dause, 
and  expressed  his  regret  that  he  was 
absent  from  the  division  last  night  with 
regard  to  the  undergraduates  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
students,  if  qualified  in  respect  of  age 
and  occupancy,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
vote.  The  ^dsqualification  was  unrea- 
sonable, and  would  act  unjustly.  For 
instance,  two  young  men  of  Uie  same  age 
might  pursue  different  paths  in  life. 
One  might  serve  behind  a  counter,  live 
in  lodgings,  and  have  a  vote ;  the  other 
might  wish  to  improve  his  mind  and 
study  at  a  University,  in  which  case  he 
would  be  disqualified  from  voting.  That 
seemed  to  him  entirely  unreasonable. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  HesJy)  had 
moved  this  Motion  without  a  word.  So 
sincere  a  Liberal  as  he  believed  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  be  could  not 
speak  in  favour  of  so  illiberal  a  proposal 
without  pain.  If  the  Attorney  Qenersl 
had  not  last  night  made  two  speedies 
directly  contradictory  of  each  other,  the 
Motion  disqualifying  students  at  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  would  not  have  been 
carried.  He  and  other  hon.  Members 
left  the  House  after  hearing  the  Attor- 
ney General's  first  speech  under  the  dis- 
tinct impression  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  not  to  accept  the 
Motion.  He  deeply  regretted  the  oovrse 
taken  last  night  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  he  hoped  that  they  wo«U 
offer  a  firm  resistance  to-day  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Monaghan.     

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  that  last 
night  the  Attorney  General  expressed  the 
opinion  that,  as  undergraduates  woold 
not  be  entitled  to  vote  as  the  law  aov 
stood,  it  was  unnecessary  to  make  a  de> 
deration  of  the  law  in  the  Bill.  After 
conaid^able  discussiosi  had  taken  place* 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
he  would  not  be  prepsred  to  nej^atiTe  a 
clause  which  aasertea  what  he  betuvved 
to  be  the  law  of  the  land.  He  did 
think,  therefore,  the  Attocaey 
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oould  be  accused  of  any  inconsistency. 
The  Tiew  they  held  on  this  subject  was 
that  a  student  at  a  University  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  politics.  He  was  placed 
at  the  University,  in  statu  pupillarij  for 
the  purpose  of  education;  and  it  was 
their  opinion,  as  well  as  that  of  Univer- 
sity authorities,  that  it  was  undesirable, 
on  the  ground  of  public  policy,  to  intro- 
duce the  element  of  politics.  It  was 
entirely,  therefore,  on  educational 
grounds  that  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  made  last  night ;  and  he  should 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Monaghan,  because 
he  believed  that  the  laws  of  the  two 
countries  on  this  subject  should  be 
identical. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  pointed  out 
that  up  to  the  last  Eegister  there  were 
over  300  students  of  Trmity  CoUege  who 
had  votes.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westmeath  had  succeeding  in  re- 
ducing that  number  to  about  100,  because 
many  of  the  students  '^chummed  toge- 
ther." The  distinction  of  joint  quaUfi- 
cation  had  been  abolished,  and  so  the 
number  of  students  having  votes  in 
Trinity  Oollege  wotdd  be  largely  in- 
creased. Perhaps  by  the  energy  which 
the  Conservative  Party  in  Dublin  had 
always  shown  the  number  might  be  in- 
creased to  500  or  600.  The  question 
was  simply  this — Was  the  House,  which 
had  for  purely  academic  reasons  dis- 
franchised the  students  of  Oxford  and 
Oambridge,  going  to  enfranchise  the 
students  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  for 
politick  reasons  ? 

Thb  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (llLr.  OsBORNX  Moroan)  said,  that, 
as  the  rule  that  students  should  not  be 
allowed  to  vote  had  been  applied  to  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge,  the  question  was 
whether  it  should  be  also  applied  to 
Dublin.  It  seemed  to  him  that  every 
argument  that  applied  to  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  applied  equally  to  Dublin. 
Even  if  he  laid  himself  open  to  the 
charge  of  inconsistency  with  Liberal 
praunples,  he  should  vote  as  he  voted 
last  night  on  the  Amendment,  as  he 
could  not  see  the  justice  of  adopting  one 
pnncij^e  in  the  case  of  an  English  and 
another  in  that  of  an  Irish  University. 

Da.  OAMEBON  said,  that  when  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  introduced  there  was 
in  the  Purees  of  Scotland  an  extraordi- 
aaiy  ananimity  in  the  opinion  that  Ire- 
laad  riuMiId  be  excluded  from  the  ope- 
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ration  of  the  Act ;  and  he  believed  he 
was  the  first  Member  sitting  for  a  Scotch 
constituency  who  made  this  the  subject 
of  his  address,  and  urged  in  the  strongest 
terms  he  was  capable  of  that  Ireland 
should  be  included,  on  the  ^ound  of  its 
being  a  simple  measure  of  justice.  That 
being  so,  he  thought  he  was  entitled  to 
be  credited  with  having  his  action 
guided,  not  by  any  fear  or  desire  with 
regard  to  any  particular  election,  but  by 
principle.  But  in  the  consideration  of 
this  matter  it  should  be  remembered 
that  there  was  a  third  country  embraced 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  was 
Scotland,  and  there  they  had  no  pro- 
posal in  the  Eegistration  Bill  such  as 
the  one  with  regard  to  England,  and  the 
one  now  proposed  for  Ireland.  In  Scot- 
land students  would  be  entitled  to  vote, 
and  if,  as  he  hoped.  Halls  would  be  estab- 
lished, and  the  students  residing  within 
them  should  be  held  by  the  judicial  in- 
terpreters of  the  law  to  be  qualified,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  vote  under  the 
Scottish  Eegistration  Act.  Therefore,  if 
they  proposed  to  apply  a  similar  law 
to  the  Three  Kingdoms  they  should  in- 
clude a  similar  clause  to  the  one  under 
discussion  in  the  Scottish  Eegistration 
Bill.  He  entirely  dissented  from  the 
view  that,  on  grounds  of  public  policy, 
it  was  for  the  advantage  of  the  country 
that  students  should  be  prevented  from 
taking  part  in  political  afPairs.  In  Scot- 
land the  students  took  a  particularly 
lively  interest  in  political  affairs,  and 
politics  entered  very  largely  into  the 
constant  recurrence  of  the  election  of 
Lord  Eector,  and  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten  they  were  chosen  from  eminent  men. 
The  students  on  these  occasions  engaged 
in  political  matters,  and  they  obtained 
the  advantage  of  hearing  the  orations  of 
some  of  the  greatest  orators  of  the  day. 
He  objected  altogether  to  this  grand- 
motherly care  of  students.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  wished  to  disfranchise  the 
students  of  Dublin  University  appeared 
to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  they  had 
strenuously  urged — and,  he  hoped,  ob- 
tained— the  establishment  of  some  Uni- 
versity conducted  entirely  in  accordance 
with  their  views ;  but  if  this  clause  were 
introduced  those  students  would  also  be 
disqualified.  [irt#A  cheers.']  Hon.  Mem- 
bers cheered  that;  but  he  doubted  if 
they  saw  the  force  of  the  application 
of  the  principle  in  the  one  case  as 
deeply  as  they  did  in  the  other.    The 
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possession  of  the  franchise  was  a  right 
and  not  a  privilege;  and  he  thought 
the  House  ought  not,  therefore,  to  im- 
pose any  disahility  on  any  people 
or  any  special  class  of  persons,  but 
should  leave  the  Courts  to  decide  who 
was  in  possession  of  the  requisite  quali- 
fications and  allow  him  to  vote  as  he 
chose.  In  a  Session  devoted  to  enfran- 
chisement it  appeared  to  him  to  come 
with  a  bad  grace  from  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  a  country  whose  population  had 
been  so  widely  enfrapchised. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE  remarked  that 
those  hon.  Members  who,  regardless  of 
apparent  Party  interest,  had  vindicated 
Liberal  principles  had  not  stood  alone 
in  their  treatment  of  the  question,  for 
the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  said  he  would  sup- 
port a  proposal  to  enfranchise  under- 
graduates, even  if  he  knew  that  the 
vast  majority  of  the  votes  thus  con- 
ferred would  be  given  in  favour  of  Con- 
servative candidates.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  had  spoken  of  the  neces- 
sity of  proving  his  consistency  by  voting 
to-day  exactly  as  he  voted  last  night ; 
but  he  might  observe  that  the  present 
proposal  was  somewhat  different  from 
that  brought  forward  yesterday,  inas- 
much as  it  would  discfualify  not  only 
resident  undergraduates,  but  also  Bache- 
lors of  Arts.  The  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  was  an  enfranchising  Act ; 
but  the  present  proposal  was  essentially 
one  for  disfranchisement.  No  properly 
constituted  University  authority  had 
pronounced  an  opinion  in  favour  of  this 
monstrous  proposition. 

Mr.  BBYCE  said,  he  mentioned  yes 
terday  that  the  Hebdomadal  Council  of 
the  University  of  Oiford  had  recently 
passed  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  it 
would  be  subversive  of  discipline  to 
allow  undergraduates  to  vote  at  Par- 
liamentary elections. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  went  on  to  say 
that  the  question  to  be  considered  was 
whether  they  should,  for  the  first  time, 
introduce  into  an  Act  of  Parliament  a 
disqualifying  clause  of  this  kind  for  the 
purpose  of  disfranchising  the  occupiers 
of  College  rooms  on  the  distinct  ground 
that  they  were  already  represented  by 
the  Members'for  the  University.  The 
present  proposal  was  illogical  from 
every  point  of  view ;  and  if  it  were  car- 
ried the  adult  undergraduate  would  be 
the  only  human  being  living  under  the 


Constitution  of  the  Queen  who  was  en- 
tirely debarred  from  the  exercise  of  Con- 
stitutional rights. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  referred  to 
the  case  of  Scotland ;  but  everyone  who 
knew  anything  about  the  Scottish  Uni- 
versities knew  that  there  were  no  stu- 
dents who  lived  within  the  walls  of 
those  Universities.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  alluded  to  the  possibility  that  there 
might  hereafter  be  University  Halls  ia 
Scotland ;  but  he  was  not  aware  that 
there  had  ever  been  any  serious  pro- 
posal to  that  effect.  He  was  clearly  of 
opinion  that  the  same  rule  ought  to  be 
applied  to  those  who  might  live  in  Scot- 
tish University  Halls  as  to  English  or 
Irish  students.  Could  it  be  alleged 
that  these  students  had  any  interest  in 
the  cities  of  Oxford  or  Dublin  ?  They 
would  be  in  those  constituencies  a 
totally  foreign  element.  He  had  heard 
his  hon.  Friend  dedaim  in  equally 
vigorous  language  as  to  the  foreign 
element  which  had  been  imported 
into  the  constituency  of  Peebles  and 
other  Scottish  counties ;  and  those 
students,  he  considered,  would  be  an 
equally  foreign  element  in  the  burgh 
constituencies.  If  they  adopted  this 
Amendment  they  would  undoubtedly 
be  departing  from  the  principle  of 
one  man  one  vote,  because  they  would 
be  giving  a  double  vote  to  many  of 
those  students.  He  was  sure,  if  the 
House  would  only  look  at  this  question 
apart  from  Party  considerations,  and 
would  consider  the  interests  of  the  Uni- 
versities and  of  the  students  themselves, 
they  could  come  to  only  one  conclusion 
on  that  subject.  He  looked  at  the 
matter  primarily  and  solely  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  Universities,  and  of  the 
due  maintenance  of  discipline  in  the 
Universities;  and  he  certainly  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  pointed 
out  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Beform  BiU,  said  what  he 
desired  to  do  was  to  give  the  franchise 
to  all  capable  citizens.  Where  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  find  more 
capable  citizens  than  men  who  had  been 
trained  for  the  University,  and  who 
must  have  stayed  there  probably  for 
two  years  before  they  could  enioy  the 
franchise  ?  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Buchanan)  had  said 
these   students   would  have  a  doable 
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qualifioation  ;  but  that  was  just  exactly 
what  they  would  not  have.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  99  out  of  every  100  of  these 
students  would  be  men  who  had  no  vote 
elsewhere.  They  were  the  sons  of  other 
people,  and  the  only  votes  they  would 
have  would  be  in  respect  of  the  cham- 
bers they  occupied.  There  was  another 
objection  to  this  proposal  that  was 
equaUy  strong.  When  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister brought  forward  the  Franchise 
Bill,  he  stated  that  no  one  was  to  be 
disfranchised  under  it;  and  in  Committee 
the  Postmaster  General  admitted  that 
the  Government  were  precluded  from 
▼oting  for  the  Amendment,  since  in 
doine  so  they  would  be  infringing  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
Cven  if  the  Universities  did  object,  he 
maintained  that  after  the  House  had 
declared  that  every  capable  citizen 
should  have  a  vote  they  were  going 
beyond  their  province  in  venturing  to 
recommend  that  undergraduates  should 
be  disqualified.  He  regretted  the  vote 
which  had  been  given  last  night  with 
reference  to  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
Universities ;  but  the  question  as  to  the 
University  of  Dublin  stood  on  a  totally 
different  footiug,  because,  while  the 
students  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge  had 
not  the  right  to  vote,  the  students  of 
Dublin  University  had.  He  called  upon 
the  Gbveroment  to  stand  by  their  de- 
clarations made  openly  in  that  House, 
and  concluded  by  stating  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried,  he  would,  on 
the  third  reading,  move  the  re-commit- 
ment of  the  Bill  in  order  to  raise  the 
question  again.  ' 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  as  his  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  he  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words,  although  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  speak  with  authority  on  behalf  of  the 
(Government.  Since  the  debate  in  Com- 
mittee a  good  deal  had  taken  place,  and 
the  whole  question  had  assumed  a  dif- 
ferent aspect.  Personally,  he  had  not  been 
able  to  take  the  same  view  as  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  as  some  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  done.  His  contention — and 
ke  did  not  see  how  it  could  be  overset — 
was  that  if  young  men  occupied  rooms, 
or  in  any  other  way  possessed  qualifica- 
tions wluch  would  be  valid  if  they  were 
not  students,  they  ought  not  to  be  de- 
pziTed  of  the  franchise  because  they 
» students.  That  principle  was  simple 
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and  universal  in  its  application.  If  these 
students  were  not  duly  qualified,  that 
would  be  settled  by  the  Courts.  He  did 
not  pay  much  attention  to  what  had 
been  said  about  breaches  of  discipline. 
As  to  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  they  were 
reduced  to  this  ludicrous  position — that 
that  which  was  to  upset  discipline  in  the 
case  of  an  undergraduate  liviug  in  a 
College  was  to  be  harmless  if  he  lived  in 
lodgings.  Those  who  lived  in  lodgings 
were  subjected  to  more  discipline  than 
those  who  lived  iu  a  College;  and  it 
had  been  remarked  to  him  that  one  of 
the  advantages  of  living  in  a  College 
was  that  you  were  able  to  sit  up  all 
night.  From  Ireland  there  had  come 
no  expression  of  authoritative  opinion 
that  discipline  would  be  involved.  The 
House  had  removed  the  restrictions  on 
the  enfranchisement  of  those  who  lived 
in  College  in  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
except  in  the  case  of  undergraduates. 
This  was  not  disfranchising  anybody, 
but  enfranchising  a  class,  with  an  ex- 
ception. Now,  the  House  was  dealing 
with  a  class  who,  by  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Coiirts,  was  qualified.  He  was 
in  favour  of  leaving  the  franchise  to  aU 
who  had  the  proper  legal  qualification. 
If  these  students  were  duly  qualified,  do 
not  let  the  House  interpose  an  artificial 
disqualification. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  was  perfectly 
amazed  on  reading  the  papers  this 
morning  to  observe  the  decision  which 
the  House  came  to  last  night,  because 
he  was  one  of  those  who  did  not  come 
down  to  the  House  because  they  be- 
lieved it  would  be  actually  impossible 
that  the  Government,  which  in  a  full 
House  allowed  a  clause  to  be  added  to 
the  Bill,  enfranchising  the  students  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  would  in  a  small 
House,  without  protest,  allow  that  deci- 
sion to  be  revoked.  Not  only  that,  but 
when  he  came  down  to  the  House  to-day 
he  found  the  only  argument  brought 
forward  by  hon.  Members  in  favour  of 
disfranchising  the  Irish  students  was 
that  because  they  had  done  a  wrong  to 
the  members  of  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  they  must  ex- 
tend that  wrong  to  the  members  of  the 
University  of  ]3ublin.  The  arguments 
advanced  against  giving  students  votes, 
that  undergraduates  were  wandering 
gipsies  or  birds  of  passage,  and  that 
Uieir  having  the  franchise  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  discipline  of  the  Uni- 
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▼eraities,  seemed  to  him  to  be  of  a  very 
flimsy  kind.  The  argument  as  to  their 
being  birds  of  passage  was  a  bad  one. 
It  applied  to  other  classes  as  well,  for 
they  knew  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land colliers  came  and  lived  in  a  place 
for  a  month,  got  qualified,  and  were 
brought  up  to  vote  at  School  Board  elec- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Buchanan)  said  students  had  not 
only  no  abiding  interest  in  the  place, 
but  they  took  no  part  in  local  politics. 
He  (Lord  Elcho)  thought  there  was  no 
matter,  either  social  or  political,  in 
which  the  undergraduates  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  did  not  take  a  prominent 
and  beneficial  part.  Their  activity  might 
not  always  be  well  considered  or  reason- 
able ;  but  that  objection  was  not  applied 
to  other  classes — as,  for  instance,  &ose 
who  pulled  down  park  railings.  It  was 
impossible  to  believe  that  this  action 
was  not  due  to  Party  motives. 

LoBD  EDWAED  CAVENDISH  said, 
that  in  Committee  he  voted  in  favour  of 
continuing  votes  to  Dublin  undergradu- 
ates; but  last  night  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  not  expedient  that 
votes  should  be  conferred  on  the  under- 
graduates of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
Holding  the  opinion  that  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient that  there  should  be  any  differ- 
ence between  England  and  Ireland,  and 
adhering  to  the  conclusion  he  formed 
last  night,  he  was  not  prepared  now  to 
give  a  vote  in  opposition  to  that  he  gave 
last  night. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  last  speech 
deserved  the  recognition  of  every  fair- 
minded  man  in  the  House,  exhibiting 
as  it  did  a  right  application  of  that 
logic  which,  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South-West  Lanca- 
shire, became  a  terrible  weapon  indeed. 
The  House  had  decided  last  night  that 
students  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uni- 
versities were  not  capable  citizens ;  and, 
therefore,  what  was  the  meaning  of  ask- 
ing whether  a  student  at  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  was  or  was  not  a  capable  dtixen  ? 
The  question  now  before  the  House  was 
simply  whether  they  should  give  to  stu- 
dents on  one  side  of  the  Irish  Channel  a 
franchise  which  was  denied  to  students 
OB  the  other  side  of  that  Channel.  Irish 
Members  only  asked  that  the  decision 
ffiven  by  the  House  last  night  with  re- 
raronoe  to  a  certain  class  of  persons  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Univenitiee , 
should  be  extended  to  the  University  of  i 
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Dublin;  and  the  efleot  of  its  rejecting 
the  present  Amendment  would  be  to 
compete  the  "jerrymandering"  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  City  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  he  was  one  of  those 
who,  having  voted  yesterday  for  the 
Amendment  excluding  und^gradnates 
at  Oxford  and  Cambridge  from  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise,  felt  bound  to  apply 
the  same  principle  to-day  to  the  case  oi 
the  University  of  Dublin.  He  might 
point  out  that  undergraduates  were  only 
allowed  to  use  the  College  rooms  for 
three  years  from  the  age  of  19 ;  that 
they  did  not  acquire  the  right  to  Tote 
until  they  were  21 ;  and  that  thus  thej 
could  not  have  this  vote  for  more  than 
one  year.  In  these  circumstances  he 
did  not  think  it  so  very  important  that 
for  one  year  they  should  not  be  r»» 
gistered.  All  the  arguments  which 
supported  the  deeision  arrived  at  last 
night  with  regard  to  undergraduates  of 
O:dord  and  Cambridge  appeared  to  hina 
to  hold  equally  good  in  respect  to  the 
University  of  Dublin ;  and  he  thought 
that  they  would  belie  the  professiona 
which  they  frequently  made  of  their 
wish  to  have  equal  laws  for  the  Three 
Kingdoms  if  they  did  not  apply  the 
same  rule  in  that  matter  to  both  English 
and  Irish  University  students.  For  this 
reason  he  should  vote  for  the  Amoid* 
ment. 

Mb.  HAEBINOTON  supported  the 
Amendment,  contending  that  it  would 
prevent  what  amounted  to  an  abuse  of 
the  franchise.  The  effect  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Amendment  in  the  case  of 
Dublin  University  would  be  to  still  fur- 
ther aggravate  the  "jerrymandering" 
of  a  partizan  Bounduy  Ooounission  in. 
their  division  of  the  city.  As  to  the 
argument  that  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Bill  was  an  enfranchising  and 
not  a  disfranchising  measure,  he  pointed 
out  that  that  Bill  had  the  incidental 
effect  of  actually  disfranchising  a  large 
number  of  persons  who  were  alreedj 
upon  the  Begister ;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  they  should  enable  a  student,  by 
mere  residence  in  a  College,  to  have  e 
vote  which  he  would  not  othrairise  pos- 
sess. He  reminded  Irish  Conservative 
Members  that  whatever  provisioQ  re* 
mained  in  the  Bill  in  favour  of  students 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  woeld  have 
to  be  extended  to  those  of  Maynooth ; 
and  he  asked  them  how  they  would  like 
to  see  600  derioal  studnits  walking  out 

Digitized  by  ^^UUV IC 


461       RegUtration  of  Voters        {May  13,  1885} 


(Ireland)  Ml 


462 


of  Majuooth  Oollege  and  completely 
OQt-yoting  the  electors  of  the  district 
where  that  Institution  was  situated? 
He  believed  that  if  the  Amendment  was 
not  accepted,  every  principle  of  justice 
and  fair  play  would  be  set  aside,  and 
the  decision  would  be  highly  detrimen- 
tal to  the  interests  of  such  a  constitu- 
ency as  Dublin. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  87  ;  Noes 
IW:  Majority  103.— (Div.  List,  No.  187.) 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  the  follow- 
ing new  clause : — 

''The  lista  of  Toten  in  boroughs  shall  be 
made  out  by  streets,  and  not  alphabetically,  and 
in  oonntieft  said  Usts  shall  be  made  out  as  far 
M  possible  as  in  boroughs," 

•aid,  that  he  moved  this  clause  in  con- 
sequence of  a  promise  which  had  been 
given  by  the  English  Attorney  General 
npon  the  English  Bill  of  the  late  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  who 
said  that  he  would  support  a  proposal 
of  this  kind. 

New  Clause  (Lists  to  be  made  out 
by  streets, ) — ( Mr,  Healy, )  —brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  a  great  deal  could  be  said  on  both 
sides.  Some  persons  were  very  much 
in  favour  of  the  alphabetical  arrange- 
ment   He  would  consider  the  matter. 

8iB  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  matter  had  been 
brought  to  his  notice  by  a  person  who  had 
had  considerable  experience.  He  would 
be  in  favour  of  having  the  matter  left 
optional  with  the  Local  Authorities. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  that  such  an  Amendment  could 
not  be  accepted.  He  had,  however,  no 
objection  to  give  boroughs  an  option  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  lists  should 
be  made  out ;  and  if  a  Bill  dealiug  with 
the  subject  were  introduced  the  Oo- 
rernment  would  entertain  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  in  withdraw- 
ing the  Amendment  he  should  say  that 
he  believed  the  promise  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  de- 
loiive. 

Motion  and  (Clause,  by  leave,  tvith- 


New  Clause  (Power  to  alter  wards  in 
Dublin  and  Belfast,)— (Jfr.  ffealy,)— 
hrought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  that  the  gist  of  this  suggestion 
was  good;  but  he  could  not  see  how 
they  could  deal  with  it  in  this  Bill.  The 
wards  were  for  municipal,  and  not  Par- 
liamentary elections,  and,  therefore, 
could  not  be  touched  here. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  tpith- 
drawn. 

Mb.  HEALY  moved  the  following 
new  clause : — 

"  Where  any  person  claiming  to  occupy  or  to 
have  occupied  as  owner  or  tenant  any  dwelling- 
house,  lands,  or  tenements,  shall  show  that  sudi 
premises  are  subject  to  an  outstanding  tenancy, 
and  that  he  was,  during  the  whole  of  the  quali- 
fying period,  in  the  occupation  of  such  pre- 
mises, exercising  dominion  over  them,  and 
Saying  the  rent  thereof,  such  person  shall  be 
eemed  to  have  been  in  occupation  of  said  pre- 
mises as  tenant,  and  it  shall  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  show  that  said  outstanding  tenancy 
had  legally  become  vested  in  him." 

He  said  his  object  was  to  provide  that 
the  real  person  who  paid  the  rates 
should  have  his  name  on  the  list  of 
voters.  It  was  the  custom  in  Ireland 
to  give  the  receipt  for  rent  to  the  widow 
of  a  deceased  man;  and,  consequently, 
the  actual  occupier  of  the  house  or  land 
was  frequently  excluded  from  the  fran- 
chise. 

New  Clause  (Presumption  in  favour 
of  occupying  tenant,) — {Mr,  Mealy,) — 
hrought  up,  and  read  this  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mn.  LEWIS  said,  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  subtilty  in  the  legal  phrase- 
ology of  this  clause.  Its  effect  would 
be  to  create  numbers  of  sham  voters  by 
putting  non-qualified  parties  on  the  list. 
¥oT  instance,  a  man  who  was  living  with 
his  mother,  if  his  was  the  hand  by  which 
she  paid  the  rent,  might  claim  under 
this  clause  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of 
voters.  Even  if  he  stood  alone,  he 
should  think  it  necessary  to  divide  the 
House  against  it. 

Thl  SOUCITOE  GENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  was  already 
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adueyed  by  other  proviBions  of  the  Bill. 
The  Govemment  could  not  accept  the 
clause.  There  were  many  evils  to  which 
it  would  lead.  The  clause  went  so  far 
that  the  mere  receipt  for  the  rent  would 
entitle  a  man  to  a  Tote,  whether  he 
occupied  the  premises  or  not. 

Mb.  SEXTON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  said  that  any  proposal  which 
would  give  the  franchise  to  the  people 
was  opposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derry  and  his  Friends. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  there 
were  often  efforts  made  by  the  sons  of 
widows  to  get  the  mother's  farm  into 
their  own  hands,  and  the  result  most 
frequently  was  that  the  old  woman  had 
to  go  to  the  workhouse. 

Me.  HABEINGTON  said,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  the  female  tenant  was  desirous  of 
having  her  son  on  the  Eegister,  and  at 
present  could  not  accomplish  it. 

Sir  HEEVEY  BEUCE  said,  he 
foresaw  a  legal  difficulty  in  collecting 
the  rates  if  this  Amendment  were  passed. 
The  man  on  the  rate  book  might  refuse 
to  pay  the  rates,  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  not  the  occupier. 

Mb.  HEALY:  If  he  did  not  pay  the 
rate  he  would  not  get  the  franchise. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  HEALY  proposed  a  new  clause, 
providing  that  a  technical  breach  of  a 
tenancy  during  the  qualifying  period  of 
occupation  should  not  disqualify  a  per- 
son claimingto  be  placed  on  the  Eegister. 
The  clause  was  intended  to  meet  the  case, 
which  was  only  too  common  in  Ireland, 
of  a  man  being  ousted  from  his  holding 
for  a  short  period,  in  order  to  deprive 
him  of  the  franchise. 

New  Clause : — 

(Technical  breach  of  tenancy  shall  not 
disqualify.) 
"  Where  any  person  claiming  to  occupy  or  i^ 
have  occupied  a  dwelling-house,  lands,  or 
tenements,  was  evicted  from  such  premises 
during  the  qualifying  period  of  occupation,  but 
was  subsequently  reinstated  in  the  possession 
of  same,  such  person  shall  be  deemed,  notwith- 
standing such  eviction,  to  have  been  in  occupa- 
tion of  said  premises  during  the  whole  of  the 
qualifying  period  if  he  can  show  that  he  has 
paid  the  poor  rates  for  such  qualifying  period," 
--(Mr,  Healy,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


The  SOUCITOE  GENEEAL  por 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkbr)  said,  that, 
according  to  the  Amendment,  a  man 
might  be  out  of  possession  for  1 1  montlis 
and  29  days,  and  have  the  franchise. 

Mr.  HEALY  suggested  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "  by  writ  of  restitution  *' 
after  ' '  reinstated."  

The  SOUCITOE  GENEEAL  pob 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  agreed  to 
support  the  clause  if  it  were  amended 
so  as  to  exclude  the  case  in  which  an 
evicted  tenantwas  reinstated  in  his  hold- 
ing as  an  act  of  grace.  He  suggested 
that  words  should  be  placed  in  the 
Amendment  making  it  clear  that  the 
clause  was  only  to  apply  to  tenants  re- 
instated in  their  holdings  in  consequence 
of  the  payment  by  them  of  their  rents 
within  the  period  of  redemption. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  after  the  word  "premises,*'  by 
inserting  the  words  "for  non-payment  of 
rent."— (Jfr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,) 

Question,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "  reinstated,"  by 
inserting  the  words  "  by  writ  of  restitution." — 
{Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


CROFTERS  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

MOTION  FOR  LSAYB. 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  (for  The 
Lord  Advocate)  moved  for  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  re. 
latin  g  to  the  tenure  of  land  by  crofters 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land, and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto.  [Sir  Hbrbert  Maxwell  :  No, 
no  !]  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  the  ar* 
rangement  which  was  made  in  a  fall 
House  the  other  day. 

Sir  HERBEBT  MAXWELL :  I  nn- 
derstand  the  arrangement  was  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  introduced,  aocom- 
panied  by  a  statement,  to-morrow. 
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Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Yes; 
at  an  early  hoar.  Of  course,  if  this 
Motion  is  objected  to,  it  can  only  be 
done  at  8  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

8iE  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  Then 
I  withdraw  my  objection. 

Mb.  WARTON  :  I  do  not ;  I  object. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  still 
object? 

Mb.  WARTON :  Yes ;  I  object  to 
any  step  whatever  being  taken  on  this 
Bill 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
second  Business  to-morrow  will  be  the 
Insh  Registration  Bill ;  and  the  third 
Business,  now  that  the  Crofters'  Bill  has 
been  objected  to,  will  be  the  Telegraphs 
Acts  Amendment  Bill;  and  the  fourth 
Order  will  be  the  East  India  Loan  Bill. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE :  What  does 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Richard  Oros- 
▼enor)  propose  to  do  about  the  Crofters 
BiU? 

LoBD  RICHARD  GROSVENOR:  It 
will  be  put  down  in  the  proper  place  to- 
morrow ;  and»  if  not  too  late,  we  will 
proceed  with  it  then. 

TITHB  BB2rr  BXTBAOBDINABY  LIMITATION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Daniel  Gramt,  Bill  for 
the  limitatioa  of  Extraordinary  Tithe,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Daniel  G&ant,  Sir 
Ebwakd   Watkin,   Mr.  Duckham,   and    Mr. 

BOXLAO. 

Bill/r»Mfi/M/,  and  r«ad  the  first  time.  [Billl77.] 

ULHD  (COMFITLSOBT  BEOISTRATION  OF 

INOUHBRAKOES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bill  for 
oompobory  Registration  of  Incambrances,  with 
a  Tiew  of  facilitating  the  sale  of  agricoltoral 
land,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr.  Har- 
coriT,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Charles 
BocNDSLL,  and  Mr.  Staybley  Hill. 
^U/rvMuM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl78.] 

MEBCHANT  8HIPPIK0   (TBAKSFBB  OF 
EEOI8TRY,    &0.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holms,  Bill  t3  amend  the 
Mochant  Shipping  Acts  by  making  better  pro- 
Tison  for  the  Registry  of  British  Ships,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  lilr.  Holms  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain. 

miprnented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  179.] 

VATIOKAL  PEOVIDENT  IHStrEANCE. 

Select  Committee  on  National  ProYident  In- 
Mnanoe  nmmnated  of,— Mr.  Stuart-Wortley, 
Mr.  Stanhope,  Mr.  Marjoribanxs,  Mr.  Her- 
bert QuuMTONE,  B€r.  William  Lowthbr,  Mr. 


Charles  James,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Ran- 
kin, Mr.  John  Hollond,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  John 
Morlby,  Mr.  Pell,  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 
with  power  to  send  for  peraons,  papera,  and 
records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum.— (5»r  Herbert 
Maxwell,) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  14th  May,   1885. 


MINUTES.]  —  PifBLio  Bills  —  Motion  for 
leave — Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland),  debate 
adjourned. 

Ordered — Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  * ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  2).* 

Ordered — Firet  Reading — Summary  Jurisdiction 
fTerm  of  Imprisonment)  *  [180] ;  Tithe  Rent 
Charge  Redemption*  [181]. 

Second  JS^o^m^— Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scot- 
land) [3]. 

Report^tjotaX  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •[116]. 

Considered  as  amended — He'OOtnm. — Committee — 
Report  —  Considered  as  amended  —  Third 
Reading  —  Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland) 
[160],  B.'oidi  passed. 

Third  Reading^East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks* 
[125],  and  passed. 

PRIVATE  RU8INJE8S. 


HULL,  BARNSLEY.  AND  WEST  RIDING 
JUNCTION  RAILWAY  AND 

DOCK  BILL. 
XniBD  BEADING  P08TF017ED. 

Order  for  Third  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (6'ir  Charles  Forater.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  a  Bill 
under  a  similar  title  was  before  the 
House  last  year;  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  present  Bill  gave 
further  powers  to  the  same  Company  ? 
It  would  be  remembered  that  last  year 
there  was  considerable  discussion  with 
regard  to  certain  questionable  trans- 
actions in  reference  to  this  Company ; 
and,  unless  an  explanation  could  be 
given,  he  thought  it  would  be  desirable 
to  postpone  the  final  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  CHAJRLES  FORSTER  said,  he 
was  not  able  to  explain  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill;  but,  as  an  objection  had 
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been  taken,  he  was  prepared  to  postpone 
the  furtlier  consideration  of  the  question 
until  to-morrow. 
Motion,  by  leaye,  withdraum. 

Bin  to  be  read  the  third  time  7b- 
morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND)- 

UNJUST    CONVICTIONS  —  CASE    OF 

JOSEPH  AND  CHARLES  DICKSON. 

Mb.  LA30U0HEEE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  contemplated  to 
give  any  indemnity  to  the  two  men, 
Joseph  and  Charles  Dickson,  who  were 
respectiyely  sentenced  last  November, 
at  Bishops  Stortf  ord,  to  five  years'  penal 
servitude,  and  to  eighteen  months'  hard 
labour,  for  an  aggrayated  assault,  on 
the  evidence  of  a  policeman,  and  who 
now  have  been  released ;  and,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  take  any  steps  against 
the  policeman  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  carefully  exa- 
mined into  the  circumstances  of  this 
case,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  did  not  justify  the  steps  indi- 
cated in  his  Question  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber being  taken.  It  was  simply  a  case 
of  mistaken  identity. 

NAVY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— NAVAL 
VOLUNTEER  ARTILLERY. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Admi- 
ralty has  sanctioned  any  scheme  for  the 
organization  of  corps  of  Naval  Volimteer 
Artillery;  and.  if  so,  whether  there  is  any 
prospect  of  the  movement  being  allowed 
to  assume  a  practical  shape  within  the 
preset  year  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSET :  Admiral 
Yesey  Hamilton  has  been  directed  by 
the  Admiralty  to  organize  a  general 
scheme  of  coast  defence  by  naval 
means.  It  will  be  part  of  his  task  to 
consider  what  duties  should  be  assigned 
to  the  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  and 
how  far  assistance  may  be  necessary  or 
desirable  in  the  form  of  a  capitation 
grant.  Admiral  Hamilton  will  report 
on  the  subject,  and  a  decision  will  be 
g^ven  by  the  Admiralty  as  soon  as  we 
haye  his  recommendations  before  us. 

Sir  Charles  Forster 


EGYPT  (THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN) 
MILITARY  OPERATIONS— THE  HOS- 
PITAL AT  SUAKIN. 
LoBD  EUSTACE  OEOIL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  ascertain  if  it  is  true  that  the  Auxi- 
liary Hospital  on  Quarantine  Island  at 
Suakin  stands  on  an  old  burial  ground, 
and  that  great  sickness  prevails  there 
just  now  in  consequence  of   the   un- 
healthiness  of  the  situation ;  and,  if  bo, 
whether  he  will  at  once  take  steps  to 
have  it    removed  to  a  more  suitable 
position  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
There  is  a  hospital  on  Quarantine 
Island.  The  site  has  been  selected  bj 
the  authorities  on  the  spot;  but  when 
it  was  first  suggested  I  had  doubts  as 
to  the  salubrity  of  an  island  which  had 
contained  a  burial  groimd.  I  therefore 
telegraphed  an  inquiry  to  Suakin,  and 
received  in  reply  a  telegram,  to  the 
effect  that  the  position  on  &e  island  was 
most  healthy.  For  six  years  scarcely  an 
interment  has  taken  place  on  the  island; 
and  it  does  not  appear  from  the  Eeporta 
received  that,  as  compared  with  the  rest 
of  the  station,  the  island  is  exceptionally 
unhealthy. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked,  if 
it  was  not  true  that  great  sickness  pre- 
vailed there  recently,  and  that  it  waa 
increasing  ? 

Thb  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  no.  The  last  medical 
Eeport  received  showed  that  there  waa 
not  an  exceptional  amount  of  sickness. 
He  thought  the  sick  rate  was  from  4  to 
7  per  cent ;  but,  no  doubt,  owing  to  the 
heat  of  the  weather,  the  sickness  had 
been  increasing.  From  the  Eeports  he 
had  received  he  had  no  reason  to  think 
that  sickness  was  exceptional.  He  was 
constantly  making  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT— 

STEEL-WIRE  GUNS. 
Mr.  STEWAET  MACUYEE  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance. 
If  the  eiperiment  at  Woolwich,  of 
making  guns  on  the  steel- wire  system, 
has  been  tested;  whether  it  has  been 
made  under  the  direction  of  the  inventor* 
or  by  men  unacquainted  with  its  first 
principles;  whether  a  21 -ton  gun  made 
at  Elswick  on  this  principle,  though  not 
in  the  best  form,  has  proved  to  be  mors 
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powerful,  by  80  per  cent.,  than  the  25- 
toQ  gan ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to 
oontinue  the  manufacture  of  steel-wire 
guns  bj  the  Department  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  A  howitzer  of  lO-inch 
calibre  and  a  gun  of  9 '2-inch  calibre, 
both  partly  constructed  of  steel  wire, 
have  been  ordered  for  trial  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Ordnance  Commit- 
tee. The  guns  are  being  made  under 
the  orders  of  the  responsible  officers  of 
the  Department,  who  are  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  principles  involved. 
The  gun  apparently  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  third  part 
of  his  inquiry,  as  having  been  made  at 
Elswick,  is  about  of  equal  power  with 
the  25-ton  gun  of  the  Service.  As  re- 
gards future  manufacture,  this  must 
entirely  depend  upon  the  results  ob- 
tained in  the  experimental  trials. 

IBELAKD-PORT  OF  BALLYSHANNON— 
WBECK  OP  THE  "ROCKABILL." 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  regard  to  the 
impediment  and  danger  to  nayigation 
caused  by  the  wreck  of  the  steamship 
RoekmhiU  lying  since  the  25th  of  last 
July  in  the  fair  way  of  the  river  entrance 
to  the  port  of  Ballyshannon,  Whether 
he  has  been  made  aware  that  the  Town 
Commissioners    of    Ballyshannon    re- 
frained from  taking  earlier  action  in  the 
matter  because  a  Company,  haying  pur- 
chased the  wreck,  were  making  efforts 
to  float  it,  and,  aiter  these  efforts  had 
failed,  because  time  was  occupied  by 
the  owners  in  clearing  the  wreck  of  what 
it  contained,  and  because  communica- 
tions were    proceeding    between    the 
owners  and  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights, 
with  the  yiew,  on  the  part  of  the  Board, 
that  they  should    get  control  of   the 
wreck;  whether,  haying  obtained  con- 
trol, the  Board  did  nothing  further; 
whether,  there  being  no  indication  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Lights  of  any 
intention  to  remoye  the  wreck,  the  Town 
Commissioners,    on  the  8th  of    April, 
viged  the  Board  to  proceed,  and,  on  the 
10th  of  April,  memorialised  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  like  effect;  whether  it  is 
A  fact  that  the  Board  of  Lights  gave  no 
1^7  to  the  letter  of  the  Town  Commis- 
■ionen;  whether,   in  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  Board  of  Lights,  that 
they  intend  to    await   a  report   from 
^Mir  Inspecting  Committee,  after  the 
oidiaarj  aimoal  tour,  upon  the  ground 


that  they  '^  have  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  steps  were  beiog  taken  to 
constitute  a  local  harbour  authority  for 
the  port,"  the  Town  Commissioners  have 
informed  the  Board  of  Trade,  by  letter 
of  the  7th  instant,  that  "  there  is  no 
likelihood  of  such  an  authority  being 
formed,"  and  that  '*  any  further  delay 
in  the  removal  of  the  wreck  would  be 
highly  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  port; "  whether  the  wreck  will  now 
be  removed ;  and,  whether,  with  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  Board  of  Lights 
that  they  **  have  no  knowledge  "  of  the 
wreck  off  Mount  Charles,  "it  having 
never  been  reported  to  them,"  they  wiU 
treat  the  question  put  in  this  House  on 
the  4th  instant  as  information  upon 
which  they  should  proceed? 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  (for  Mr.CHAMBEHLAiN), 
in  reply,  said,  a  letter  was  reoeiyed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  11th  instant  from 
the  Town  Commissioners  of  Ballyshan- 
non on  the  subject,  informing  them  that, 
the  wreck  of  the  Roehahill  haying  been 
abandoned  by  the  owners,  tenders  had 
been  invited  for  effecting  its  removal. 
As  there  was  no  prospect  of  the  harbour 
works  being  proceeded  with,  it  was  pur- 
posed by  the  Local  Authorities  to  apply 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  a  moiety  of  the 
cost  of  removing  the  obstruction.  He 
was  informed  by  the  Irish  Lights  Com- 
missioners that  bond  fide  tenders  had 
been  given  to  the  Company  referred  to 
for  the  work. 

LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS  (GREAT  BRI- 
TAIN)— THE  REPORT  FOR  1884. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  could  facilitate  the  prepara- 
tion of  tho  English  and  Scotch  Lunacy 
Eeports,  which  last  year  were  not  deli- 
vered until  the  9th  and  29th  August  re- 
spectively ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,'  in 
reply,  said,  he  would  do  all  in  his  power 
to  facilitate  the  production  of  the  infor- 
mation ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  it  would 
take  some  time,  and  that  they  could  not 
be  deliyered  before  July. 

LUNACY   COMMISSIONERS    (IRELAND) 
—THE  REPORT  FOR  1884; 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  .of  Ire- 
land, If  anything  can  be  done  to  expe- 
dite the  preparation  of  the  Irish  Lunacj     , 
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been  taken,  be  was  prepared  to  postpone 
tbe  furtber  consideration  of  tbe  question 
until  to-morrow. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  read  tbe  tbird  time  To- 
morrow, 

QUESTIONS. 
0 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND)— 

UNJUST    CONVICTIONS  —  CASE    OF 

JOSEPH  AND  CHARLES  DICKSON. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  asked  tbe  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home  Depart- 
ment, Wbetber  it  is  contemplated  to 
give  any  indemnity  to  tbe  two  men, 
Josepb  and  Obarles  Dickson,  wbo  were 
respectively  sentenced  last  November, 
at  Bisbops  Stortford,  to  five  years*  penal 
servitude,  and  to  eigbteen  montbs'  bard 
labour,  for  an  aggravated  assault,  on 
tbe  evidence  of  a  policeman,  and  wbo 
now  bave  been  released ;  and,  wbetber 
it  is  intended  to  take  any  steps  against 
tbe  policeman  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  tbat  be  bad  carefully  exa- 
mined into  tbe  circumstances  of  tbis 
case,  and  bad  come  to  tbe  conclusion 
tbat  tbey  did  not  justify  tbe  steps  indi- 
cated in  bis  Question  by  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber being  taken.  It  was  simply  a  case 
of  mistaken  identity. 

NAVY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— NAVAL 
VOLUNTEER  ARTILLERY. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  tbe  Secretary 
to  tbe  Admiralty,  Wbetber  tbe  Admi- 
ralty bas  sanctioned  any  scbeme  for  tbe 
organization  of  corps  of  Naval  Yolimteer 
Artillery;  and,  if  so,  wbetber  tbere  is  any 
prospect  of  tbe  movement  being  allowed 
to  assume  a  practical  sbape  witbin  tbe 
present  year  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  Admiral 
Yesey  Hamilton  bas  been  directed  by 
tbe  Admiralty  to  organize  a  general 
scbeme  of  coast  defence  by  naval 
means.  It  will  be  part  of  bis  task  to 
consider  wbat  duties  sbould  be  assigned 
to  tbe  Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  and 
bow  far  assistance  may  be  necessary  or 
desirable  in  tbe  form  of  a  capitation 
grant.  Admiral  Hamilton  will  report 
on  tbe  subject,  and  a  decision  will  be 
g^ven  by  tbe  Admiralty  as  soon  as  we 
bave  bis  recommendations  before  us. 

Sir  Charles  Forster 


EGYPT  (THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN) 

MILITARY  OPERATIONS—THE  HOS- 

PITAL  AT  SUAKIN. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Wbetber  he 
will  ascertain  if  it  is  true  tbat  tbe  Auxi- 
liary Hospital  on  Quarantine  Island  at 
Suakin  stands  on  an  old  burial  ground, 
and  tbat  great  sickness  prevails  tbere 
just  now  in  consequence  of  tbe  un- 
bealtbiness  of  tbe  situation ;  and,  if  ao, 
wbetber  be  will  at  once  take  steps  to 
bave  it  removed  to  a  more  suitable 
position  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
Tbere  is  a  hospital  on  Quarantine 
Island.  Tbe  site  bas  been  selected  bj 
tbe  authorities  on  tbe  spot;  but  when 
it  was  first  suggested  I  had  doubts  as 
to  tbe  salubrity  of  an  island  which  had 
contained  a  burial  groimd.  I  therefore 
telegraphed  an  inquiry  to  Suakin,  and 
received  in  reply  a  telegram,  to  the 
effect  that  the  position  on  the  island  was 
most  healtby.  For  six  years  scarcely  an 
interment  has  taken  place  on  the  island ; 
and  it  does  not  appear  from  the  Beports 
received  tbat,  as  compared  with  tbe  rest 
of  tbe  station,  tbe  island  is  exceptionally 
unhealthy. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked,  if 
it  was  not  true  that  great  sickness  pre- 
vailed there  recently,  and  that  it  was 
increasing  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  no.  The  last  medical 
Eeport  received  showed  tbat  there  was 
not  an  exceptional  amount  of  sickness. 
He  thought  the  sick  rate  was  from  4  to 
7  per  cent ;  but,  no  doubt,  owing  to  tbe 
heat  of  the  weather,  the  sickness  had 
been  increasing.  From  the  Reports  be 
had  received  be  had  no  reason  to  think 
tbat  sickness  was  exceptional.  He  was 
constantly  making  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

ARMY— ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT— 
STEEL-WIRE    GUNS. 

Mr.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 
tbe  Surveyor  General  of  tbe  Ordnance, 
If  tbe  experiment  at  Woolwicb,  of 
making  guns  on  the  steel- wire  system, 
has  been  tested;  wbetber  it  bas  been 
made  under  the  direction  of  the  inventor, 
or  by  men  unacquainted  with  its  first 
principles;  whether  a  21 -ton  gun  made 
at  Elswick  on  tbis  principle,  though  not 
in  the  best  form,  has  proved  to  be  more 
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powerfnl,  by  80  per  cent.,  than  the  25* 
ton  gan ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to 
oontlnue  the  manufacture  of  steel-wire 
gans  hj  the  Department  ? 

Mb.  brand  :  A  howitzer  of  10-inch 
calibre  and  a  gun  of  92-inch  calibre, 
both  partly  constructed  of  steel  wire, 
ha?e  been  ordered  for  trial  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Ordnance  Commit- 
tee. The  guns  are  being  made  under 
the  orders  of  the  reBX>on8ible  ofB.cers  of 
the  Department,  who  are  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  principles  involved. 
The  gun  apparently  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  third  part 
of  his  inquiry,  as  having  been  made  at 
Elswick,  is  about  of  equal  power  with 
the  25-ton  gun  of  the  Service.  As  re- 
gards future  manufacture,  this  must 
entirely  depend  upon  the  results  ob- 
tained in  the  experimental  trials. 

IRELAND— PORT  OF  BALLYSHANNON— 
WBECK  OP  THE  "  ROCKABILL." 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  regard  to  the 
impediment  and  danger  to  nayigation 
caused  by  the  wreck  of  the  steamship 
BoeiBbiU  lying  since  the  25th  of  last 
July  in  the  fair  way  of  the  river  entrance 
to  the  port  of  Ballyshannon,  Whether 
he  has  been  made  aware  that  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Ballyshannon  re- 
trained from  taking  earlier  action  in  the 
matter  because  a  Company,  having  pur- 
chased the  wreck,  were  making  efforts 
to  float  it,  and,  aiter  these  efforts  had 
failed,  because  time  was  occupied  by 
the  owners  in  clearing  the  wreck  of  what 
it  oontainedy  and  because  commimica- 
tiona  were  proceeding  between  the 
owners  and  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights, 
with  the  Tiew,  on  the  part  of  the  Board, 
that  they  should  get  control  of  the 
wreck;  whether,  haying  obtained  con- 
trol, the  Board  did  nothing  further; 
whether,  there  being  no  indication  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Lights  of  any 
intention  to  remove  the  wreck,  the  Town 
Commissioners,  on  the  8th  of  April, 
urged  the  Board  to  proceed,  and,  on  the 
lOUi  of  April,  memorialised  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  like  effect;  whether  it  is 
a  iaet  that  the  Board  of  Lights  gave  no 
i^ly  to  the  letter  of  the  Town  Commis- 
Monert;  whether,  in  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  Board  of  Lights,  that 
tiiey  intend  to  await  a  report  from 
tlieir  Ini^>ecting  Committee,  after  the 
Oftliaary  annual  tour,  upon  the  ground 


that  they  "have  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  steps  were  being  taken  to 
constitute  a  local  harbour  authority  for 
the  port,'*  the  Town  Commissioners  have 
informed  the  Board  of  Trade,  by  letter 
of  the  7th  instant,  that  ''there  is  no 
likelihood  of  such  an  authority  being 
formed,"  and  that** any  further  delay 
in  the  removal  of  the  wreck  would  be 
highly  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  port ; "  whether  the  wreck  will  now 
be  removed ;  and,  whether,  with  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  Board  of  Lights 
that  they  **  have  no  knowledge ''  of  the 
wreck  off  Mount  Charles,  "it  having 
never  been  reported  to  them,"  they  will 
treat  the  question  put  in  this  House  on 
the  4th  instant  as  information  upon 
which  they  should  proceed? 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  (for  Mr.CHAMBEBLAiN), 
in  reply,  said,  a  letter  was  receiyed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  1 1th  instant  from 
the  Town  Commissioners  of  Ballyshan- 
non on  the  subject,  informing  them  that, 
the  wreck  of  the  Roekahill  haying  been 
abandoned  by  the  owners,  tenders  had 
been  inyited  for  effecting  its  removal. 
As  there  was  no  prospect  of  the  harbour 
works  being  proceeded  with,  it  was  pur- 
posed by  the  Local  Authorities  to  apply 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  for  a  moiety  of  the 
cost  of  removing  the  obstruction.  He 
was  informed  by  the  Irish  Lights  Com- 
missioners that  h<md  fide  tenders  had 
been  given  to  the  Company  referred  to 
for  the  work. 

LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS  (GREAT  BRI- 
TAIN)—THE  REPORT  FOR  1884. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  could  facilitate  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  English  and  Scotch  Lunacy 
Eeports,  which  last  year  were  not  deli- 
vered until  the  9th  and  29th  August  re- 
spectively ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCGURT,'  in 
reply,  said,  he  would  do  all  in  his  power 
to  facilitate  the  production  of  the  infor- 
mation ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  it  would 
take  some  time,  and  that  they  could  not 
be  delivered  before  July. 

LUNACY  COMMISSIONERS    (IRELAND) 
—THE  REPORT  FOR  1884; 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  anything  can  be  done  to  expe- 
dite the  preparation  of  the  Irish  Lunacj 
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Beport,  which  last  year  was  not  deli* 
yered  till  the  20tli  September  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
The  Inspectors  inform  me  that  the  print- 
ing of  the  usual  tables  is  now  in  handi 
and  that  they  will  expedite  the  publica- 
tion of  their  Eeport  as  much  as  possible. 

PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
GREYSTONES  HARBOUR  WORKS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
any  steps  can  be  taken  to  proceed  with 
the  Greystones  Harbour  Works  before 
the  season  gets  further  advanced  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET:  The  hon.  Member 
is  probably  aware  of  the  formalities  re- 
quired by  the  Statute  before  these  works 
can  be  actually  commenced.  Those 
formalities  cannot  be  completed  until 
the  end  of  June.  Meanwhile,  however, 
the  contract  plans  are  in  progress,  and 
tenders  will  be  called  for  at  the  end  of 
this  month. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-UNION  OF 
OMAGH-MR.    ROBERT    S.   CLEMENTS. 

Mb.  HAEEINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr.  Eobert  S.  Clements, 
of  Curr,  Beragh,  in  the  county  of  Tyrone, 
is  an  ex-officio  guardian  of  the  poor  for 
the  union  of  Omagh ;  whether  he  is  also 
an  elected  guardian  for  Dervaghroy 
electoral  division  of  the  same  union ;  in 
which  capacity  (whether  as  ex-officio  or 
elected  guardian)  does  he  vote  at  the 
meetings  of  the  board;  and,  if  in  the 
capacity  of  an  ex-officio,  why  the  elec- 
toral division  of  Dervaghroy  is  obliged 
to  remain  disfranchised;  whether  the 
clerk  of  the  union  in  making  his  return 
of  the  guardians  elected  on  the  25th 
March  last  was  aware  that  Mr.  Clements 
was  returned  on  the  ex-officio  list  in 
September  previous ;  and,  if  so,  why  he 
returned  him  as  elected  guardian  for  the 
Dervaghroy  division ;  and,  did  he  (the 
clerk)  notify  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  Mr.  Clements  was  on  the  ex- 
officio  list? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN : 
It  is  quite  lawful  for  a  person  to  act  in 
the  dual  capacity  of  elected  and  ex  officio 
Guardian,  provided  he  does  not  give 
two  votes.  The  Clerk  to  the  Union  ful- 
filled his  duty  in  this  case  by  returning 
the  person  elected.  The  choice  of  the 
individual  rests  with  the  electors. 

Mr,  W,  J.  Corbet 


IRELAND— COMMISSIONERS    OF    NA- 
TIONAL    EDUCATION  —  APPOINT- 
MENT OF  MR.  WILLIAM  ROBERT- 
SON AS  ASSISTANT  INSPECTOR  OP 
SCHOOLS. 
Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  experience  in  teaching  had  Mr. 
William  Eobertson  before  being   ap- 
pointed Assistant  Inspector  of  Schools ; 
whether  the  Commissioners  of  Lrish  Na* 
tional  Education  are  aware  of  the  dis- 
satisfaction felt  by  the  teachers  of  the 
Londonderry  group  of  districts  at  the 
unnecessary  severity  of  his  examina- 
tions ;  whether  he  is  in  the  habit  of  tell- 
ing high-classed  teachers,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  their  pupils,  that  they  do  not 
know  how  to  teach  the  subjects  of  the 
school  programme ;  and,  have  the  Dis- 
trict Inspectors  frequently  cancelled  his 
markings  at  Eesults  Examinations,  and 
passed  whole  classes  that  he  has  marked 
as  failed  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Eobertson  had 
15  years'  experience  as  a  monitor  and 
teacher,  and  was  a  first  class  teacher  at 
the  time  of  his  appointment  as  Assistant 
Inspector.  As  regards  the  rest  of  the 
Question,  the  Commissioners  have  no 
knowledge  of  any  such  circumstances. 
If  any  specific  case  is  reported  to  them 
they  are  quite  ready  to  institute  inquiry. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)- 
COUNTY  DOWN  LUNATIC  ASYLUM- 
SURCHAEGE  ON  GOVERNOBS. 
Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  in  March  last  year  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Auditor,  Major  Studdert, 
surcharged  five  governors  of  the  County 
Down  Lunatic  Asylum  in  the  sum  A 
£100  sterling;  and,  whether  such  snr- 
charge  has  yet  been  paid ;  and,  if  not, 
can  the  Local  Government  Board  give 
any  reason,  after  the  lapse  of  more  thaa 
one  year,  for  not  enforcing  the  payment 
of  the  said  surcharge  of  £100  sterling! 

Mb.  CAMPBEIJi-BANNEEMAN: 
It  appears  that  the  Auditor  surcharged 
seven  Governors  of  this  Asylum  in  the 
sum  mentioned,  which  they  had  paid  to 
the  County  Surveyor  for  services  as  an 
architect.  He  did  so  believing  that  the 
County  Surveyor  was  not  entitled  to 
payment  for  his  work ;  but  he  now  in- 
forms the  Local  Gt>vemment  Board  that 
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lie  did  not  proceed  for  recoyery  of  the 
amoQDt  Buroharged,  as  he  found  he  could 
not  enforce  the  payment. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)— 
COUNTY  DOWN  LUNATIC   ASYLUM- 
RESIDENCE  AND  ATTENDANCE 

OF  GOVERNORS. 
Mb.  BIOGAE  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  be  a  fact  that  some  governors  of 
the  County  Down  Lunatic  Asylum  do 
not  reside  in  the  county  Down,  but  liye 
in  remote  counties ;  if  some  governors 
have  never  attended  the  asylum  since 
ihej  have  been  appointed  governors, 
whUe  other  governors  have  not  attended 
on  an  average  twice  yearly ;  whether 
rach  non-attending  governors  will  be  re- 
moved ;  and,  will  he  produce  the  number 
of  times  the  various  governors  attended 
the  Board  meetings  at  the  asylum  for 
the  five  years  previous  to  and  ending  the 
Slat  day  of  December  1884  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  believe  that  some  of  the  Gt>vernors  of 
this  Asyltmi  do  not  actually  reside  in 
the  county,  although  they  are  connected 
with  it,  and  that  some  never  attend  the 
Board  meetings,  and  others  rarely.  The 
tppointment  is  an  honorary  one,  and 
the  non-fulfilment  of  the  duty  of  attend- 
ing would  not  be  a  sufficient  reason  for 
Teaorting  to  the  extreme  course  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member.  The  Lord 
lieutenuit  can  always  strengthen  a 
Board  when  that  is  considered  necessary. 
The  hon.  Member  will  find  details  of  the 
attendance  of  the  Governors  of  these 
Boards  in  the  annual  Eeports  of  the  In- 
jectors of  Lunatic  Asylums. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET :  Suppose  none 
of  the  Governors  attend,  what  happens  ? 
Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
^BtBJk  there  is  no  attendance. 

WffiVENTION  OP  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT.  1882— PROSECUTION  OP  MR. 
DANIEL  RYAN,  OP  DOON,  COUNTY 
UMERICK,  FOR  RE-ENTRY  AFTER 
EVICTION. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  dreumstanoes  under  which  Mr. 
Bttoiel  Ryan,  of  Doon,  county  Limerick, 
aad  hk  wife  have  been  prosecuted  under 
te  Ciisaea  Aet ;  is  it  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Byai'a  mother,  Mrs.  Mary  Ryan,  an 


old  woman  of  ninety  years  of  age,  was 
on  16th  April  evicted  from  her  farm  at 
Carrigbeg,  on  the  property  of  Major 
Hare ;  was  she  carried  out  on  a  pallet, 
in  a  dying  condition,  by  emergency 
bailiffs,  after  she  had  just  received  the 
last  sacraments  from  the  Rev.  Patrick 
O'Donnell,  and  cast  on  the  roadside,  in 
a  bitter  wind,  despite  the  entreaties  and 
protest  of  the  clergyman ;  did  the  dis- 
pensary medical  officer  of  the  district, 
who  visited  her  shortly  after  the  evic- 
tion, certify  that  she  was  unfit  to  be  re- 
moved to  hospital,  and  ordered  a  nurse 
to  be  provided  for  her ;  did  the  relieving 
officer,  finding  her  in  danger  of  death, 
order  her  removal  to  the  adjoining 
house,  and,  acting  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  doctor,  appoint  her  daughter- 
in-law,  Mrs.  Daniel  Ryan,  to  act  as 
nurse  ;  was  the  nurse  so  appointed,  with 
her  husband,  prosecuted  under  the 
Crimes  Act  on  a  charge  of  forcible 
entry,  for  remaining  in  attendance  upon 
the  dying  woman ;  at  whose  instance  was 
the  prosecution  instituted,  and  what  has 
been  the  result ;  and,  will  any  steps  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  Crimes  Act  from 
being  put  to  such  uses  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  have  not  yet  received  full  Reports  to 
enable  me  to  answer  this  Question, 
and  shall  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  defer  putting  it  until  Monday 
next. 

INLAND   REVENUE— THE   SPIRIT  DU- 
TIES—UNEQUAL  INCIDENCE   UPON 
IRISH  AND  SCOTCH  TRADERS  WITH 
RESPECT  TO  ENGLISH. 
Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  can  state  any  reason  why  the  anoma- 
lous and  inequitable  distinction  is  main- 
tained in  favour  of  English  spirit  mer- 
chants or  dealers  which  permits  a  trader 
in  England,  who  has  taken  out  a  ten 
guineas  spirit  licence,  to  obtain  a  further 
licence  at  a  cost  of  three  g^uineas,  and 
under  such  second  licence  to  sell  spirits 
in  bottles  and  smaller  quantities  than 
two  gallons,  not  to  be  consumed  on  the 
premises,  whilst  this  latter  facility  is 
denied  to  Irish  and  Scotch  spirit  mer- 
chants ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childbbs):  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  seller  of  spirits  (other  than  a  licensed 
victualler)  has,  in  one  respect,  advan- 
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tages  in  England  over  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land; and,  in  another  respect,  he  has 
advantages  in  Ireland  and  Scotland  over 
England.  On  the  one  hand,  a  licence 
to  retail  spirits  costs  much  less  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  than  in  England.  In 
Ireland,  the  minimum  rate  is  £9  IBs.  dd,, 
and  in  Scotland  £4  4«.,  whereas  in  Eng- 
land it  is  £13  138,  On  the  other  hand, 
the  wholesale  spirit  dealer,  wishing  to 
be  also  a  retail  dealer,  pays  more  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  than  in  England.  In 
England  he  only  pays  the  sum  I  have 
named — £13  13«. — whereas  in  Ireland 
and  Scotland  he  pays  £10  10«.,  besides 
the  retail  licence,  the  minimum  rates  of 
which  I  have  also  mentioned.  The 
wholesale  dealer,  who  does  not  retail, 
pays  the  same — £10  10«. — in  each  part 
of  the  United  Elingdom.  I  admit 
that  the  whole  of  these  licences  are 
anomalous ;  but  I  am  indisposed  to  un- 
dertake their  re-adjustment  in  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

INLAND  EEVENTTE-STAMP  DUTIES 
UPON  FOREIGN  BONDS. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  asked  Mr- 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  definition  of  the  term  Foreign  Secu- 
rity, in  the  Eesolution  with  regard  to 
Stamp  Duties,  includes  a  Colonial  Go- 
vernment Security  ? 

The  0HA2ICELL0E  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  I  have  to  say  that 
British,  Colonial,  and  Foreign  Securities 
transferable  to  bearer  will  alike  be  liable 
to  the  new  duty. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)—  • 
JUDICIAL  ARRANGEMENTS 
AT  LISBURN. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  proclamation 
has  been  posted  constituting  lisbum  a 
Quarter  Sessions  district,  with  jurisdic- 
tion many  miles  beyond  the  town  of 
Belfast,  and  also  very  near  to  the  Quarter 
SesKions  of  Antrim;  and,  whether  he 
will  have  the  boundaries  of  the  proposed 
district  reconsidered,  with  a  view  to 
have  the  proposed  district  made  more  in 
accordance  with  the  convenience  of  the 
public  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNEEMAN : 
Lisburn  has  merely  been  constituted  an 
additional  place  for  holding  a  Civil  Bill 

Th4  Chancellor  of  the  Exehi^pm 


Court  in  the  division  in  which  it  is 
situated.  It  is  considered  that  this  will 
be  an  additional  convenience  to  the 
public,  who  have  extensively  memo- 
rialized in  favour  of  the  step.  Suitors 
will  now  have  a  choice  of  three  Courts 
instead  of  two,  as  before. 

NATJT— PROTECTION  OF  KINGSTOWIT 
HARBOUR,  IRELAND— THE  GUARD- 
SHIP  "BELLEI8LE." 

Mr.  ion  HAMILTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is 
intended  to  deprive  Kingstown  Harbour 
for  any  prolonged  period  of  the  presence 
of  the  guardship  usually  stationed  there; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  additional  pro- 
vision would  be  made  for  affording,  in 
the  event  of  a  war,  further  protection 
to  that  harbour  and  to  the  Port  of 
Dublin? 

Sm  THOMAS  BEASSEY:  The 
BellHeU  is  at  Devonport  under  repair. 
When  completed  for  sea  the  ship  will 
be  again  stationed  at  Kingstown.  In 
the  event  of  war,  the  necessary  steps 
will  be  taken  by  the  GK>vemment  for 
the  defence  of  Eangstown  and  Dublin. 

PIERS    AND  HARBOURS    (IRELAND)- 

THE  SLiaO  HARBOUR  COMMIS- 
SIONERS—MEMORIAL FOR  EXTENSION 
OF  TIME  FOR  REPAYMENT 
OP  LOAN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  ded* 
sion  has  been  come  to  by  the  Treasmy 
with  respect  to  the  Memorial  of  Januaxy 
last  from  the  Sligo  Harbour  Commii* 
sioners,  for  extension  of  time  for  repay- 
ment of  loan,  postponement  of  inst^- 
ments  of  principal,  and  lowering  of  rats 
of  interest  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  :  I  have  already  ex- 
plained to  the  hon.  Member  that  interesl 
on  the  existing  loans  to  the  Sligo  Har- 
bour Oommissioners  is  fixed  at  the 
lowest  rate  legally  possible,  and  there- 
fore cannot  be  reduced.  The  decisioa 
as  to  postponing  repayments  of  prio- 
cipal  and  prolonging  the  period  for  them 
must  depend  on  the  wiUingneas  of  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  to  immt>T6  the 
security  they  have  to  offer  by  their 
taking  steps  to  effect  a  proper  re-adjust- 
ment of  their  tolls.  The  Board  of  Works 
were  authorixed  on  the  9th  instant  to 
communicate  with  the  Harbour  Oommia- 
■ioners  in  this  sense. 
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LABOURERS    (IRELAND)     ACT,     1883— 
ABANDONMENT    OF    SCHEMES    BY 

BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS. 
Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Finan- 
eial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  is 
aware  that  several  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  have  abandoned  their  schemes 
for  tiie  building  of  labourers'  cottages 
in  their  Unions,  owing  to  his  reply  re- 
garding the  reduced  rate  of  interest  on 
u>an8  for  that  purpose ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  get  the  Treasury  to  allow 
the  new  rate  of  interest  to  come  into 
operation  at  onoe,  so  as  not  to  stand  in 
the  way  of  the  building  of  those  cot- 
tages?   

Mb.  HIBBEBT:  I  have  made  in- 
quiries, but  cannot  learn  that  any  Board 
of  Ghiardians  has  recently  abandoned  a 
scheme  for  labourers'  oottages;  some, 
however,  may  have  temporarily  sus- 
pended operations.  I  regret  the  delay 
m  proceeding  with  the  Bill;  but  the 
opposition  to  it  does  not  proceed  from 
this  side  of  the  House. 

IRELAND  —  INFLAMMATORY  LAN- 
GUAGE—MR. WILLIAM  JOHNSTON, 
IN8PE0TOB  OF  FISHERIES. 
VmoouitpOEIOHTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  the  case,  as  appears  in  the 
correspondence  published  in  the  Irish 
newspapers  of  the  12th  instant,  that  Mr. 
William  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  has  been  called  upon  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  resign  his  appoint- 
ment on  aocount  of  certain  expressions 
used  by  him  in  a  speech  delivered  at  a 
sitting  of  the  General  Synod  of  the 
Oiordi  of  Ireland ;  whether  the  under- 
taking required  from  Mr.  Johnston  last 
year  to  refrain  from  publio  discussion 
was  not  confined  to  meetings  of  a  party 
and  pdttical  character;  whether  meet- 
ings of  the  Synod  of  the  Ghurch  of  Ire- 
la^  come  under  either  of  these  desig- 
Bations;  and,  whether  publio  servants, 
who  are  members  of  that  Ohurch,  are  to 
understand  that  participation  in  its  pro- 
ceedings will,  for  the  future^  render 
them  UMe  to  dismissal  from  office  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Ithmk  the  best  answer  I  can  give  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  is 
to  say  that  if  he  will  move  for  the  cor- 
nspondenoe  which  has  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Government  and  Mr.  Johnston 
I  ahaU  be  happy  to  produoe  it. 


Mb.  LEWIS :  Might  I  ask,  wiU  the 
letter  and  correspondence  concerning  his 
undertaking  be  included  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked,  whether  it  was 
true  that  Mr.  Johnston  had  declined  to 
resign  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked,  would  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  let  the  matter  rest  there  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
No,  Sir. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)  —  BRANCH 
OFFICE  AT  WHITBY'S  CROSS,  CO. 

WEXFORD. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  will  state 
the  reasons  why  the  Post  Office  authori- 
ties in  Dublin  will  not  consent  to  the 
establishment  of  a  branch  office  at 
Whitby's  Cross,  Blackwater,  county 
Wexford?      / 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  reason 
for  refusing  the  branch  post  office  men- 
tioned was  that  it  was  ascertained  not 
to  be  necessary. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULTJLAND  —  RU- 
MOD  RED  BRITISH  PROTECTORATE. 
Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lobd  Mayob) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  reports  current  in  South 
Africa  that  Her  Majesty's  GK>yemment 
intend  to  take  steps  to  establish  a  British 
Protectorate  in  Zululand,  and  that  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  or  some  other  repre- 
sentative of  the  Imperial  Goyemment, 
will  shortly  be  employed  in  that  special 
work? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  All  I  can 
say  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
is,  that  any  reports  of  the  character 
named  in  the  Question  are  not  based  on 
any  action  taken  by,  or  decision  arriyed 
at  by.  Her  Majesty's  GK>yemment. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  an  explanatory  memorandum 
setting  out,  in  familiar  language,  the 
financial  effect  of  the  several  changes  in 
the  Law  proposed  in  Parts  II.,  III., 
and  lY.  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  "Ro- 
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tages  in  England  over  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land; and,  in  another  respect,  he  has 
advantages  in  Ireland  and  Scotland  over 
England.  On  the  one  hand,  a  licence 
to  retail  spirits  costs  much  less  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  than  in  England.  In 
Ireland,  the  minimum  rate  is  £9  IBs.  5d., 
and  in  Scotland  £4  4«.,  whereas  in  Eng- 
land it  is  £13  ld«.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  wholesale  spirit  dealer,  wishing  to 
be  also  a  retail  dealer,  pays  more  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  than  in  England.  In 
England  he  only  pays  the  sum  I  have 
named — £13  13#. — whereas  in  Ireland 
and  Scotland  he  pays  £10  10«.,  besides 
the  retail  licence,  the  minimum  rates  of 
which  I  have  also  mentioned.  The 
wholesale  dealer,  who  does  not  retail, 
pays  the  same — £10  10«. — in  each  part 
of  the  United  Elingdom.  I  admit 
that  the  whole  of  these  licences  are 
anomalous ;  but  I  am  indisposed  to  un- 
dertake their  re-adjustment  in  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

INLAND  EEVENTTE-STAMP  DUTIES 
UPON  FOREIGN  BONDS. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  asked  Mr- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  definition  of  the  term  Foreign  Secu- 
rity, in  the  Eesolution  with  regard  to 
Stamp  Duties,  includes  a  Colonial  Go- 
vernment Security  ? 

The  CHA2ICELL0R  op  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Chelders)  :  In  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  I  have  to  say  that 
British,  Colonial,  and  Foreign  Securities 
transferable  to  bearer  will  alike  be  liable 
to  the  new  duty. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 

JUDICIAL  ARRANGEMENTS 

AT  LISBURN. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  proclamation 
has  been  posted  constituting  Lisbum  a 
Quarter  Sessions  district,  with  jurisdic- 
tion many  miles  beyond  the  town  of 
Belfast,  and  also  very  near  to  the  Quarter 
SesKions  of  Antrim;  and,  whether  he 
will  have  the  boundaries  of  the  proposed 
district  reconsidered,  with  a  view  to 
have  the  proposed  district  made  more  in 
accordance  with  the  convenience  of  the 
public  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN : 
Lisburn  has  merely  been  constituted  an 
additional  place  for  holding  a  Civil  Bill 

Th4  ChaneeUcr  ofth$  Exchi^pur 


Court  in  the  division  in  which  it  is 
situated.  It  is  considered  that  this  will 
be  an  additional  convenience  to  the 
public,  who  have  extensively  memo- 
rialized in  favour  of  the  step.  Soitors 
will  now  have  a  choice  of  tluree  CoartiB 
instead  of  two,  as  before. 

NATJT— PROTECTION  OP  KINGSTOWN 

HARBOUR,  IRELAND— THE  GUARD- 

SHIP  "BELLEI8LE." 

Mr.  ion  HAMILTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  ia 
intended  to  deprive  Kingstown  Harbour 
for  any  prolonged  period  of  thepreeenoe 
of  the  guardship  usually  stationed  there; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  additional  pro- 
vision would  be  made  for  affording,  in 
the  event  of  a  war,  further  protection 
to  that  harbour  and  to  the  Port  of 
Dublin? 

Sm  THOMAS  BEASSEY:  The 
Belleiah  is  at  Devonport  under  repair. 
When  completed  for  sea  the  ship  will 
be  again  stationed  at  Kingstown.  In 
the  event  of  war,  the  necessary  steps 
will  be  taken  by  the  GK>vemment  for 
the  defence  of  Eangstown  and  Dublin. 

PIERS    AND  HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 

THE  SLIGO  HARBOUR  COMMIS- 

SIGNERS— MEMORIAL  FOR  EXTENSION 

OF  TIME  FOR  REPAYMENT 

OP  LOAN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  deci* 
sion  has  been  come  to  by  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  Memorial  of  Janoaiy 
last  from  the  Sligo  Harbour  Oommis* 
sioners,  for  extension  of  time  for  repay- 
ment of  loan,  postponement  of  instftl* 
ments  of  principal,  and  lowering  of  rats 
of  interest  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  :  I  have  already  ex- 
plained to  the  hon.  Member  that  interest 
on  the  existing  loans  to  the  Sligo  H«r- 
bonr  Oommissioners  is  fixed  at  tks 
lowest  rate  legally  possible,  and  thsrs- 
fore  cannot  be  reduced.  The  dedaioa 
as  to  postponing  repayments  of  prin- 
cipal and  prolonging  the  period  for  ttiem 
most  depend  on  the  wiUin^ess  of  tits 
Harbour  Commissioners  to  improve  tbe 
security  they  have  to  offer  by  their 
taking  steps  to  effect  a  proper  re-adjost- 
ment  of  their  tolls.  The  Board  of  Woria 
were  authorised  on  the  9th  instant  to 
communicate  with  the  Harbonr  Oommis- 
sioners  in  this  sense. 
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LABOUEERS    (IRELAND)     ACT,     1883— 
ABANDONMENT    OF    SCHEMES   BY 

BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS. 
Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Finan- 
eial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  is 
aware  that  seyeral  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  have  abandoned  their  schemes 
for  the  building  of  labourers'  cottages 
in  their  Unions,  owing  to  his  reply  re- 
garding the  reduced  rate  of  interest  on 
bans  for  that  purpose ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  get  the  Treasury  to  allow 
the  new  rate  of  interest  to  come  into 
operation  at  once,  so  as  not  to  stand  in 
tile  way  of  the  building  of  those  cot- 
tases? 

Mb.  HIBBBRT:  I  have  made  in- 
qniries,  but  cannot  learn  that  any  Board 
of  Guardians  has  recently  abandoned  a 
loheme  for  labourers'  cottages;  some, 
however,  may  have  temporarily  sois- 
pended  operations.  I  regret  the  delay 
in  proceeding  with  the  BUI;  but  the 
opposition  to  it  does  not  proceed  from 
this  side  of  the  House. 

IRELAND  —  INFLAMMATORY  LAN- 
GUAGE—MR. WILLIAM  JOHNSTON, 
mSPECTOB  OF  FISHERIES. 
VmoouhtOEIOHTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  the  case,  as  appears  in  the 
correspondence  published  in  the  Irish 
newspapers  of  the  12th  instant,  that  Mr. 
William  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  has  been  called  upon  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  resign  his  appoint- 
ment on  account  of  certain  expressions 
uied  by  him  in  a  speech  delivered  at  a 
sitting  of  the  General  Synod  of  the 
Ohurdi  of  Ireland ;  whether  the  under- 
taking required  from  Mr.  Johnston  last 
year  to  retrain  from  public  discussion 
was  not  confined  to  meetings  of  a  party 
and  political  character ;  whether  meet- 
ings of  the  Synod  of  the  Ghurch  of  Ire- 
land oome  under  either  of  these  desig- 
nations; and,  whether  public  servants, 
who  are  members  of  that  Church,  are  to 
Qiiderstand  that  participation  in  its  pro- 
Medings  will,  for  the  future,  render 
Aem  liable  to  dismissal  from  office  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  think  the  best  answer  I  can  give  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  is 
to  say  that  if  he  will  move  for  the  cor- 
nspondenoe  which  has  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Oovemment  and  Mr.  Johnston 
I  ahaU  be  happy  to  produce  it. 


Mb.  lewis  :  Might  I  ask,  will  the 
letter  and  correspondence  concerning  his 
undertaking  be  included  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  sexton  asked,  whether  it  was 
true  that  Mr.  Johnston  had  declined  to 
resign  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked,  would  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  let  the  matter  rest  there  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
No,  Sir. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)  —  BRANCH 

OFFICE  AT  WHITBY'S  CROSS,  CO. 

T^EXFORD 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  will  state 
the  reasons  why  the  Post  Office  authori- 
ties in  Dublin  will  not  consent  to  the 
establishment  of  a  branch  office  at 
Whitby's  Cross,  Blackwater,  county 
Wexford?      /     

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  reason 
for  refusing  the  branch  post  office  men- 
tioned was  that  it  was  ascertained  not 
to  be  necessary. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULULAND  —  RU- 
MOT]  RED  BRITISH  PROTECTORATE. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lobd  Mayob) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  reports  current  in  South 
AMca  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
intend  to  take  steps  to  establish  a  British 
Protectorate  in  Zululand,  and  that  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  or  some  other  repre- 
sentative of  the  Imperial  Government, 
will  shortly  be  employed  in  that  special 
work? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  AU  I  can 
say  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
is,  that  any  reports  of  the  character 
named  in  the  Question  are  not  based  on 
any  action  taken  by,  or  decision  arrived 
at  by.  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  an  explanatory  memorandum 
setting  out,  in  familiar  language,  the 
financial  effeot  of  the  several  changes  in 
the  Law  proposed  in  Parts  II.,  III., 
and  lY.  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  ^e- 
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venue  Bill,  with  a  tabular   statement 
exhibiting  present  and  proposed  Duties 

in  these  cases  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
have  directed  a  Memorandum  to  be 
prepared,  and  I  will  lay  it  upon  the 
Table,  as  to  the  proposals  in  Farts  II. 
and  III.  of  the  Bill.  Part  IV.  is  quite 
simple,  and  no  such  Memorandum  is,  in 
my  opinion,  necessary. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— ALLEGED 
OVER-PRESSUKE  AT  ADUNGTON 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL,  CHORLEY, 
LANCASHIRE  — SUICIDE  OF  ELI- 
ZABETH FORSHAW. 
General  FEILDEN  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
If  there  is  any  truth  in  a  statement 
which  lately  appeared  in  a  London  news- 
paper to  the  eneot  that  a  young  girl, 
named  Elizabeth  Forshaw,  had  com- 
mitted suicide  by  drowning  herself  at 
Adlington,  near  Chorley,  on  account  of 
over-work  or  harsh  treatment  at  school? 
Me.  MUNDELLA  :  The  statement  in 
The  8t.  Jameses  Gazette  to  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  calls  my 
attention  was  one  of  a  highly  sensa- 
tional character.  It  stated,  among 
other  things,  that  the  child  Elizabeth 
Emma  Forshaw  drowned  herself  ''owing 
to  a  surfeit  of  the  blessings  of  educa- 
tion ;  **  that  **  the  jury  returned  a  ver- 
dict that  the  deceased  committed  suicide 
owing  to  over-pressure;**  and  it  com- 
mented in  indignant  and  highly  coloured 
language  on  the  supposed  causes  of  the 
child's  death.  I  sent  the  case  to  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  for  the  district,  who 
at  once  instituted  a  careful  inquiry.  He 
reports  that  the  jury  returned  a  verdict 
of  ''  Suicide  when  in  a  state  of  unsound 
mind,"  and  expressed  an  opinion  "that 
the  child  had  been  overworked."  It 
appears  that  she  was  the  daughter  of 
a  small  dairyman  at  Adlington,  near 
Chorley;  that  she  worked  in  a  cotton 
mill,  and,  being  just  under  13  years  of 
age,  attended  the  national  school  of  the 
parish  half  time.  She  was  in  a  low 
standard,  had  no  home  lessons,  and 
neither  she  nor  her  parents  made  any 
complaint  of  her  school  work.  But  her 
companions  state  that  she  had  com- 
plained of  the  harsh  treatment  received 
itom  the  woman  who  employed  her  at 
the  factory,  and  that  she  had  threatened 
to  drown  herself  **  rather  than  go  on 
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working  for  that  woman."  In  addition 
to  her  school  work  and  factory  work,  it 
is  alleged  that  she  had  a  great  deal  of 
farmwork  to  do,  carrying  out  milk, 
attending  to  the  dairy,  &c.,  and  evi- 
dently was  very  hard  worked  and 
hard  driven  byl^ose  under  whom  she 
served.  She  was  on  her  way  to  the 
mill,  when  she  left  her  companions  to 
drown  herself.  It  is  only  just  to  the 
managers  and  teachers  of  Adlington 
National  School  to  say  that  it  is  an  ex- 
cellent and  well-conducted  school,  and 
that  no  blame  whatever  attaches  to  them 
in  this  sad  case.  I  mast  add  that  this, 
apart  from  the  harsh  treatment  referred 
to,  is  another  illustration  of  the  fact  that 
more  labour  is  exacted  from  Englisli 
children  of  tender  years  than  froni 
almost  auy  other  children  in  Europe. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked,  whe- 
ther  the  child  lived  with  her  parents? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  and 
not  only  was  the  woman  under  whom 
she  worked  harsh  to  her,  but  her  father 
was  also  harsh,  and  scolded  her  veiy 
severely,  which  preyed  upon  her  mind. 
The  child  must  have  been  very  harshly 
treated  to  have  made  her  commit  sui- 
cide. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  asked,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  on  th« 
Table  a  copy  of  the  finding  of  the 
jury? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  given 
the  whole  statement  of  the  finding,  and 
would  be  happy  to  show  the  newspaper 
report  and  the  Inspector's  Report  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  what  he 
wanted  was  the  Coroner's  verdict. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  thought  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  troubling  the  House 
with  that ;  but,  if  moved  for,  he  would 
present  it. 

Mb.  J.LOWTHER:  ThenlwiUmove 
for  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  hoped 
the  Report  of  the  Inspector  woold  be 
product  at  the  same  time. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  no 
objection ;  but  had  desired  to  spare  the 
parents  pain. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINAKCIAI. 

STATEMENT— THE  SPIRIT  DUTIKS. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Seera- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Qor 
vemment  will,  before  the  Debate  on  the 
proposed   increase   to  the   Dutiee   on 
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8pirit8,  lay  upon  tbe  Table  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  calcQlations  on  which 
the  eetimate  of  a  net  produce  of 
£900,000  &om  the  addition  is  based,  or 
will  otherwise  inform  the  House  on  the 
snbject  ? 

Me.  HIBBERT  :  I  believe  it  is  con- 
trary  to  precedent  to  give  the  exact 
figures  on  which  a  Bevenue  Estimate  is 
firamftd;  but  I  may  repeat  that  the  Esti- 
mate of  increased  yield  of  the  Spirit  Duty 
was  arrived  at  by  comparing  the  revenue 
derived  from  the  quantity  which  would 
have  paid  the  duty  at  the  old  rate  with 
that  to  be  received  on  the  reduced 
quantity  expected  to  be  chargeable  at 
the  increased  rate,  due  regard  being  paid 
to  the  other  circumstances  of  the  present 
year. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CON- 
VICnON  OP  JAMES  DANIEL.  OF 
CLONEEN,  CO.  TIPPERARY,  FOR 
ASSAULT    ON    HENRY    MEAGHER. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  an 
emergency  man  named  James  Daniel, 
residing  at  Cloneen,  county  Tipperary, 
was  sentenced  to  two  months'  imprison- 
ment by  the  magistrates  at  Fethard  for 
an  assault  of  a  most  serious  character  in 
August  on  Henry  Meagher,  an  evicted 
tenant,  and  that  the  police  refused  to 
take  up  the  prosecution  of  Daniel,  which 
Meagher  was  obliged  to  undertake  him- 
self; whether  he  is  aware  that  Daniel 
appealed  from  the  sentence,  but  that  the 
County  Court  Judge  held  the  appeal 
was  not  properly  before  him,  and  con- 
firmed the  sentence,  whereupon  Daniel 
obtained  a  mandamus  from  the  Queen's 
Bench  to  compel  a  hearing  of  the  ap- 
peal ;  that  the  appeal  came  on  at  Gashel 
on  the  Ist  February,  when  Meagher 
stated  he  had  not  means  to  bring  up  the 
necessary  witnesses;  that  the  Crown 
Bolidtor  then  undertook  that  he  would 
have  this  done;  and  that  the  appeal 
again  came  on  at  Tipperary  on  the  2drd 
April,  when  it  was  adjourned  to  the 
S^'ons  to  be  held  at  Clonmel  in  April ; 
whether  he  can  state  why  the  constabu- 
lary refused  to  prosecute  Daniel  for  an 
assault  which  involved  grievous  bodily 
injury  to  the  person  assaulted ;  why  the 
Crown  Solicitor  did  not  take  the  usual 
iteps  to  summon  witnesses  to  support 
the  decision  of  the  court  below ;  why 
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the  case  was  again  adjourned  at  lastTippe- 
rary  Sessions;  and,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  compensate  Meagher  for  the 
expenses  of  the  prosecution  at  Fethard 
and  of  the  first  appeal,  which  he  had  to 
pay,  and  also  for  the  loss  occasioned  to 
him  by  the  frequent  attendances  at  court 
and  adjournments  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  police  did  not  prosecute  in  this  case 
because  the  injuries  inflicted  appeared 
to  be  trifling,  and  the  assault  was  not 
committed  in  their  presence.  The  hear- 
ing of  the  appeal  in  the  case  has  been 
twice  adjourned— on  the  first  occasion 
in  consequence  of  an  application  of 
Meagher  that  the  Crown  Solicitor  would 
take  up  his  case,  which  was  complied 
with;  and  on  the  second  occasion  in 
consequence  of  the  sudden  and  serious 
illness  of  the  solicitor  on  the  other  side. 
It  now  stands  for  next  month.  It  is  not 
the  practice  to  pay  to  a  private  prose- 
cutor the  expenses  incurred  by  him 
either  at  the  first  hearing  or  at  the  ap- 
peal, and  there  are  no  grounds  for  doing 
so  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  WiU  not 
the  Crown  Solicitor  now  prosecute  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  Crown  Solicitor  has  now 
taken  up  the  case. 

VACCINATION-SMALL-POX 
STATISTICS  AT  WEST  HAM. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  by  a  house-to- 
house  visitation  of  15,000  houses  in 
West  Ham,  instituted  by  Dr.  Kennedy, 
the  local  officer  of  health,  it  has  been 
ascertained  that  the  inhabitants  are 
vaccinated  in  number  up  to  the  average 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  to  the  extent  of 
ninety-eight  per  cent. ;  whether  the  rate 
of  mortality  from  small  pox  is,  in  the 
last  Eegistrar  General's  Return — 

Per  Million. 
For  London  (including  its 

outer  ring)     ....  1,320 

For  West  Ham  alone  (in- 
cluded in  above).     .     .  5,132 ; 

whether  small  pox  is  usually  most  fre* 
quent  in  quarters  of  the  town  otherwise 
unhealthy ;  and,  whether  he  will  make 
inquiry  in  this  case  into  the  existence 
of  insanitary  defects  in  sewers,  &c.  of 
which  the  inhabitants  complain,  and 
apply  effective  remedies  to  this  zymotic 
epidemic  ? 
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Colonel  MAKINS  asked  whether  the 
house-to-house  visitation  was  not  an  in- 
formal one  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  on  that  point.  The 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative;  but  the  recent  Returns 
of  the  number  of  children  vaccinated 
have  been  comparatively  unsatisfactory. 
During  the  past  six  months,  105  deaths 
from  small-pox  have  occurred  in  the 
Guardians'  Hospital  at  Plaistow ;  and 
out  of  this  number  76  were  found  to 
be  unvacoinatedy  21  imperfectly  vac- 
cinated, eight  vaccinated,  and  none  re- 
vaccinated.  According  to  the  Return  of 
the  Registrar  General  for  the  week  ended 
2nd  of  May,  there  were  23  deaths  in  the 
West  Ham  district,  19  of  which  were 
local  cases;  and  in  London,  including 
the  Outer  Ring,  there  were,  inclusive  of 
16  deaths  of  London  residents  in  hos- 
pital outside  London,  78  deaths.  Small- 
pox is  not  usually  most  frequent  in  quar- 
ters of  a  town  otherwise  unhealthy, 
except  in  so  far  as  the  unhealthiness 
may  be  synonymous  with  overcrowding 
and  want  of  isolation.  'Dr.  de  Ohau- 
mont  recently  visited  West  Ham,  and 
has  reported  to  the  Board  as  follows : — 

*'Tbe  local  system  of  sewers  and  drains  is 
said  to  be  well  carried  out  as  a  whole ;  but  the 
district  appears  to  be  increasing  at  a  rate  that 
will  probably  overtax  the  system  as  at  present 
arranged." 

We  will  look  into  this  matter. 

COMMITTEE    OF     PRIVILEGES  —  THE 

LOVAT   PEERAQE-REMOVAL    OP 

COFFIN  PLATES  FROM  VAULT 

AT  KIRKHALL. 

Me.  morgan   LLOYD  asked  the 

Lord  Advocate,  If  he  has  received  a 

letter  from  the  Reverend  E wen  M'Kenzie, 

giving  an  account  of  the  removal  of  the 

coffin  plates  from  the  Lovat  Vault  at 

Kirkhul ;  and,  if  he  will  communicate 

that  account  to  the  House  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue)  :  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
the  minister,  and  also  further  informa- 
tion from  other  sources,  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  It  appears  that  there  were  not 
two  keys  for  the  vault,  but  for  a  chapel 
through  which  access  was  obtained  to  it ; 
as  also  that  the  only  key  for  the  vault  was 
kept  at  the  estate  office,  and  sent  to  the 
minister  that  it  might  be  available  when 
Sir  William  Fraseir  came  to  make  his 


visit.  The  minister  states  that  he  did 
not  meet  Sir  William  Fraser  by  ap- 
pointment at  the  churchyard ;  but  that 
Sir  William  called  at  the  manse  to  ob- 
tain the  key,  as  also  that  he  did  not  ac- 
company Sir  William  into  the  vault,  and 
had  no  hand  in  taking  the  coffin  plates 
to  the  manse,  but  only  gave  them  house 
room  there,  as  also  that  he  had  nothing^ 
to  do  with  the  replacing  of  the  plates. 
The  minister  further  states  that  in  the 
whole  matter  he  only  extended  to  Sir 
William  the  common  courtesy  due  to  a 
man  in  his  position  and  to  a  recognized 
friend  of  Lord  Lovat. 

EGYPT  (AFFAIRS  OF  THE  SOUDAN)— 
M.  OLIVIER  PAIN. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  has  made  any  further  in- 
quiries with  respect  to  the  alleged  pro- 
clamation issued  by  the  Commandant  at 
Sarras,  putting  a  price  upon  the  head  of 
Olivier  !rain  ;  and,  whether,  if  the  pro- 
clamation was  really  issued,  the  Govern- 
ment will  follow  the  course  adopted  with 
regard  to  a  similar  proclamation  issued 
about  Osman  Digna,  and  insist  upon  its 
immediate  withdrawal  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
(who  replied):  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
report  is  true ;  but  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  will 
be  instructed  to  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject.  All  that  is  known  at  the  Foreign 
Office  is,  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  re- 
ported, on  May  5,  that  it  was  proposed  to 
arrest  Pain,  and  hand  him  over  to  the 
British  Military  Authorities  as  a  prisoner 
of  war.  In  reply,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
was  instructed  on  the  same  day  that  the 
arrest  seemed  unnecessary,  and  the 
police  received  orders  accordingly.  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  requested  Lord  Wolselej 
to  telegraph  similar  instructions  to  the 
Military  Authorities.  Fain  is  suppoaed 
to  have  left  for  Europe  on  May  10. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AMEER  OF 
AFGHANISTAN. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  (for  Sir  Auex- 
AKDEB  GbBDOK)  askod  the  Under  Seore* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira,  Whe- 
ther the  Fapers  which  he  propoaea  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  Central  Asia  will  contain  the 
terms  of  any  Treaty  or  Agreement  re* 
cently  concluded  with  the  Ameer  of 
Afghanistan? 
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Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
No,  Sir;  the  Papers  will  not  contaiii 
anything  of  the  kind. 

SUPPLY— MILITARY  OPERATIONS  IN 
UPPER  EGYPT  AND  THE  SOUDAN— 
THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he 
would  state  approximately  how  much  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit  of  £4,500,000,  for 
Military  operations  in  the  Soudan  and 
Upper  E^rpt,  has  been  spent  or  ab- 
sorbed by  liabilities  which  will  have  to 
be  met? 

The  Mabqukss  op  HAETINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  Question  for  him.  Out  of 
the  total  sum  estimated  as  the  liability 
already  incurred  for  Army  Services,  the 
fiom  of  about  £2,500,000  is  estimated  as 
dne  to  the  operations  in  the  Soudan  and 
Upper  Egypt. 

Ma.  BBODRIOK:  Does  that  include 
any  provision  for  the  redemption  of  the 
paper  money  issued  by  General  Gordon ; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  amount  ? 

The  Makqubss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  am  not  aware  that  it  includes  any- 
tluDg  for  that  purpose. 

Ma.  BRODRICK:  I  wiU  ask  on 
Monday,  what  steps  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  to  redeem  those  liabilities  ? 
Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Can  the 
noble  Marquess  say  whether  any  further 
details  are  to  be  laid  on  the  Table ;  and, 
when  those  further  Estimates  will  be 
produced?  I  should  like  also  to  hear 
something  about  the  expenses  of  the 
Navy. 

The  Makquess  op  HARTINGTON : 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  request  has 
been  made  for  the  production  of  further 
Estimates.  If  the  noble  Lord  will  in- 
form me  what  further  information  he 
requires  I  will  see  whether  it  is  to  be 
obtained. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  With  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  B)rodrick),  I  have  to  say  no 
inch  daim  has  been  addressed  to  us. 
At  any  rate,  I  have  heard  nothing  of  it. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARy  EXPEDITION) 

-THE  THANKS  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  asked  the  Secretary 

Off  State  for  War,  If  it  is  intended  to 

propose  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Home, 


East  Indian,  and  Colonial  Forces  of  the 
Crown  of  the  Navy  and  Army  who  have 
been  serving,  under  such  trying  circum- 
stances, in  the  Soudan  and  on  the  Nile, 
and  have  fought  with  such  courage  and 
devotion  at  El  Teb  and  Tamai,  and  at 
Abu  Klea,  Gubat,  and  Kirbekan  ? 

The  Makqdess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting my  Colleagues  on  this  subject ; 
but,  no  doubt,  the  time  is  approaching 
when  the  matter  must  be  completed, 
and  it  will  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  rewards  to  be  conferred  on  the 
officers  and  men  who  have  taken  part  in 
the  campaign. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION 
UP  THE  NILE)— HEALTH  OF 
THE  TROOPS. 
Sib  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  accounts,  almost 
daily  arriving    in    this    Country  from 
officers  and  others,  as  to  the  condition 
of   some  of  our  troops  at  Kurot  and 
other  places  on  the  Upper  Nile,  he  will 
ascertain  the  real  facts  of   the  case; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  letters  published  this  week  in  the 

Sapers,  both  from  officers,  one  of  which 
escribed  the  men  as  dying  off  like 
rotten  sheep ;  whether  it  is  an  unusually 
low  Nile  this  year,  and  several  weeks 
must  elapse  before  the  troops  can  be 
withdrawn ;  and,  whether  he  will  make 
a  determined  effort  to  send  up,  at  any 
rate,  the  bare  necessaries  of  life  for  the 
men? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON : 
I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  such  a 
state  of  things  exists  as  the  Question 
implies;  but  I  have  endeavoured,  and 
shall  continue  to  endeavour,  to  obtain 
all  the  information  in  my  power  on  the 
subject.  There  are  known  to  be  ample 
supplies  at  Kurot  and  the  neighbouring 
stations  on  the  Upper  Nile;  and  the 
troops  will  shortly  be  moving  down  the 
river  upon  still  larger  depots. 

QUARANTINE    ON    SHIPPING— AN  IN- 
TERNATIONAL  SCIENTIFIC  AND 
SANITARY  CONFERENCE  AT  ROMF 
Mb.  SUTHERLAND  asked  the  T 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afff 
Whether  the  Government  have  accej 
an  invitation  for  this  Country  to  1 
part    in  an    Intemationi^  Qonferei 
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about  to  assemble  in  Home,  for  ibe  pur- 
pose of  determining  the  principles  or 
rules  on  which  quarantine  should  in 
future  be  imposed  on  sbipping ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he  will  state  tbe  names  of 
tbe  representatiyes  deputed  by  this 
Country,  and  also  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  tbis  House  a  copy  of  tbe  instructions 
furnished  for  their  guidance  in  treating 
of  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  Bri- 
tish shipping  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  ; 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  ac- 
cepted an  invitation  to  a  Scientific  and 
Sanitary  Conference,  whicb  is  about  to 
meet  at  Home,  and  will  examine  the 
best  method  of  preventing  the  spread 
of  cholera.  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  who 
was  employed  in  Egypt  during  tbe  epi- 
demic of  1883,  and  whose  valuable  Ee- 
ports  bave  been  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  Dr.  Tborne,  the  assistant  medical 
officer  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
will  be  the  Britisb  delegates.  The  re- 
commendations of  the  Conference  will 
be,  in  the  usual  course,  submitted  to 
tbe  Governments  represented,  but  will 
not  bave  any  binding  force  until  tbey 
bave  been  adopted  by  those  Govern- 
ments. It  would  be  contrary  to  practice 
to  make  public  at  present  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  Britisb  delegates. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
RETURN  OP  AGRARIAN  OUTRAGES. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Cbief 
Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  tbere  would  be  any  difficulty 
in  giving  particulars  in  a  Blue  Book  of 
the  alleged  agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland, 
say  for  the  last  twelve  months,  as  was 
done  in  January  1881,  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland) 
Act? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
A  quarterly  Eetum  of  the  outrages  in 
Ireland  is  at  present  presented  to  Par- 
liament. If  tne  hon.  Member  will  be 
good  enough  to  look  at  these,  he  will 
probably  find  what  he  wants;  but,  if 
not,  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  whether 
any  further  information  can  be  given. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  that  on 
tbe  last  occasion  on  whicb  a  Coercion 
Bill  was  brougbt  in  details  of  these  out- 
rages were  given  in  tbe  shape  of  a  Blue 
Book. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNEEMAN 
said,  that  he  should  be  glad  to  confer 
with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Suilmhni 


Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked, 
whether  the  Government  would  also,  at 
the  same  time,  give  a  similar  Eetum  of 
outrages  in  England  during  the  same 
period  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Question  maat 
be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Mr.  VILLIEES  STUAET  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  having  in  vie^r 
the  importance  of  rendering  effectiTe 
the  Legislation  passed  by  the  present 
Parliament  for  the  benefit  of  the  Lish 
labourers.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  bring  forward  the  Labourers  (Lre- 
land)  (No.  2)  Bill  for  Second  Eeading 
before  the  Whitsuntide  Eecess  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
I  should  be  glad  if  an  opportunity  pre- 
sented itself  for  taking  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  before  Whitsuntide ;  but 
I  confess  I  see  at  present  little  prospect 
of  such  an  opportunity. 

rURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  the 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill  imme- 
diately after  the  Whitsuntide  holidays  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  hon.  Friend 
will  hardly  expect  me  to  make  this  Bill 
an  exception  amougst  the  other  Bills.  I 
sball  be  prepared  to-morrow  to  state 
fully  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  Bill. 

EXTRA  POLICE  (IRELAND) —THE  LDfS. 

RICK  CORPORATION— ACTION  OF 
THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  LEWIS  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  his  promised 
statement  of  the  intended  further  Gtv 
vemment  measures  this  Session,  he  wiU 
state  when  the  Government  proposes  to 
introduce  the  promised  measure  relating 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  claim  of  tbe 
Government  on  tbe  Limerick  Corpora- 
tion in  lieu  of  the  ordinary  process  of 
existing  Law  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said^ 
tbat  this  was  a  measure  of  importance 
as  connected  with  the  facts  to  which  it 
referred;  but  he  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  tlit 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  had  it 
in  charge,  for  further  information. 

EGYPT  (THE  WAK  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  FRIENDLY  TRIBES  AT 
SUAKIN. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
(he  Piret  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Qt>yemment  will  make  arrange- 
ments to  secure  the  friendly  tribes 
around  Suakin  from  destruction?  In 
elacidation  of  the  Question,  he  begged 
farther  to  a^^k  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
a  statement  by  The  Times  Correspondent 
at  Suakin  to  the  following  effect : — 

*'  On  receiving  the  telegram  to  hold  the  line 
on  Saturday,  permission  was  g^ven  to  the  poli- 
tictl  ofl&cers  to  receive  those  who  offered  to 
sabmit;  500  came  in,  and  parties  of  10  or  12 
am'red  daily.  There  was  much  consternation, 
therefore,  on  the  receipt  of  yesterday's  tele- 
gram as  to  the  abandonment  of  the  Soudan,  for 
the  position  of  Uiese  men  is  desperate.  They 
will  certainly  be  destroyed  by  Osman  Digna, 
who,  in  fact,  has  sent  an  order  to  Saadoun  to 
destroy  Amarars,  Mohammed  Guilies,  and 
Fidlabs,  and  to  carry  off  their  women." 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
reply  to  this  Question.  I  am  only  able 
to  say  that  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject, 
and  that  he  has  promised  to  send  a  fur- 
ther Eeport. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  further 
asked,  whether  Lord  Wolseley  had  not 
made  a  distinct  recommendation  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  Suakin- 
Berber  line  of  railway  should  be  con- 
tinued at  least  as  far  as  the  hills,  which 
are  only  20  miles  beyond  the  position 
now  reached  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
No,  Sir. 

mLAKD  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

(IBELAND)— THE  SLUICES  AT 

MEELICE. 

CoLOESL  NOLAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  What  directions 
has  the  lock-keeper  at  Meelick  as  to 
the  management  of  the  sluices  ;  if,  last 
year,  the  Lower  Callows  were  flooded 
before  the  slaices  were  raised  ;  and,  are 
the  Board  of  Works  aware  that,  if  the 
water  rises  to  within  one  or  two  inches 
of  the  surface  of  these  Gallows,  it  rots 
the  sheep  and  sours  the  grass  ? 

Ma.  HIBBEET:  The  directions  are 
that  the  slaices  at  Meelick  should  be 


kept  open  whenever  the  water  rises 
above  summer  level.  I  am  informed 
that  in  1884  the  Gallows  were  not 
flooded  before  the  3rd  of  November, 
and  that  on  that  day  all  the  sluices  at 
Meelick  were  opened.  The  Board  of 
Works  are  aware  of  the  bad  efiPect  of 
such  flooding. 

CENTRAL  ASIA.— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  is  able  to 
inform  us  if  any  answer  has  yet  been 
received,  from  the  Eussian  Government 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  agreement 
of  which  he  spoke  on  Monday  last ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  that  answer, 
and  whether  it  meets  with  the  approval 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  no  au- 
thentic information  to  give.  Communi- 
cations are  still  proceeding;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  have  reached  such 
a  result  as  can  be  communicated  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  ACEEES:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  confirma- 
tory information  in  regard  to  a  further 
Eussian  advance  which  is  reported  in 
an  evening  newspaper  to  have  taken 
place? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  the  last 
telegram  we  received  contained  no  men- 
tion of  anything  of  the  kind. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 

In  answer  to  Sir  George  Campbell 
and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  if  it  were 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  that  the 
Bill  should  be  postponed,  and  if  it  were 
clearly  understood  that  an  indemnity 
clause  would  not  be  opposed  holding  the 
Government  harmless  for  not  applying 
to  the  redemption  of  Debt  the  sums 
coming  to  the  Commissioners  at  the  end 
of  May,  he  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
the  National  Debt  Bill  until  after  Whit- 
suntide. 

TELEGRAPH  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  asked,  Whe- 
ther  the  Postmaster  General  would  give 
Notice  before  bringing  on  his  Telegraph 
Acts  Amendment  Bill,  which  stood  on 
to-day's  Paper  as  third  Order  ?  j 
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Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  the  Government  would  also,  at 
the  same  time,  give  a  similar  Retora  of 
outrages  in  England  during  the  same 
period  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN. 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Question  must 
be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  having  in  view 
the  importance  of  rendering  effective 
the  Legislation  passed  by  the  present 
Parliament  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish 
labourers,  Her  Majesty's  Govern ment 
will  bring  forward  the  Labourers  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2)  Bill  for  Second  Reading 
before  the  Whitsuntide  Recess  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  should  be  glad  if  an  opportunity  pre- 
sented itself  for  taking  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  before  Whitsuntide ;  but 
I  confess  I  see  at  present  little  prospect 
of  such  an  opportunity. 

rURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  the 
Purchase  of  Land  ^Ireland)  Bill  imme- 
diately after  the  Whitsuntide  holidays  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My hon.  Friend 
will  hardly  expect  me  to  make  this  Bill 
an  exception  amongst  the  other  Bills.  I 
shall  be  prepared  to-morrow  to  state 
fully  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  Bill. 

EXTRA  POLICE  (IRELAND)— THE  LDfS. 

RICK  CORPORATION— ACTION  OF 
THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  his  promised 
statement  of  the  intended  farther  Oo- 
vemment  measures  this  Session,  he  will 
state  when  the  Oovemment  proposes  to 
introduce  the  promised  measure  relating 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  claim  of  the 
Qovernment  on  the  Limerick  Corpora* 
tion  in  lieu  of  the  ordinary  process  of 
existing  Law  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  this  was  a  measure  of  importance 
as  connected  with  the  facts  to  which  il 
referred;  hut  he  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  tht 


about  to  assemble  in  Eome,  for  ihe  pur- 1 
pose  of  determining  the  principles  or 
rules  on  which  quarantine  should  in 
future  be  imposed  on  shipping ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  state  the  names  of 
the  representatiyes  deputed  by  this 
Country,  and  also  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  a  copy  of  the  instructions 
furnished  for  their  guidance  in  treating 
of  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  Bri- 
tish shipping  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE; 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  ac- 
cepted an  invitation  to  a  Scientific  and 
Sanitary  Conference,  which  is  about  to 
meet  at  Home,  and  will  examine  the 
best  method  of  preventing  the  spread 
of  cholera.  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  who 
was  employed  in  Egypt  during  the  epi- 
demic of  1883,  and  whose  valuable  Ee- 
ports  have  been  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  Dr.  Thome,  the  assistant  medical 
officer  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
will  be  the  British  delegates.  The  re- 
commendations of  the  Conference  will 
be,  in  the  usual  course,  submitted  to 
the  Governments  represented,  but  will 
not  have  any  binding  force  until  they 
have  been  adopted  by  those  Govern- 
ments. It  would  be  contrary  to  practice 
to  make  public  at  present  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  the  British  delegates. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)  — 
RETURN  OF  AGRARIAN  OUTRAGES. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  there  would  be  any  difficulty 
in  giving  particulars  in  a  Blue  Book  of 
the  alleged  agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland, 
say  for  the  last  twelve  months,  as  was 
done  in  January  1881,  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland) 
Act? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEBMAN: 
A  quarterly  Betum  of  the  outrages  in 
Ireland  is  at  present  presented  to  Par- 
liament. If  tne  hon.  Member  will  be 
good  enough  to  look  at  these,  he  will 
probably  find  what  he  wants;  but,  if 
not,  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  whether 
any  further  information  can  be  given. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  that  on 
the  last  occasion  on  which  a  Coercion 
Bill  was  brought  in  details  of  these  out- 
rages were  given  in  the  shape  of  a  Blue 
Book. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  he  should  be  glad  to  confer 
with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  autherhni 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  had  it 
in  charge,  for  further  information. 

EGYPT  (THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 

THE  FRIENDLY  TRIBES  AT 

SU.VKIN. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  will  make  arrange- 
ments to  secure  the  friendly  tribes 
around  Suakin  from  destruction?  In 
elacidation  of  the  Question,  he  begged 
farther  to  ank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
a  statement  by  The  Times  Correspondent 
at  Suakin  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  On  receiving  the  telegram  to  hold  the  lino 
on  Saturday,  permission  was  given  to  the  poli- 
tical oflBccrs  to  receive  those  who  offered  to 
mbmit;  500  came  in,  and  parties  of  10  or  12 
arrived  daily.  There  was  much  consternation, 
therefore,  on  the  receipt  of  yesterday^s  tcle- 
gnun  as  to  the  abandonment  of  the  Soudan,  for 
the  position  of  these  men  is  desperate.  They 
will  certainly  be  destroyed  by  Osman  Digna, 
whoy  in  fact,  has  sent  an  order  to  Saadoun  to 
daetioy  Amarars,  Mohammed  Quilies,  and 
FadUbt,  and  to  carry  off  their  women." 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Hy  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
reply  to  this  Question.  I  am  only  able 
to  say  that  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject, 
and  that  he  has  promised  to  send  a  fur- 
ther Beport. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  further 
asked,  whether  Lord  Wolseley  had  not 
made  a  distinct  recommendation  to  II or 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  Suakin- 
Berber  line  of  railway  should  be  con- 
tinned  at  least  as  far  as  the  hills,  which 
are  only  20  miles  beyond  the  position 
BOW  reached  ? 

Tkb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
No,  Sir. 

INLAKD  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 

(IBELAND)— THE  SLUICES  AT 

MEELICE. 

-  CoLOBKi.  NOLAN   asked  the  Secre- 

taiy  to  the  Treasury,  What  directions 

lias  the  lock-keeper   at  Meelick  as  to 

the  management  of  the  sluices ;  if,  last 

year,  the  Lower  Callows  were  flooded 

before  the  sluices  were  raised  ;  and,  are 

the  Board  of  Works  aware  that,  if  the 

water  rises  to  within  one  or  two  inches 

ol  the  surface  of  these  Gallows,  it  rots 

the  sheep  and  sours  the  grass  ? 

Mb.  OIBBERT:  The  directions  are 
that  the  slnices  at  Meelick  should  be 
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kept  open  whenever  the  water  rises 
above  summer  level.  I  am  informed 
that  in  18H4  the  Callows  were  not 
flooded  before  the  3rd  of  November, 
and  that  on  that  day  all  the  sluices  at 
Meelick  were  opened.  The  Board  of 
Works  are  aware  of  the  bad  eflPect  of 
such  flooding. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  is  able  to 
inform  us  if  any  answer  has  yet  been 
received  from  the  Bussian  Government 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  agreement 
of  which  he  spoke  on  Monday  last ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  that  answer, 
and  whether  it  meets  with  the  approval 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  no  au- 
thentic information  to  give.  Communi- 
cations are  still  proceeding;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  have  reached  such 
a  result  as  can  be  communicated  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  ACKERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  confirma- 
tory information  in  regard  to  a  further 
Bussian  advauce  which  is  reported  in 
an  evening  newspaper  to  have  taken 
place  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir;  the  last 
telegram  we  received  contained  no  men- 
tion of  anything  of  the  kind. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 

In  answer  to  Sir  George  Campbell 
and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  if  it  were 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  that  the 
Bill  should  be  postponed,  and  if  it  were 
clearly  understood  that  an  indemnity 
clause  would  not  be  opposed  holding  the 
Government  harmless  for  not  applying 
to  the  redemption  of  Debt  tlie  sums 
coming  to  the  Commissioners  at  the  end 
of  May,  he  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
the  National  Debt  Bill  until  after  Whit- 
suntidc. 

TELEGRAPH  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked,  Whe- 
ther the  Postmaster  General  would  give 
Notice  before  bringing  on  his  Telegraph 
Acts  Amendment  Bill,  which  etoud  on 
to-day's  Paper  as  third  Order  ? 
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Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  undertake  to  give  No- 
tice, but  would  promise  not  to  bring  it 
on  after  half -past  11. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on 
the  ground  that  his  noble  Friend  was 
suffering  from  indisposition,  which  ren- 
dered it  inconvenient  for  him  to  remain 
in  attendance  at  the  House  for  an  inde- 
finite period. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  in  that 
case  he  would  take  care  to  consult  the 
noble  Lord's  convenience.      

Mb.  Aldebman  W.  LAWEENCE 
gave  Notice  that  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  BiU  he  should  move — 

''  That,  in  order  that  0i.  telegrams  may  be- 
come a  reality  and  a  great  boon  to  large  classes 
of  the  commtmity,  now  debarred  from  tele- 
graphic communication  by  the  heavy  minimom 
charge  of  2«.  for  a  telegram  and  reply,  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  if  any  charge  is  made 
for  addresses  it  should  be  a  fixed  one,  and  not 
varying  with  the  number  of  words,  figures,  or 
letters,  and  such  charge  should  not  exceed  Zd.*' 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  subsequently 
announced  that  he  did  not  propose  to 
bring  on  the  Bill  at  a  later  hour  than 
10  o'clock. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IREr.AND)— 
COLONEL  KING-HARMAN  AND 
HIS  TENANTS. 
CoLoifEL  KING-HAKMAN  said,  that 
a  Question  affecting  him  personally  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly). 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  not   in  his 
place ;  but  perhaps  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  would  answer  it.   The  Ques- 
tion was — 

"To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Colonel  King -Barman  has  deprived  James 
Biggins,  of  Garrow,  Boyle ;  and  Michael  Dowd, 
Deerpark,  Boyle,  of  their  hog  holdings  hecause 
they  refused  to  prosecute  persons  hunting  hares 
on  their  land ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  bring  in  an  amendment  to  the  Land  Act 
to  seoure  the  tenants  in  their  right  to  use  the 
bogsP" 

Mb.  sexton  wished  to  know,  as  a 
matter  of  Order,  whether  a  Question 
could  be  put  in  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  whose  name  it  stood  upon 
the  Paper  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  the  Ques- 
tion was  a  personal  one,  and  put  as  a 
matter  of  courtesy  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  (Colonel  Kin^^-Harman). 


Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain, 
there  is  no  truth  in  this  statement.  I 
have  already  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  present  intention  of  legis- 
lating on  the  question  of  turf  rights. 

CROFTEES  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  What  course  he  proposes  to 
take  with  regard  to  the  Suspension  of 
Evictions  (Scotland)  Bill ;  and,  whether 
he  intends  to  do  to-night  what  he  pro- 
posed to  do  yesterday — namely,  to  make 
a  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill, 
and  then  adjourn  the  debate  and  make 
his  statement  to-morrow,  so  as  to  bring 
the  matter  on  at  a  reasonable  hour,  and 
thus  give  an  opportunity  for  discussion? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub),  in  reply,  said,  the  Ghovemment 
proposed  to  do  to-day  what  was  intended 
to  have  been  done  yesterday-:-that  was 
to  make  a  Motion  for  leave  to  introduce 
the  Bill,  and  then  immediately  adjourn 
the  debate ;  but  he  could  not  say  that 
the  discussion  would  be  taken  to-mor- 
row. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXJR  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
intended  to  take  the  Bill  to-morrow  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  that  he  was  afraid  he 
could  not  take  it  to-morrow ;  but  he 
would  do  so  on  as  early  a  day  as 
possible. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE :  The  statement 
will  be  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  I  understand  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub):  Yes. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT, 


H.R.H.  PRINCESS  BEATRICE. 
THE  queen's   MESSAOB. 

Message   from  Her    Majesty    [I2t]i 
May], — eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  read. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  duty,  Sir. 
which  I  am  now  about  to  perform  is  one 
the  discharge  of  which  has  more  than 
once  fallen  to  my  lot ;  and  I  hare  al  vajs 
found  that  although  I  cannot  absolutclj 
say  that  no  difference  of  <    "  ' 
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anj  of  tkese  occasions,  prevailed,  yet  I 
can  truly  say  that  a  vast  majority  of  the 
HoQse  have  always  met  any  call  of  this 
kmd,  not  only  with  willingness,  but  with 
warmth,  and,  I  might  almost  say,  with 
enthusiasm.  At  any  rate,  Sir,  this  case 
corresponds  so  closely  with  all  former 
precedents,  that  I  think  even  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
private  judgment,  have  found  it  neces- 
saiy  to  make  objections  in  order  to 
satisfy  the  demands  of  their  own  con- 
sciences, may  be,  on  the  whole,  of 
opinion  that  after  a  considerable  course 
of  precedents  which  has  so  distinctly 
laid  down  a  line  of  action,  it  will  be  un- 
necessary for  them,  on  the  one  side,  to 
renew  their  opposition ;  or,  at  any  rate, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  either  for  them, 
on  the  one  side,  or  for  me,  on  the  other, 
to  enter  at  any  length  into  a  discussion 
of  the  various  important  matters  which 
may  suggest  themselves.  For  I  must 
remind  the  Committee,  first,  that  Her 
Boyal  Highness  the  Princess  Beatrice  is 
the  youngest,  and  in  that  sense  the 
last,  of  the  children  of  the  Queen — the 
last  for  whom  a  demand  of  this  nature 
can  be  made ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
no  fewer  than  three  of  Her  Eoyal  sis- 
ters, senior  to  herself,  have  had  a  pro- 
vision made  for  them  by  Parliament  pre- 
cisely the  same  in  every  particular  as 
that  which  I  am  now  about  to  ask.  So, 
8ir,  the  case  is  a  simple  one,  and,  in 
truth,  it  is  not  only  a  case  of  form,  but 
it  is  a  case  of  substance.  The  marriage 
of  the  Princess  Beatrice  is  one  dictated, 
like  the  previous  marriages  of  the  Royal 
Family,  in  the  first  instance,  and  before 
all  things,  by  genuine  attachment — by 
that  genuine  attachment  which  forms  the 
only  solid  foundation  of  future  happiness 
in  married  life.  That  has  been  the  dis- 
position of  Her  Majesty  and  the  dispo- 
sition of  Her  Royal  offspring ;  and,  un- 
doubtedly, it  has  greatly  increased  those 
feelings  of  loyalty  and  satisfaction  and 
approval  with  which  the  country,  from 
time  to  time,  has  contemplated  these 
Buurriages  one  by  one.  Sir,  I  will  not 
now  argue,  but  I  will  only  remind  the 
House  that  the  arrangements  made  for 
Her  Majesty  under  the  Civil  List  Act  in 
no  sense  and  in  no  degree  either  con- 
templated or  presupposed  an  indefinite 
charge  upon  Her  Majesty  on  account  of 
Her  Royal  children.  The  early  training 
and  education  of  these  children  have, 
■peaking  generally,  been  defrayed  by 


Her  Majesty.  I  do  not  speak  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  whose  case  forms  an 
exception  on  accoimt  of  his  having  an. 
independent  provision  secured  by  law  ; 
but  during  nonage,  and  in  the  case  of 
daughters,  until  marriage,  the  whole 
charge  connected  with  the  Royal  chil- 
dren has  been  borne  by  the  Queen.  But 
it  is  an  understanding  now,  confirmed  by 
a  long  course  of  precedents,  that  upon 
the  coming  of  age  of  the  Royal  Dukes, 
and  upon  the  marriage  of  the  Princesses, 
the  obligation  of  the  Queen  no  longer 
subsists,  either  legally  or  morally.  And, 
indeed,  I  may  say  that,  if  there  be  an 
obligation,  it  is  the  reverse  of  an  obli- 
gation on  the  Queen,  because  Parlia- 
ment expressly  and  advisedly  made  an 
arrangement  which  excluded  any  pro- 
vision of  the  sort.  This  provision  is  a 
moderate  provision,  as  I  have  formerly 
contended,  thought  will  not  now  endea- 
vour to  show  it  in  detail ;  but  I  may, 
perhaps,  refresh  the  memory  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  once  more  stating  that  going 
back  to  the  daughters  of  George  III., 
in  the  case  of  the  Princess  Augusta  So- 
phia, a  provision  was  made  of  £15,000 
a-year,  partly  out  of  the  Civil  List — but 
a  Civil  List  not  regulated  and  organized 
like  the  present  Civil  List — and  partly 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ;  that  the 
provision  made  for  the  Princess  Eliza- 
beth was £14,000  a-year;  and  that  the 
provision  made  for  the  Princess  Sophia 
was  £13,000  a-year.  I  think,  therefore, 
it  will  not  be  deemed  surprising  that  we 
of  the  .Government  continue  to  be  of 
opinion  that  a  provision  of  £6,000  a- 
year  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  which 
has  been  made  on  former  occasions,  and 
which  we  now  ask  Qnce  more,  is  a  mode- 
rate, and  a  fair,  and,  certainly,  not  an 
extravagant  amount.  The  life  of  the 
Princess  Beatrice  has  been  spent  in  filial 
duty,  and  there  is  every  likelihood — I 
may  say,  more  than  likelihood,  as  far 
as  we  can  look  into  futurity — that  her 
life  will  continue  in  a  great  degree  to  be 
so  spent,  and  that  her  husband  will  be 
associated  with  her  as  a  resident  in  this 
country,  making  it  their  home.  I  may 
say.  Sir,  I  am  not  here  to  give  a 
highly-coloured  statement ;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  everything  connected  with  this 
youthful  Prince  and  the  promise  of  his 
future  life  is  what  the  country  ooidd 
wish,  and  though  not  like  his  brother, 
Prince  Louis,  an  officer  of  great  promise 
in  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  he  is  already  one 
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of  whom  the  most  fayourable  anticipa- 
tions are  formed  in  regard  to  his  future 
career  and  his  qualities  of  mind.  So  I 
think  that,  looking  round  this  matter 
•from  eyery  point  of  view,  there  is  no- 
thing which  the  Committee  can  contem- 
plate except  with  satisfaction,  and  I  will 
not  therefore  dwell  further  upon  the 
particulars  connected  with  the  marriage, 
nor  will  I  even  suppose  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  trouble  the  Committee  again 
in  regard  to  a  matter  of  a  class  now  so 
thoroughly  understood  in  all  its  bearings, 
and  in  regard  to  a  proposal  which  has 
been  found  on  former  occasions  to  meet 
so  very  largely  and  generally  with  the 
approval  of  the  House.  There  is,  how- 
ever, one  topic,  Sir,  extraneous  to  the 
proposal  itself,  and  having  no  direct 
connection  with  it,  and  not  to  be  touched 
upon  in  the  Resolution*  which  I  shall 
submit  to  the  Committee,  or  in  the  Bill 
by  which  it  will  be  necessary  to  follow 
up  that  Hesoliition,  and  yet  upon  which, 
as  it  is  a  matter  of  interest,  I  wish  to 
say  one  word  to  the  Committee  by  way 
of  announcement.  The  Committee  is 
aware  that  there  has  grown  up  in  recent 
times  a  salutary  practice,  although  I  am 
not  aware  that  it  is  a  very  old  one.  At 
the  commencement,  particularly,  of  the 
Beignof  William  IV.,  and  of  the  Beign 
of  Her  present  Majesty,  a  careful  inves- 
tigation was  made  by  a  powerful  and 
influential  Committee  of  this  House  into 
the  condition  of  the  Civil  List,  the  pro- 
per distribution  of  the  expenditure,  and 
the  proper  limits  to  be  placed  on  the 
amount  of  that  expenditure.  This  course 
of  practice  has  been  adopted  as  regards 
the  Sovereign.  As  regards,  not  the  So- 
vereign himself  or  herself,  but  those 
Members  of  the  Royal  Family  who  stand 
in  sufficiently  close  proximity  to  the  So- 
vereign to  become,  accordiug  to  our 
usage,  the  customary  subjects  of  Par- 
liamentary provision,  it  has  never  yet 
been  the  practice  to  refer  the  considera- 
tion of  the  provision  to  be  made  for 
them  to  a  Parliamentary  Committee.  I 
think,  certainly,  that  in  the  Heign  of 
Oeorge  III.  it  may  be  shown  that  such 
was  the  case.  In  the  time  when  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  Minister  the  first  of 
these  proposals  within  my  recollection 
was  made;  and,  undoubtedly,  it  was 
made,  at  the  time,  simply  on  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  Cabinet.  In  the  time  of 
Lord  Palmerston  a  step  in  advance  was 
made.     A  Minute  was  drawn  up  with 

Mr,  Gladstone 


care,  and  a  scale  of  annuities,  and,  in 
certain  cases,  of  dowry,  was  proposed 
and  submitted,  and  pains  were  taken  to 
ascertain  that  there  should  be  such  a 
concurrence  of  view  among  the  leading 
men  of  the  House  of  Commons  who  had 
been  connected  with  Office,  so  that  some- 
thing like  system  might  be  introduced 
into  the  g^ant  of  those  provisions ;  but  no 
provision  was  made  then,  or  has  been 
attempted  since,  for  the  reference  of 
this  portion  of  what  has  been,  for  a  cen- 
tury, one  subject  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House.  Method  and  unity  of  proceeding 
were  secured,  but  nothing  was  done.  We 
have  considered  this  matter,  Sir,  and 
we  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  de- 
cidedly a  public  advantage,  and  most 
consistent  with  the  important  considera- 
tions attaching  to  this  subject,  if  hence- 
forth Parliament  were  to  apply  to  theee 
secondary  provisions,  if  I  may  so  call 
them — as  compared,  of  course,  I  mean, 
with  the  provision  for  the  Crown  and  the 
Heir  to  the  Throne — if  Parliament  were 
to  apply  the  same  principles  as  have 
been  applied  in  the  case  of  the  Royal 
Civil  List;  and  before  the  House  of 
Commons  hear  of  these  proposals,  a 
system  on  which  they  may  well  hence- 
forward be  founded  should  have  been 
submitted  by  the  Government  to  a  Par- 
liamentary Committee,  and  should  have 
received  the  approval  and  sanction  of 
that  Committee.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  establishment  of  such  a  Committee 
will  tend  to  secure  even  more  perfect 
unity  and  uniformity  of  view  in  the 
House  of  Commons  than  has  hitherto 
been  found  to  exist.  It  is,  therefore, 
the  intention  of  the  present  Qovem- 
ment,  should  they  continue  to  hold  their 
Offices,  to  propose  that  a  Committee  of 
this  House  should  be  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  examining  this  important 
subject.  The  next  remaining  question 
that  Gentlemen  would  put  is — *'  When 
do  you  propose  that  that  Committee 
should  sit  ?  "  Sir,  we  have  considered 
carefully  whether  we  could  hope  to  pro- 
cure the  appointment  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee, and  the  sedulous  and  somewhat 
continued  application,  and  certainly  the 
very  careful  application,  which  the  Bub> 
ject  would  require  during  the  remainder 
of  the  present  Session.  If  the  queetioQ 
is  referred  to  a  Committee  of  this  kind, 
it  ought  to  be  to  an  unusually  »tTOD{^ 
Committee,  and  it  ought  to  embrao# 
every  important  class  and  shade  of  opi* 
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nion  in  the  House,  and  it  ought  to  be 
one  which  should  be  appointed  under 
such  circumstances  that  there  could  be 
a  confident  expectation  of  the  close  at- 
tendance of  its  Members.  Such  a  Com- 
mittee could  hardly  be  appointed,  ex- 
cepting at  the  commencement,  or  very 
early  in  a  Session.  Undoubtedly,  con- 
sidering that  the  House  met  in  the  latter 
part  of  October  to  begin  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  considering  that  it  has  already 
accomplished  a  legislative  work  equal, 
perhaps,  to  that  which  formed  the  whole 
employment  of  two  great  legislative 
years — ^namely,  1831  and  1832,  we  could 
hardly  hope,  at  this  period,  to  obtain 
the  services  of  such  a  Committee  as 
ooold  alone  satisfactorily  deal  with  this 
question.  It  is  an  important  inquiry, 
and  one  which  ought  to  be  conducted 
with  the  utmost  care,  and,  of  course, 
under  the  responsibility,  if  I  may  pre- 
sume to  say  so,  and  with  the  advice  and 
guidance,  of  the  Executive  Government. 
fiat  still  the  duties  of  such  a  Commit- 
tee would  have  an  important  Constitu- 
tional character ;  and  we  do  not  think, 
therefore,  that  we  could  properly  ask 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee  for 
this  purpose  in  the  month  of  June*  and 
in  the  June  of  a  Session  dating  from 
October.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
likewise  feel  that  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee  ought  not  to  be  long 
delayed ;  and  what  we  hope  is,  as  far 
as  we  may  venture  to  speak  for  a  future 
Sesaon  and  Parliament,  and  having  re- 
gaid  to  the  contingency  that  the  present 
Goremment,  or  those  representing  the 
msent  Government,  may  not  remain  in 
Offieei  and  as  far  as  we  are  entitled  in 
aay  manner  to  indicate  an  intention  for 
the  future,  that  the  early  part  of  next 
jear  will  probably  form  the  best  period 
for  bringing  this  important  and  weighty 
iDSfamment  to  bear  upon  the  settlement 
of  a  delicate  question,  closely  associated 
with  the  honour  and  dignity  both  of  the 
Throne  and  of  the  Boyal  Family — 
mattars  not  only  in  which  Parliament, 
but  the  entire  country,  feels  bound  to 
taka  a  loyal  and  affectionate  interest.  I 
will  not  give  any  further  explanation  of 
tins  subject.  Although,  as  I  have  said, 
it  doss  not  touch  directly  upon  the  pro- 
vision now  proposed,  it  is  referable  iu 
its  principles  to  former  precedents  and 
fDRDsr  arrangements;  and  I  thought 
tihs  Oonimittee  would  not  deem  that  this 
wss  aa  improper  occasion  to  indicate  the 


views  of  the  Government,  as  far  as  they 
have  formed  an  intention,  with  regard 
to  the  future  mode  of  providing  for  this 
important  class  of  subjects.  Of  course, 
the  fact  that  we  have  now  arrived  at  a 
resting  point,  the  whole  subject  of  pro- 
vision for  the  children  of  Her  Majesty 
being  now  disposed  of,  seemed  to  mark 
this  particular  moment  as  a  proper  mo- 
ment at  which  the  arrangements  of  the 
future  might,  with  propriety,  be  taken 
into  viow,  at  least  as  to  the  principle 
and  method  of  procedure.  I  will  now 
move.  Sir,  the  Resolution  standing  on 
the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  annual  sum  of  Six  Thousand 
Pounds  be  granted  to  Ucr  Majesty,  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, the  said  Annuity  to  be  settled  on  Her 
Koyal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice  for  Her  life, 
in  such  manner  as  Her  IMajesty  shall  think 
proper,  and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the 
Marriage  of  Her  Royal  Highness  with  His 
Serene  Highness  Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg." 
—{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE: 
Sir  Arthur  Otway,  with  regard  to  the 
Vote  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  proposed,  it  is  one  for  which  the 
House  has  been  thoroughly  prepared 
ever  since  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  or  rather  from  the  time  when 
the  announcement  was  made  to  us  of 
the  happy  event  which  had  been  ar- 
ranged in  Hor  Majesty's  Family.  The 
House  is  accustomed  to  share  in  and  to 
offer  its  congratulations  to  Her  Majesty 
upon  all  occasions  of  joy,  as  well  as  to 
sympathize  with  Her  Majesty  on  occa- 
sions of  sorrow.  It  is  not  so  very  long 
since  we  had  occasion  to  sympathize 
with  Her  Majesty  on  an  occasion  of  deep 
sorrow  ;  and  now  we  have  met  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  our  satisfaction 
and  our  warm  congratulations  to  Her 
Majesty  Tipon  this  happy  event  of  the 
marriage  of  Her  daughter,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  make  that  provision  which 
I  trust  will  be  made  without  any  objec- 
tion, and  with  the  unanimous  assent  of 
tbe  House.  I  feci  surt.s  Sir,  that  the 
domestic  virtues  and  quiet  and  unosten- 
tatious life  which  Hor  Royal  HighncHS 
has  passed  among  us  have  tended  to 
endear  her  not  only  to  tliose  who  have 
been  more  immediately  honoured  with 
her  acquaintance,  and  who  have  had  the 
privilege  of  enjoying  her  society,  but  to 
the  whole  nation  at  largo.  From  time 
to  time  we  have  seen  Her  Royal  High- 
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ness,  whose  life  has  been  devoted,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  has  truly  said,  to  filial 
duty — from  time  to  time  we  have  seen 
Her  Eoyal  Highness  come  forward  to 
promote  good  works,  and  works  of 
charity  and  benevolence,  by  which  she 
has  endeared  herself,  as  was  to  be  ex- 
pected, to  the  whole  people  of  the  Empire. 
Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  that,  whether  any 
question  be  raised  or  not,  it  will  be  of  a 
formal  character,  and  that  the  House 
will  assent,  in  the  case  of  the  youngest 
and  last  unmarried  child  of  the  Sove- 
reign, with  pleasure  and  satisfaction  to 
the  grant  that  is  proposed.  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  coupled  this 
proposal  with  an  intimation  of  a  more 
general  character.  Of  course,  it  was  to 
be  expected  that  if  such  a  matter  as  this 
was  in  the  mind  of  the  Government,  it 
might  be  mentioned  at  the  present  time. 
But  it  does  seem  to  me  to  be  open  to 
question  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
raise  any  question  of  this  kind  at  a  time 
when  it  could  not  be  followed  up,  and 
was  not  ripe  or  convenient  for  action  to 
be  taken.  I  take  note  of  that  without 
disputing  the  reasons  which  may  have 
induced  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Go- 
vemment  to  take  the  course  which  they 
have  adopted.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  I 
deprecate  now  any  discussion  with  re- 
gard to  the  questions  which  have  been 
partially  opened  by  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  feel  with 
him  that  if  this  is  a  matter  which  we 
are  to  refer  to  a  Select  Committee — and 
I  do  not  deny  that  there  will  be  a  good 
deal  to  say  for  such  a  course — the 
grounds  for  taking  that  step  should  be 
carefully  and  fully  stated,  as  well  as  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Boyal 
Family  is  placed  with  regard  to  its 
claims  upon  the  nation,  and  the  claims 
which  have  from  time  to  time  been  pre- 
sented for  assistance  to  the  Civil  List, 
and  that  the  whole  matter  will  have  to 
be  carefully  considered  and  thoroughly 
discussed.  I  only  take  notice  of  this  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  an  earnest 
hope  that  the  House  will  not  now  be 
led  into  any  premature  discussion  of  that 
matter. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE:  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  that 
this  is  not  the  time  for  discussing  the 
idea  of  appointing  the  Select  Committee 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  thrown 
out.     I  will  only  point  out  that  it  is 

Sir  Stafford  Xorthcote 


somewhat  curious  that  the  Committee 
should  be  asked  to  vote  a  grant  for  a 
Member  of  the  Hoyal  Family,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  be  told,  after  that  grant 
has  been  made,  that  the  system  of  these 
grants  would  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  the  next  Parliament  without 
going  more  fully  into  the  matter.  It 
seems  to  me  very  much  like  putting  the 
cart  before  the  horse.  With  respect  to 
this  particular  grant,  I  fully  agree  with 
everything  of  a  complimentary  charac- 
ter which  has  been  said  of  the  Princees 
Beatrice  by  the  two  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  just  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee. But  we  are  not  asked  to  pay 
mere  compliments  to  Her  Boyal  High- 
ness at  the  present  moment,  but  to  vote 
to  her,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  a 
sum  of  £6,000  per  annum.  I  have  al- 
ways asked  myself,  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  spoken  upon  these  matters 
before,  whether  he  fully  understood  their 
real  bearing.  I  used  to  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  almost 
everything.  But  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that,  in  respect  of  these  matters,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  devoted 
so  much  time  and  attention  to  the  Civil 
Lists  preceding  the  present  Civil  List  as 
he  has  to  many  other  and  perhaps  more 
important  subjects,  because  he  has  al- 
ways founded  his  demands  upon  the 
House  upon  a  series  of  pious  legends. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
when  tfaas  question  has  been  before  the 
House  on  previous  occasions,  that  the 
grant  ought  to  be  voted,  because  Her 
Majesty  has  given  up  a  very  large  sum 
of  money  to  the  country,  and  made  a 
bargain  with  the  State  on  doing  so. 
Now,  it  is  a  pure  delusion  to  suppose 
that  Her  Majesty  has  ever  given  up  a 
single  shilling  to  which  she  was  en- 
titled, on  that  understanding  and  bar- 
gain, that  her  children  should  be  pro- 
vided for.  It  is  a  pure  delusion  based 
on  erroneous  ideas  with  respect  to  the 
Crown  Lands.  I  presume  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  Civil  List,  as  it  at  pre- 
sent exists,  dates  from  the  Bevolation. 
Before  then  there  was  no  dtstinctioa 
between  the  Civil  List  and  the  other 
Eevenues  of  the  Crown — but  all  were 
taken  and  devoted  to  the  general  par- 
poses  of  the  country — to  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  the  requirements  of  the 
Sovereign.  When  William  III.  as- 
cended the  Throne  he  received  £700.000 
a-year.     But  then  there  were  a  gre«t 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


501 


H.R.H.  Princess  I  May  14,  1885) 


Beatrice. 


502 


manj  more  charges  on  the  Civil  List 
than  there  are  now.  But  there  was  not 
a  single  word,  in  the  Civil  List  Act  of 
William  III.,  with  respect  to  any  re- 
nmiciation  on  the  part  of  William  III. 
of  the  Crown  Lands.  Nor  was  there 
any  sach  renunciation  expressed  in  the 
Acts  of  Queen  Anne,  or  Oeorge  I.,  or 
George  H.  The  first  mention  of  the 
kind  was  in  the  Civil  List  Act  of  George 
ni. ;  and  the  idea  was  first  started,  I 
presume,  at  the  instance  of  Lord  Bute. 
It  then  found  its  way  into  the  annual 
Act  in  which  it  was  stated  that  His  Ma- 
jesty gave  up  all  his  rights  to  the  He- 
venues  of  the  Crown  Lands  and  certain 
other  Bevenues  derived  from  duties  on 
wine,  ale,  and  beer,  and  other  things  of 
that  sort.  Before  then  no  statement  of 
the  kind  was  ever  put  forward.  Of 
course,  George  III.  could  only  have  in- 
herited these  Bevenues  from  George  II., 
George  II.  from  George  I.,  and  so  on ; 
and  there  had  been  no  renunciation, 
during  the  four  previous  Reigns,  of  the 
claim  of  the  Crown  to  have  possession 
of  what  were  called  the  **  hereditary 
Eevenues  "  of  the  Sovereign.  The  claim 
since  made,  therefore,  can  scarcely  be 
looked  upon  as  a  substantial  one.  This 
Preamble,  however,  was  repeated,  in  the 
Civil  List  of  William  IV.,  and  in  that  of 
Her  Majesty.  But  the  mere  repetition 
of  a  statement  contained  in  an  Act,  that 
the  Sovereign  or  anyone  else  gave  up  a 
right  to  any  specific  property,  is  no  evi- 
dence in  favour  of  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement,  or  any  proof  that  the  Sove- 
reign ever  had  a  right  to  the  property 
renounced;  and  I  shall  contend,  as 
eveiyone  who  has  looked  into  this  matter 
will  also  contend,  that  the  Sovereign  has 
no  more  right  to  what  are  called  the 
"  hereditary  Eevenues  "  of  the  Crown 
than  the  Sovereign  has  to  the  Moun- 
tains of  the  Moon.  Upon  this  assertion 
has  been  founded  a  second  legend,  which 
is  that,  at  the  time  the  present  Civil  List 
was  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  was 
•ome  sort  of  an  understanding  that  the 
country  should  undertake  to  give  dow- 
ries to  any  children  which  might  be 
bom  of  Her  Majesty.  There  is  no  such 
imdertaking.  If  there  had  been,  there 
would  have  been  an  enactment.  There 
IS  no  such  enactment  to  be  found  in  con- 
nection with  the  Civil  List  Act,  or  any 
oUier  Act.  I  could  never  understand 
whence  this  idea  was  derived.  If  hon. 
Members  will  look  at  the  Act  itself,  it 


will  be  seen  that  precisely  the  reverse 
was  in  the  minds  of  those  who  prepared 
it.  The  Civil  List  assigned  £385,000 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  yearly  to 
Her  Majesty,  and  it  divided  this  amount 
into  diflPerent  classes.  The  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  can  pay  only  a  fourth  of  the 
annual  amount  assigned  to  all  classes 
during  a  particular  quarter.  If,  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  there  is  an  excess  in 
one  class  and  a  deficit  in  another,  the 
excess  and  deficit  may  balance  each 
other.  It  must  have  been  thoroughly 
understood  that  if  there  were  an  excess 
in  any  class  and  no  deficit  in  any  other 
class,  then  the  excess  came  back  to  the 
Treasury.  In  the  classes  there  were 
two  to  which  I  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  There  was 
£60,000  per  annum  for  the  Privy  Purse, 
and  £8,000  per  annum  was  unappro- 
priated. These  are  assigned  especially 
to  Her  Majesty.  In  addition,  Her  Ma- 
jesty was  left  in  possession  of  the  Re- 
venues of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  which 
at  present  produced  £42,000  per  an- 
num. The  provision,  under  the  Civil 
List  Act,  was  supposed  to  provide,  out 
of  the  £385,000,  for  all  the  require- 
ments of  Her  Majesty  as  Sovereign  of 
the  country.  Consequently,  the  £60,000 
and  the  £8,000  and  the  £42,000  per 
annum  are  left  to  Her  Majesty  to  do 
what  she  pleased  with.  There  is  also, 
in  the  Civil  List,  another  class  by  which 
provision  is  made  for  Her  Majesty's 
charities,  so  that  it  may  therefore  be 
assumed  that,  for  a  considerable  number 
of  years,  Her  Majesty  has  received, 
putting  aside  the  supposition  that  there 
has  been  any  excess  which  has  not  been 
accounted  for  in  excess  of  her  require- 
ments, £110,000  per  annum;  and  we 
know  perfectly  well  that  that  amount 
has  not  been  expended.  Nobody  knows 
it  better  than  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self;  for,  in  1862  he  brought  in  a  Bill 
which  gave  Her  Majesty  the  right  to 
hold  private  property.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  previously  supposed  that 
the  Sovereign  could  not  hold  private 
property;  but  unquestionably  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
came  forward  and  asked  the  House  to 
pass  that  Bill.  There  was  a  second  Bill 
brought  in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  1869,  which  gave  power  to  Her 
Majesty  to  leave  any  money  she  pos- 
sessed to  her  children.  There  appears 
to  have  been  some  doubt  as  to  whetheri 
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she  could  leaye  anything  she  possessed 
to  anyone  who  stood  in  direct  succes- 
sion to  the  Throne.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is,  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  not  have  come  forward,  as  a 
servant  of  Her  Majesty,  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  these  Acts  to  enable  Her 
Majesty  to  hold  property,  and  to  leave 
property,  if  Her  Majesty  did  not  hold 
property  and  had  property  to  leave.  I 
believe  the  Civil  List  is  far  too  high  at 
the  present  time.  At  the  lowest  esti- 
mate, the  Civil  List  and  the  allowances  to 
Her  Majesty  and  Members  of  the  Boyal 
Family  exceed  £700,000  per  annum — 

?erhaps  £720,000— [ Cries  o/  *'  No !  "]— 
think  that  that  is  really  a  very  low 
estimate ;  but  I  need  not  trouble  the 
Committee  by  going  into  all  of  the  de- 
tails. The  figure  I  have  given  is,  I  be- 
lieve, a  fair  Estimate,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men know  very  well  that  it  has  often 
been  put  very  much  higher.  Of  course, 
I  include  the  expense  of  keeping  up  the 
Soyal  Palaces,  whether  occupied  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  Her  Majesty  ;  and  if  I  were 
called  upon  to  substantiate  my  figures,  I 
believe  I  should  be  able  to  show  that  the 
amount  is  a  good  deal  higher  than  I 
have  fixed  it  at,  because  it  has  been  my 
wish  to  be  within  the  mark,  and  there- 
fore I  have  put  down  the  annual  sum  at 
£700,000.  If,  however,  it  will  please 
hon.  Members  opposite,  I  will  take  the 
Civil  List  and  allowances  to  Her  Ma- 

i'esty  and  to  other  Members  of  the  Eoyal 
Tamily  at  £600,000 ;  and  I  say  that 
there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  coun- 
try that  that  is  quite  sufficient  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Royal  Family,  and 
that  is  why — perhaps  not  in  this  House 
— there  is,  most  unquestionably,  a  very 
strong  feeling  against  increasing  these 
grants.  It  is  felt  that  if  Her  Majesty 
has  this  money — I  say  it  with  all  respect 
— Her  Majesty  can  provide  for  Her 
Family.  It  is  felt  that  Her  Majesty  has 
not  now  such  expenses  as  she  had  when 
she  had  all  her  children  at  home,  and 
had  to  educate  them.  Her  Majesty's 
last  child  is  now  going  away,  and  we 
know  besides  that  she  has  the  £110,000 

Ser  annum  which  I  have  mentioned.  I 
o  not  think,  therefore,  that  anybody 
will  deny  that  Her  Majesty  has  already 
ample  means,  and  that  she  is  perfectly 
able  to  make  provision  for  her  children. 
Therefore,  before  any  fresh  demand  is 
made  upon  the  country  the  House  ought 
to  be  assured  that  Her  Majesty  is  un. 

J/r.  Zahouchere 


able  to  provide  for  Her  Family,  and  until 
such  a  statement  is  made  Parliament 
ought  not  to  vote  another  grant  for  any 
other  Member  of  the  Hoyal  Family.  No 
doubt,   what  has  actuated  many    hon. 
Members  in  this  House  has  been  a  sen- 
timental feeling.    Well,  I  am  a  man  of 
sentiment  myself,   but    I   restrain  my 
sentiment.    I  feel  that  we  are  all  here 
as  guardians  of  the  public  purse.     It  is 
not  our  business  to  take  a  sentimental 
view  of  these  matters,  and  to  say  that, 
because  previous  Parliaments  have  voted 
grants  to  the  children  of  Her  Majesty, 
therefore  this  Parliament  ought  to  do  so. 
If  such  a  doctrine  is  to  be  accepted,  the 
first  proposal  ought  to  have  bound  us. 
It  ought  to  have  been  enacted  at  first, 
not  that  one  child  should  have  £6,000 
or  £8,000  a-year,  but  that  every  child 
bom  of  Her  Majesty  should  have  the 
same  sum.    That  has  not  been  done ; 
but  it  has  been  left  to  each  particular 
Parliament  to  decide,  and  we  are  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  consider,  each  claim  on  its 
own  merits,  and  not  accept  the  doctrine 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  as  there  are  so  many  pre- 
cedents before  us  we  are  bound  to  ac- 
cept them.     Otherwise,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  have  come  down 
here  and  asked  for  this  grant ;  but  there 
would  have  been  an  Act  to  determine 
that  Her  Majesty  should  receive  a  cer- 
tain amount  of    money  annually  upon 
the  marriage  of  each  of  her  children. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  detain 
the  Committee  longer.     I  am  perfectly 
aware,  as  I  intend  to  challenge  the  Vote, 
that  I  shall  be  defeated ;  but  if  the  feel- 
ing inside  this  House  is  not  very  strong 
against  the  Vote  there  is  a  very  strong 
feeling — ^and  many  hon.  Gentlemen  know 
it — against  the  Vote  outside  the  House. 
I  believe  that  those  who  oppose  this  Vote 
are  far  stronger  friends  of  the  Monarchy 
than  those  who  support  it.  The  real  danger 
to  the  Monarchy  at  the  present  time  is 
that  many  persons  may  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  advantages  derived  from 
it  are  more  than  counter-balanced  by  the 
cost  if  these  grants  are  to  be  continually 
voted. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  wish  to  draw  alten- 
tion  to  a  question  which  suggeste  itself, 
and  which  is  of  some  Constitutional  im- 
portance. It  is  whether,  underlying  the 
acquiescence  and  the  general  unanimity 
of  the  House  on  these  Votes,  there  is  nut 
an  implied  understanding  that  the  hut- 
Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


505 


KR.H,  Princess 


{May  H,  1885} 


Beatrice. 


506 


band  of  a  Eoyal  daughter  should  not 
take  a  prominent  part  in  the  political 
contests  of  the  day?  If  necessary,  I 
am  prepared  to  move  an  Amendment, 
to  put  myself  right,  to  the  Eesolution 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 
If  the  House,  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion, or  upon  previous  occasions,  had 
been  under  the  belief  that  the  hus- 
band of  a  Eoyal  daughter  who  was 
about  to  be  married  was  likely  to  enter 
into  political  controversy  and  strife  the 
same  as  any  ordinary  subject  of  the 
Qaeen,  I  do  not  believe  these  Votes 
would  have  been  passed  with  the 
unanimity  veith  which  they  have  usually 
been  passed.  Eecent  circumstances  have 
rendered  it  necessary  that,  at  all  events, 
a  protest  should  be  made  on  this  occa- 
sion against  what  might  possibly  turn 
out  to  be  the  practice  of  husbands  of 
Boyal  daughters  presenting  themselves 
as  Parliamentary  candidates,  and  taking 
an  active  part  in  the  heated  political 
controversies  of  the  day.  I  think,  in  this 
respect,  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  pro- 
test on  what  I  believe  to  be  a  fair  Con- 
stitutional point.  At  least,  I  would  ask, 
whether  there  is  not  really  an  under- 
standing on  which  these  Votes  have 
been  passed  with  unanimity  by  previous 
Houses  of  Commons  that  there  should 
be  absence  from  such  activity  ?  I  need 
not  say  that  with  regard  to  the  sons  of 
the  Monarch  the  question  never  arises. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  sons 
of  the  Monarch  are  legally  disqualified 
from  taking  their  seats  in  this  House.  I 
beUere  there  is  no  legal  disqualification ; 
but,  although  I  am  led  to  the  belief 
that  they  are  not  legally  disqualified 
from  sitting  in  this  House,  I  believe 
there  is  no  precedent  for  the  husband 
of  a  Boyal  daughter  taking  part  in  the 
election  contests  which  occur  in  this 
oountry,  and  long  Constitutional  usage 
has  produced  the  belief  that  they  are 
not  qualified  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  would  venture  to  suggest  that 
it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the 
Sovereign  and  Members  of  the  Eoyal 
Family  should  be  kept  free  from  mixing 
in  Parliamentary  contests.  I  will  sup- 
pose a  case  wluch  would  not  be  at  all 
unlikely  to  occur.  Suppose  the  husband 
of  one  of  the  Eoyal  daughters  were  a 
candidate  for  a  great  popular  consti- 
tuency, and  were  called  upon  to  take 
part    in     pubUc    entertainments    and 


proceedings  in  that  capacity,  surely  it 
would  be  placing  both  the  husband  and 
the  Princess  in  a  position  in  which  they 
mi^ht  be  j^avely  compromised. 

ThbCHAIEMAN:  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  opening  up  a  very 
wide  question,  which  the  Committee  is 
not  competent  to  decide.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  pursue  it,  he  must 
address  himself  to  the  full  House  and 
not  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  glad 
that  we  shall  not  be  allowed  to  be  led 
into  the  broad  by-field  of  discussion 
about  matters  undoubtedly  of  very  great 
importance,  and  doctrines  which  excite 
in  some  minds  a  considerable  degree  of 
astonishment,  as  involving  interference 
with  private  and  personal  liberty.  I 
shall  not  say  one  word  upon  that  sub- 
ject, because  I  think  that  if  I  did  I 
should  be  transgressing  the  spirit  of 
what  you.  Sir,  have  said  from  the  Chair ; 
but  I  am  desirous  to  correct  a  slight 
error  into  which  I  fell  when  I  said  that 
the  first  Vote  to  a  Member  of  the  Eoyal 
Family,  in  my  recollection,  was  in  the 
Government  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel.  It 
was  in  the  Government  of  Lord  Mel- 
bourne, when  a  provision  was  pro- 
posed for  the  Prince  Consort,  upon  his 
marriage  with  Her  Majesty.  Having 
made  that  correction,  I  will  only  say, 
with  regard  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  that  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  answer  that  speech,  because 
there  is  much  history  in  the  matter,  and 
in  our  endeavouring  to  set  right  that 
history  from  one  side  or  the  other  we 
might  be  led  into  great  length  of  discus- 
sion, which  I  cannot  think  is  at  all  de- 
sirable that  we  should  enter  into.  There- 
fore, if  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow  me, 
I  will  rather  enter  a  general  protest 
against  his  speech.  I  believe  it  is  the 
general  disposition  of  the  House  that 
we  should  now  proceed  to  a  vote. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  :  I  am  more  surprised 
at  the  observations  which  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  than  by  those  which 
have  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  in  op- 
posing this  grant ;  because  if  the  Irish 
people  had  the  choice  of  their  own 
Eulers,  or  were  an  ordinary  Eepublic, 
I  do  not  think  they  would  split  straws 
or  be  very  churlish  as  to  the  expense  of 
it.    It  is  not  to  a  few  thousand  pounds 
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here  or  there  in  the  cost  of  Eoyalty  that 
we  particularly  ohject.  If  Eoyalty  is 
anything  it  must  be  expensive ;  but 
after  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry has  said,  certain  recent  events 
make  it  necessary  for  me  also  to  protest 
against  its  being  supposed  that  the  Irish 
people  entertain  the  same  feelings  as 
the  English  people,  or  participate  in 
their  enthusiasm  about  the  Boyal 
Family,  or  have,  indeed,  any  feeling 
with  regard  to  them  except  such  loyalty 
as  the  strict  letter  of  the  law  enforces. 
That,  unquestionably,  is  my  definition 
of  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish  people  to- 
wards England.  Some  Members  of  the 
Boyal  Family  in  England  appear  to  live 
hard-working  and,  in  their  way,  useful 
lives;  but,  as  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, their  lives  are  something  worse 
than  a  blank.  We  never  see  them  in 
Ireland  at  all — although  I,  for  one,  do 
not  in  the  least  object  to  that,  for,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  has 
remarked  of  another  personage  con- 
nected with  the  Eoyal  Family,  Royal 
personages  are  brought  over  to  that 
country  on  a  political  campaign  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way  as  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister sometimes  goes  to  Mid  Lothian. 
After  the  Chairman's  ruling,  I  suppose 
it  would  not  be  competent  for  me  to 
make  any  detailed  reference  to  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  Prince  of 
Wales's  recent  visit  to  Ireland.  Pro- 
bably there  will  be  another  opportunity 
of  doing  so.  I  only  allude  to  it  now  as 
an  illustration  of  the  purposes  to  which 
the  money  granted  by  Parliament  to 
the  Eoyal  Family  may  occasionally  be 
devoted;  and  I  must  say  that,  up  to 
this  moment,  no  intelligible  motive  has 
ever  been  assigned  for  that  Eoyal  visit 
to  Ireland.  [  Cries  of ' '  Order !  "]  The 
only  conclusion  which  the  Irish  people 
can  draw  or  have  drawn 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's remarks  have  no  reference,  and 
are,  indeed,  entirely  irrelevant  to  the 
Eesolution  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN:  I  will  not  pursue 
my  observations  on  the  subject.  I 
simply  meant  to  point  out  that  you  can- 
not expect  the  Irish  people,  while  things 
of  this  sort  are  going  on,  to  exhibit  the 
same  enthusiasm  for  the  functions  of 
the  Eoyal  Family,  whom  they  never 
see  except  in  the  character  of  political 
agents,  and  whom  they  can  neither  hold 
aloof  from  without  being  misrepresented, 

Mr.  O'Brien 


or  tell  the  truth  to  without  having  tiieir 
heads  broken.  It  was  for  this  reason, 
and  not  from  anything  personal  to  the 
Eoyal  Family,  that  I,  for  one,  feel  con- 
strained to  vote  against  any  g^ant  of 
this  kind,  which  I  am  quite  sure  will 
not  be  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  may,  possibly,  be  used  to 
their  detriment. 

Colonel  STEELE  :  I  will  not  detain 
the  Committee  for  many  moments.  I 
may  say  that  there  is  no  Member  of  this 
House  who  has  a  stronger  feeling  than 
I  have  against  the  proposal  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister ;  and  I  entered  the  House  this 
afternoon  with  a  full  determination,  if 
not  to  challenge  the  Vote,  at  any  rate 
to  enter  a  protest  against  it  without  re- 
cording my  vote.  But,  Sir,  permit  me 
to  say  that  I  have  considered  the  matter 
fully,  and,  on  reflection,  I  cannot  in  my 
heart  pursue  the  course  I  had  intended 
to  take.  I  will  give  two  or  three  rea- 
sons why  I  do  not  pursue  that  course. 
When  I  consider  that  the  request  now 
made  is  for  the  last  of  all  Her  Majesty's 
unmarried  children ;  when  I  oonsider, 
also,  that  all  the  other  daughters  of  the 
Queen  have  received  a  similar  gp^nt; 
when  I  consider,  further,  that  the  Prin- 
cess Beatrice  is  one  of  the  noblest  of 
England's  daughters  —  I  feel  that  it 
would  be  invidious,  harsh,  and  even 
cruel  to  refuse  the  grant  proposed  on 
this  occasion.  I  therefore  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  not  to  press  his  opposition 
to  a  division.  The  hon.  Member  hai 
already  entered  his  protest;  he  may 
now  let  us,  for  once,  have  unanimity ; 
and,  as  this  is  the  last  occasion,  be  will 
have  a  fair  field  and  no  favour  open  to 
him  in  the  future. 

Me.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (who 
rose  amid  cries  of  '^  Divide !  ")  said :  I 
think,  Sir  Arthur  Otway,  that  if  any 
proof  were  required  of  the  absolute  un- 
soundness of  the  reasons  which  have 
been  advanced  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
would  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  his  Govemmenti 
and  his  supporters  are  evincing  tlus 
afternoon  an  unwillingnesa  to  hear  any 
discussion  of  the  question.  I  most  say 
I  am  opinion  that  if  a  Motion  like  thu 
were  not  discussed  we  should  be  setting 
an  extremely  bad  precedent.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow   (Mr, 
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O'Brien)  bad  not  uttered  his  protest 
against  this  grant,  what  should  we  have 
found  in  the  newspapers  to-morrow  ? 
We  should  have  found  every  newspaper 
exultinglj  describing  tbe  extraordinary 
unanimity  of  the  Committee,  and  point- 
ing out,  in  a  tone  of  triumph,  that  even 
the  Irish  Members  were  not  able  to 
stand  up  in  the  House  and  speak  out 
against  the  Vote  in  the  name  of  those 
whom  they  represent.  It  is,  therefore, 
the  duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  tell 
the  House  plainly  that  we  represent 
people  who  do  not  believe  in  English 
Hoyalty,  and  that  the  time  has  come 
when,  on  behalf  of  the  people  we  repre- 
sent, we  should  speak  out ;  for  if  we  did 
not  do  so  we  should  be  properly  looked 
upon  as  hypocrites.  In  Ireland  we  have 
had  very  Uttle  experience  of  Eoyalty. 
But  a  very  short  time  ago  we  had  a  visit 
from  a  Member  of  the  Boyal  Family, 
and  what  was  the  impression  we  derived 
from  that  visit  ?  [  Cries  of  '«  Order ! "] 
I  am  merely  going  to  give  a  reason  why 
I  oppose  this  Vote.  The  impression  of 
Boyalty  we  have  gathered  from  that 
visit — and  as  this  is  a  grant  for  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Boyal  Family,  this  is  an  ap- 
propriate occasion  for  referring  to  the 
matter — the  impression  of  Royalty  re- 
ceived by  the  Irish  people  from  that 
visit  was  simply  this — ^that  Royalty  is 
something  we  must  take  off  our  hats  to 
and  cheer,  whether  we  like  or  not, 
on  pain  of  having  our  heads  broken  by 
a  policeman  and  being  turned  out  of  our 
own  railway  stations.  We  are  perfectly 
willing  to  be  loyal,  and  even  to  support 
grants  like  that  now  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  support  of 
Bojalty,  provided  the  result  is  some- 
thing of  benefit  to  ourselves,  and  pro- 
vided we  get  something  in  return  for 
the  public  money  we  are  asked  to  vote ; 
but  we  object  to  make  provision  for  a 
Boyalty  which  we  are  obliged  to  cheer, 
or  else  run  the  risk  of  getting  our  heads 
broken.  Our  recent  experiences  of 
Boyalty  have  not  been  such  as  to  en- 
coorage  us  in  any  demonstration  of 
k^ahy,  and  we  certainly  do  not  feel 
disposed  to  pay  for  the  privilege  of 
having  our  rights  violated.  I  think 
that  £is  debate  will  have  done  several 
good  things.  Among  others,  it  will  have 
had  the  effect  of  showing  to  the  work- 
ing people  of  England  —  who  them- 
•rives,  I  believe,  do  not  care  the  snuff 
d  a  candle  about  Boyalty — ^that  there 


is  only  one  English  Member  in  this 
House  calling  himself  a  Radical  who  has 
the  common  honesty  and  the  straightfor- 
wardness to  stand  up  and  speak  his  mind 
on  this  question.  It  will  convey  to  the 
working  classes  the  perfect  uselessness 
and  the  hollowness  of  the  Radical  Party 
below  the  Ministerial  Gangway.  [^Cries 
of  Order  Vn 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  remarks  the  hon.  Member  is 
now  making  are  not  relevant  to  the 
Question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  de- 
sire to  make  my  remarks  as  relevant  as 
I  possibly  can.  I  was  about  to  point 
out  some  reasons  why  I  think  hon. 
Members  opposite  should  not  take  ex- 
ception to  sentiments  which  cannot  al- 
together be  called  Royal  sentiments, 
and  why  they  should  oppose  this  Vote. 
Some  of  them  profess  to  be  Republicans, 
and  certainly  ought  to  oppose  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  himself  has  been  un- 
able to  make  out  a  case  in  favour  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  before 
the  House  this  evening  in  a  suppliant 
attitude,  and  he  has  not  attempted  to 
prove  that  his  approval  is  in  itself  a 
sound  and  a  just  one,  which  should  re- 
commend itself  to  the  minds  of  the 
thinking  English  people ;  but  he  simply 
said — '*  Oh,  if  you  please,  this  is  the  last 
of  the  Queen's  daughters;  accept  this 
proposal,  because  it  is  the  last  of  its 
kind."  He  said  'nothing  in  support  of 
past  grants,  or  anything  in  favour  of 
this;  but,  in  effect,  he  said — **Let  us 
have  no  more  trouble  about  the  matter ; 
it  is  not  worth  raising  a  discussion,  as 
this  is  the  last  proposal  which  can  be 
made  in  the  present  Reign."  Now,  if  this 
is  a  good  proposal,  it  ought  to  be  capa- 
ble of  being  supported  by  argument; 
and  if  it  is  not,  it  ought  not  to  be  ac- 
cepted simply  because  it  is  the  last.  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friends  around  me  will 
challenge  a  division,  even  if  the  Radical 
Members  opposite  do  nut  remain  in  the 
House  to  vote  against  the  grant.  I  be- 
lieve the  time  is  coming  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  speak  out  against  this  humbug 
and  this  superstition  which  makes  you 
feed — [Zo«rf  cries  o/**  Order,"  and  in- 
terruption,']  Hon.  Members  may  inter- 
rupt, but  1  am  going  to  have  my  say.  I 
maintain  that  it  is  time  this  superstition 
which  prompts  the  English  people  to 
feed  and  to  pamper  Royal  personages 
were  got  rid  of,  when  you  see  the  streets 
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of  your  capital  filled  with  unfortunate 
wretches  who  are  starving.  I  maintain 
that  such  a  proceeding  is  not  worthy  of 
a  civilized  nation,  and  a  proposal  of  this 
character  is  especially  objectionable, 
coming  as  it  does  from  a  man  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  knows  of  the  existence 
of  stark  and  staring  poverty  in  this 
country,  of  the  large  number  of  people 
who  are  out  of  work,  and  of  the  many 
poor  households  in  which  £1  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  would  be  much  more  ac- 
ceptable to  them  than  the  £6,000  which 
it  is  proposed  the  Committee  should  give 
to  this  Eoyal  Princess.  The  Committee 
may  be  able  to  give  this  money  now ; 
but  certainly  a  day  will  come  in  Eng- 
land when  the  people  will  assemble  in 
their  thousands,  as  they  assembled  last 
night,  to  consider  the  proposals  of  the 
Budget.  Whenever  the  people  do  as- 
semble, it  will  not  be  merely  to  protest 
against  the  impositions  of  a  Budget ;  but 
it  will  be  to  protest  against  the  exist- 
ence of  that  machinery  of  Government 
which  robs  the  people  of  their  money 
and  keeps  them  in  starvation.  It  will 
be  to  tear  down  this  building  upon  the 
heads  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  to 
march  into  Downing  Street  in  a  way 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
little  accustomed  to.  [CnV«  of  '*  Di- 
vide ! "]  I  shall  not  be  deterred  by  in- 
terruptions of  this  kind  from  entering 
my  protest  against  the  Vote.  No  per- 
sons like  to  be  told  they  are  robbers,  and 
no  wonder  the  Committee  are  crying 
'* Divide!"  But  I  maintain  that  you 
are  robbing  the  people,  and  I  protest 
against  such  robbery,  believing  that  the 
day  will  come  when  the  people  will 
make  themselves  heard  in  a  manner 
stronger  and  more  effective  than  my 
voice  has  been  able  to  accomplish. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  837; 
Noes  38:  Majority  299.— (Div.  list, 
No.  188.) 

Besolvedy  That  the  annaal  sam  of  Six  Thou- 
sand  Pounds  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  the  said  Annuity  to  be  settled  on  Her 
Boyal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice  for  her  life, 
in  such  manner  as  Her  Majesty  shall  think 
nroper,  and  to  commence  from  the  date  of  the 
Marriage  of  Her  Eoyal  Highness  with  His 
Serene  Highness  Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  Tihw^orrotc, 

Mr.  WiUiam  Ridmond 


BEaiSTBATION  OP  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  150.] 
[Mr.  Campbell'Bannsrman,  Mr.  Solicitor  G^trmi 

for  Ireland.) 
OONSIDEBATION.      [aDJOUBITED  DEBATE.]] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoaroed 
Debate  on  Amendment  [l3th  May],  on 
Consideration  of  Bill,  as  amended. 

New  Clause : — 

(Technical  breach  of  tenancy  shall  not 
disqualify.) 
**  Where  any  person  claiming  to  occupy  or  to 
have  occupied  a  dwelling-house,  lands,  or 
tenements,  was  evicted  from  such  premises  for 
non-payment  of  rent  during  the  qualifying 
period  of  occupation,  but  was  subsequently  rein- 
stated in  the  possession  of  same,  such  peraon 
shall  be  deemea,  notwithstanding  such  eviction, 
to  have  been  in  occupation  of  said  premises 
during  the  whole  of  the  qualifying  period  if  bo 
can  show  that  he  has  paid  the  poor  rates  for 
such  qualifying  period,"  —{Mr.  Eealjf,) 

— hr ought  up,   and  read  the  first  and 
second  time,  and  amended. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after 
the  word  ''reinstated,"  to  insert  tlie 
words  **  by  writ  of  restitution." — {^ir. 
Solieitor  Qeneralfor  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  word* 
be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$ed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
moved,  in  page  2,  after  Clause  5,  the 
insertion  of  a  new  clause  providing  that 
Section  3  of  13  &  14  Viet.,  c.  69,  should 
apply  to  freemen,  and  that  they  should 
thus  be  disqualified  for  voting  if  they 
received  parochial  relief. 

Clause  (Disqualification  as  to  free* 
men,)  —  {Mr.  Campbell  -  Bann^nmas^)^^ 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed» 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  sexton  said,  there  was  no  ma* 
chinery  by  which  freemen  who  had  re* 
ceived  parochial  relief  could  be  removed 
from  the  list  of  voters.  He  would, 
therefore,  suggest  the  following  addi* 
tion  to  the  clause  : — 

•'That  the  town  clerk  shall  tapply  to  the 
clerk  of  the  union  a  copy  of  the  roll  of  fr— 
men,  and  the  clerk  of  the 
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fuch  copy  with  the  names  marked  of  the  free- 
men  who  have  received  poor  law  relief  within 
the  period  for  the  purpose  of  disqualifying 
them." 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
said,  a  clause  to  the  effect  of  the  present 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
withdrawn  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
he  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman)  pro- 
posed. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  the  clause 
proposed  was  a  monstrosity,  inasmuch 
as  every  person  who  received  parochial 
relief  was  disqualified  from  exercising 
the  franchise,  including  freemen,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  necessary  to  incor- 
porate it  in  the  present  Bill.  The  pro- 
posal was  nothing  but  a  mere  waste  of 
time  on  the  part  of  the  Grovemmont,  and 
if  the  clause  was  persisted  in  he  should 
divide  the  House  against  it. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that  those  of  them 
who  happened  to  be  really  acquainted 
with  the  structure  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment were  bound  to  resist  the  clause ; 
because,  if  they  did  not,  they  would  be 
committing  the  House  to  a  piece  of 
legislative  folly.  All  the  clause  did  was 
to  aay  that  a  disqualification  which  ap- 
plied to  every  man  without  distinction 
should  apply  to  freemen.  If  the  clause 
did  anything  at  all,  it  rather  threw 
doubt  on  the  existing  law.  By  the  law 
as  it  at  present  stood  all  who  received 
parochial  relief,  freemen  included,  were 
thereby  disqualified.  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  passed,  on  the  principle  of 
erpreuio  uni%u  ezeiusio  alteriue^  pauper 
relief,  except  in  the  case  of  freemen, 
would  not  disqualify.  Such  specific 
enactments  were  only  an  encumbrance 
on  legislation,  and  had  no  justification. 

Mr.  small  said,  he  did  not  often 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  ;  but,  in  this  case,  he  was 
bound  to  agree  that  the  disqualification 
in  question  applied  to  all  classes  of  elec- 
tors, and  the  clause  was,  therefore, 
mmecessary.  Clerks  of  Unions  were 
always  conversant  with  the  names  of 
^^ernen  who  had  received  parochial  re- 
lief. This  Amendment  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  another  instance 
of  the  fact  that  when  Irish  Members 
asked  for  one  thing  from  the  Govern- 
ment, they  got  another.  What  they 
asked  for  was  machinery  to  apply  the 
existing  law  to  freemen.  The  clause 
simply  said  that  the  general  law  included 
freemen,   without  providing  machinery 
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for  applying  the  general  law  to  that 
particular  class. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND(Mr.  WALKKB)said, he  would 
be  happy  to  consider  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton). 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145  ;  Noes 
28:  Majority  117.--(Div.List,No.  189.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Clause 
amended,  by  inserting,  at  end,  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

"  The  town  clerk  shall  supply  to  the  clerk  of 
the  union  a  copy  of  the  roll  of  freemen,  and 
the  clerk  of  the  union  shall  return  such  copy 
with  the  names  marked  of  the  freemen  who 
have  received  poor  law  relief  within  the  period 
for  the  purpose  of  disqualifying  them." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  bannerman 
moved  the  following  new  clause  : — 

**  Every  revising  barrister  acting  for  a  bo- 
rough shall  hold  at  least  one  evening  sitting  of 
his  court  in  such  borough. 

*'  An  evening  sitting  shall  commence  not 
later  than  seven  nor  earlier  than  six  o'clock  in  the 
evening,  and  shall  be  of  such  duration  as  shall 
be,  in  the  opinion  of  the  revising  barrister, 
reasonable. 

**  Special  notice  or  notices  of  each  evening 
sitting  shall  be  published  by  the  town  clerk  in 
such  manner  as  the  revising  barrister  may 
direct." 

Clause  (Evening  sittings  of  revision 
court,)  —  {Mr,  Camphell- Bannerman,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Me.  SEXTON  proposed  to  insert,  after 
the  word  **  borough,"  *'  or  in  a  town  of 
3,000  inhabitants."  He  aho  failed  to 
see  why  the  counties  should  be  separated 
from  the  boroughs  in  Ireland  in  this 
matter,  for  that  was  an  anomaly,  and 
did  not  exist  in  England,  inasmuch  as 
it  had  been  duly  provided  for  in  the 
English  Bill.  Surely  it  was  of  as  much 
importance  to  residents  in  county  divi- 
sions to  be  accurately  described  as  it  was 
to  those  living  in  boroughs. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  that  it  had  been  generally  agreed 
that  the  same  course  should  be  adopted 
in  Ireland  as  in  England. 

Mr.  GOEST  suggested  that  there 
should  be  a  limit  of  population  of  towns    f 
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ia  Irish  counties  in  whioh  evening  sit- 
tings Bhould  be  held.  According  to  the 
English  law,  such  evening  sittings  were 
to  be  held  only  in  towns  of  over  10,000 
inhabitants. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
said,  if  that  were  the  case,  he  would  be 
willing  to  assimilate  the  law. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  pointed  out  that  the 
towns  in  Ireland  were,  for  the  most 
part,  small  in  comparison  with  those  of 
England.  If  the  law  of  Ireland  were 
assimilated  with  that  of  England,  he 
maintained  that  an  Irish  town  contain- 
ing 3,000  inhabitants  was  of  as  much 
importance  as  an  English  town  contain- 
ing 10,000  inhabitants.  This  alteration 
in  the  law  would  be  quite  as  advan- 
tageous to  the  Conservatives  as  to  the 
Liberals. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  there  were  34 
counties  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Thirty-two.  ILaugh- 
Ur.'] 

Mr.  small  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  does  not  even  know  the 
number  of  counties  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LEWIS,  continuing,  said,  there 
were  32  counties  in  Ireland ;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  in  more  than  five  or  six 
cases  evening  sittings  would  be  rendered 
necessary.  If  the  Motion  applied  to 
counties  as  well  as  to  boroughs,  there 
would  be  Revision  Courts  opened  at 
night  at  which  there  would  not  be  busi- 
ness to  transact. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  Government  wished  to  give 
the  same  facilities  to  Ireland  for  regis- 
tration purposes  ba  were  enjoyed  in 
England.  Me  was  not  aware  that  even- 
ing sittings  had  been  extended  to  coun- 
ties in  England  until  that  moment.  That 
being  so,  and  as  he  thought  the  limit 
of  a  population  of  10,000,  as  in  Eng- 
land, was  too  high,  he  would  suggest 
that,  after  borough,"  the  following 
words  should  be  inserted : — 

"  Or  hold  his  court  in  towns  contaicing,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  pablished  Centos,  more  than 
5,000  inhabitants." 

Mr.  small  said,  he  thought  that 
even  the  limit  now  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  too  high  a 
number.  There  were  14  counties  in 
Ireland  which  had  no  town  with  a  popu- 
lation exceeding  5,000. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied,  that,  in  those  cases,  there  would 
be  no  need  for  evening  sittings. 

Ur.  Goret     ' 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  statement  that  in 
many  counties  there  would  be  no  con- 
test in  the  Revision  Courts.  From  his 
experience  of  the  action  of  those  holding^ 
the  opinions  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University,  he  believed  they 
would  contest  every  vote  in  Kinsale, 
Mallow,  Bandon,  and  Yougbal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Clause 
read  a  second  time  accordingly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  3,000 
too  Inw  a  limit  of  population,  and  while 
he  thought  5,000  would  be  a  very  good 
limit,  he  was  prepared  to  agree  to  some- 
thing less — say,  4.000. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  would  accept  4,000. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Campbell-Bait- 
NERMAN,  Clause  amended t  by  insertingy 
in  line  3,  after  *'  borough  " — 

"  Or  hold  his  court  in  towns  containing,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  published  Census,  more  thma 
4,000  inhabitants." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  tc^  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  moved  the 
following  clause: — **The  li^ts  of  voters 
may  be  made  out  alphabetically  or  by 

streets." 

Clause  (List  of  voters,) — (J/r.  BoUeiUr 
General  for  Ireland,) — brought  up^  and 
read  the  first  and  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  by  inserting, 
before  tbe  first  word  **  The,"  the  words 
"On  all."— (lAr.  SmaU,) 

Question,  *•  That  the  words  '  On  all  * 
be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  amended,  and  added  to  the  BilL 

Clause  3  (Power  of  the  Lord  liea- 
tenant  in  Council  to  prescribe  forms.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
23,  by  leaving  out  the  word  •*  may," 
and  inserting  the  word  **  shall,"  ^(Jkt. 
6*tfj:/<m,)— instead  thereof. 

Question,  **That  the  word  'may* 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  a$re^  tm. 

Amendments  made. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Polling  districts). 
Mb.  SEXTON  moved  to  amend  tht 
clause  by  inserting  a  new  sub-sectioo, 
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the  effect  of  which  would  bo  that  in 
erery  Parliamentary  borough  in  Ireland, 
except  Dublin  and  Belfast,  Municipal 
Coxporation  Town  Commissioners  and 
Boards  of  Guardians  should  be  at  liberty 
to  appear  by  counsel  and  give  evidence 
before  Justices  in  the  case  of  making 
or  altering  polling  districts.  It  was 
also  proposed  by  the  sub-section,  that 
the  same  bodies  should  be  empowered 
to  appeal  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  Privy  Council  against  any  order  of 
Justices  as  to  polling  districts.  The 
hon.  Member  explained  that  he  omitted 
Dublin  and  Belfast  from  the  provi- 
Bion,  because  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  those  cases  fixed  the  polling  dis- 
tricts. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  6,  by  inserting,  after  sab- 
section  (I),  the  words, — "In  every  Parlia- 
mentary borough  in  Ireland,  except  the  city 
of  Dublin  and  the  town  of  Belfast,  and  in 
erery  Parliamentary  county  in  Ireland,  any 
nmnicipal  corporation  or  board  of  town  com- 
miauoners,  or  any  board  of  poor  law  guar- 
dians, shall  be  entitled  to  appear  by  coun- 
sel or  otherwise,  and  to  make  representations 
and  offer  evidence,  before  the  chairman  of 
itoarter  senions  and  justices  of  the  county,  with 
reference  to  the  constitution  of  any  polling 
district  or  districts  lying  wholly  or  partly  within 
the  area  of  any  such  municipality  or  poor  law 
union,  or  in  opposition  to  any  order  made,  or 
intended  to  be  made,  by  such  chairman  and 
jnstioea  constituting  or  altering  such  polling 
district,  and  such  chairman  and  justices  shall 
gire  such  pabhc  notice  of  their  intention  to 
make  an  order  constituting  or  altering  a  poll- 
ing  district  so  as  to  enable  any  municipal 
corporation  or  board  of  town  commissioners  or 
poor  law  guardians  concerned  as  aforesaid  to 
appear  and  give  evidence  before  them,  and  any 
SQch  board,  so  concerned,  shall  be  entitled  to 
appeal  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Coun- 
cil against  any  order  of  the  chairman  and 
justices  affecting  them  as  aforesaid,  and  to  ap- 
pear by  coonsol  and  give  evidence  in  support  of 
nch  an  appeal."— (if r.  Stxton.) 

Qaeetion  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Kb.  lewis  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  would  senre  any  useful  purpose 
to  proride  such  elaborate  machinery  for 
disputing  and  appealing  matters  of  this 
kind. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  adoption  of 
thd  proposal  would  seriously  delay  the 
pr^minary  arrangements  for  the  Ge- 
neral Election.  At  present,  all  parties 
interested  had  a  right  to  be  heard  before 


Justices  on  questions  of  this  kind,  and 
there  was  a  regular  mode  of  appealing 
from  an  order  of  Justices  as  to  polling 
districts. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  he  would  be  loth  to  introduce 
any  change  in  the  present  procedure, 
which  had  been  adopted  from  the  Ballot 
Act,  and  which  had  been  found  to  work 
smoothly  and  well.  It  would  be  inex- 
pedient, in  the  present  urgent  state  of 
affairs,  to  run  a  risk  of  causing  delay, 
seeing  that  they  did  not  know  what 
might  happen  if  they  made  the  alteration 
proposed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  if  it  could  be 
shown  him  that  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  retard  the  procedure 
in  any  way  he  would  vote  against  it. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  it  would 
accelerate  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  27  ;  Noes 
52:  Majority  25.— (Div.  List,  No.  190.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Small,  the 
following  Amendments  agreed  to : — ^In 
page  3,  after  line  22,  insert — 

**  Not  later  than  one  month  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act  the  town  councils  or  town  commis- 
sioners of  the  other  boroughs  in  Ireland  shall 
respectively  take  into  consideration  the  divisions 
of  such  boroughs  into  polling  districts,  and  shall 
respectively  divide  such  boroughs  into  polling 
districts  in  such  manner  as  may  be  most  con- 
venient for  taking  the  votes  of  electors,  and  so 
that  as  nearly  as  possible  an  equal  number  of 
electors  may  be  allotted  to  poll  in  each 
district ;  *' 

in  line  23,  after  '*  councils,"  insert  "  and 
town  commissioners ; "  and  after  line  26, 
insert— 

**  The  register  of  voters  shall  be  made  up  in 
separate  lists  for  each  polling  district.'* 

Clause,  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Power  to  appoint  additional 
revising  barristers). 

Mr.  SEXTON,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  part  of  the  clause  enacting  that 
Bevising  Barristers  dealing  with  the  Act 
should  be  of  "  not  less  than  six  years' 
standing,"  said,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  put  in  such 
a  limitation  as  that.  He  believed  that 
the  new  Act,  which  would  allow  barris- 
ters to  take  out  their  degrees  in  Dublin, 
would  make  the  Bar  more  popular,  and 
he  believed  that  some  of  these  young 
barristers  might  be  far  more  capable  of 
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dealing  with  the  Act  than  some  of  the 
old  and  stupid  men  who  had  been  for 
years  hanging  ahout  the  Four  Courts. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  35,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
*'  of  not  less  than  six  years*  standing  at  the 
bar."— (ifr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 

said,  the  hon.  Member  had  anticipated  a 
great  addition  to  the  number  of  barris- 
ters in  Ireland,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
restriction  should  be  removed.  He  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman)  thought  that  that 
was  an  argument  which  would  apply  the 
opposite  way.  He  believed  that  this 
was  the  usual  period  required  for  per- 
sons who  performed  such  duties  to  have 
been  called  to  the  Bar. 

Mb.  KENNY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  urged  that,  in  many  cases, 
the  young  barristers  would  be  very  much 
more  capable  of  dealing  with  the  scheme, 
which,  after  all,  did  not  require  a  groat 
amount  of  knowledfi^e  to  carry  out,  than 
the  older  men.  He  believed  that  for 
some  appointments  to  the  India  Civil 
Service — even  the  Bench — three  years 
only  were  required. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo.  He  would  admit 
that  there  were  a  number  of  very  iutelli- 
gent  young  men,  and  some  very  stupid 
old  men;  but,  at  the  same  time,  ex- 
perience was  an  advantage  in  all  the 
transactions  of  mankind,  and  more  es- 
pecially so  in  the  men  who  were  to  deal 
with  these  matters  of  electoral  law. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  could  state, 
from  experience,  that  some  of  the  old 
Bevising  Barristers  were  absolutely  lack- 
ing in  intelligence.  He,  on  one  occasion, 
had  to  appear  before  two  old  fogies — 
Messrs.  Lefroy  and  Gamble — who  were 
acting  in  that  capacity,  and  he  assured 
the  House  that  two  men  more  lament- 
ably Ignorant,  it  had  never  been  his 
misfortune  to  be  brought  into  contact 
with.  Very  young  men  fresh  from  the 
Inns  of  Court  made  better  judges  of 
electoral  law  than  those  who  had  for 
years  been  hanging  about  the  Courts 
losing  whatever  acumen  they  might  ever 
have  possessed. 

Mr.  Sexton 


Mr.  LEWIS  said,  he  believed  that, 
if  the  door  were  opened  to  all  the  young 
barristers  of  two  or  three  years'  standinp^, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  actually 
pestered  with  the  great  number  of  ap- 
plications, both  of  the  young  barristers 
and  their  friends. 

Mr.  small  said,  in  his  opinion, 
some  of  the  barristers  described  as 
** briefless"  would  be  of  36  or  even  46 
years'  standing.  He,  for  his  part,  pre- 
ferred to  consult  young  barristers,  who 
were  always  better  acquainted  with  re- 
cent enactments  than  those  who  merely 
went  through  their  day's  work  without 
troubling  themselves  to  ascertain  the 
latest  changes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraisn. 

Mb.  small,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, to  the  eiiect  that  the  appointment 
of  additional  Eevising  Barristers  might 
not  be  confined  to  the  year  1885,  but 
that  such  appointments  might  be  made 
in  any  year,  said,  that  in  most  counties 
of  Ireland  additional  Eevising  Barristers 
would  not  be  necessary,  but  they  would 
in  some,  such  as  Antrim,  where  the 
County  Court  Judge  had  a  great  deal  of 
work  to  do  both  in  the  County  Courts 
and  Revision  Courts. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  38,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
"the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty.five,"  and  inserting  the  words  ''any 
year,"— (.¥>•.  Small,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty* 
five,'  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Thb  solicitor  general  TOm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
fused to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Informalities  in  registration 
shall  not  affect  validity  of  register). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Amend- 
ment made,  by  inserting  in  psge  4,  line  9, 
after  **  purpose,"  the  words  **  neither 
shall  any  informslity  in  the  filling  up  of 
forms  or  lists  disfranchise  the  voter.*' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Collectors  shall  give  assist* 
ance  in  serving  notices). 
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Oa  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Campbell- 
Baxkebmait,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — In  pag^e  4,  line  27,  leave  out 
from  '•  assist"  to  **  in,'*  in  line  28. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11,  12,  and  13  verbally 
amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Costs  of  appeal). 

Colonel  NOLAN  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  omission  of  the  part  of 
the  clause  relating  to  the  payment  of 
costs  when  Clerks  of  the  Peace  are  made 
respondents  in  appeals  from  the  decisions 
of  Bevising  Barristers.  He  objected  to 
makiog  a  Clerk  of  the  Peace  a  party  in 
these  cases  aud  then  paying  his  costs 
out  of  the  rates,  unless  the  ratepayers 
had  some  control  over  him. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  19,  hy  leaving  oat  from  the 
words  '*  the  costs/'  to  the  word  ••  decision,*'  in 
lins  23. — [Colonel  Kutatu) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bia." 

Trra  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
the  clause  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill 
at  the  suprgestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  who 
pointed  out  that  there  was  an  analogous 
provision  in  the  English  Bill.  The  clause 
enabled  an  appellant  to  require  the  Re- 
vising Barrister  to  name  tho  Clerk  of  the 
Peare  or  the  Town  Clerk  as  respondent, 
e?en  again&t  his  will,  in  an  appeal ; 
and,  under  those  circumstances,  it  was 
only  right  that  his  expenses  should  come 
oat  of  a  public  fund.  They  might  now 
strike  out  the  clause  altogether  ;  but,  if 
it  were  retained  at  all,  its  whole  purpose 
would  be  defeated  by  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

Ma.  CALL  AN  said,  he  objected  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  a  semi- judicial 
officer,  being  made  a  respondent ;  and 
he  would  like  to  know  whether  his  ex- 
penses would  be  paid  out  of  the  poor 
rates,  or  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 
In  the  former  case,  he  should  object  to 
the  arrangement ;  in  the  latter  case,  he 
should  not. 

Mb.  OIBSON  said,  the  matter  could 
be  easily  settled.  This  provision  was 
not  originally  in  the  Government  Bill,  it 
having  been  introduced  at  the  instance 
of  tho  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ifontghan  (Mr.  Healy),  who  pointed 


out  that  a  similar  clause  was  in  the 
English  Act.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  main- 
tained that  hon.  Members  must  take 
the  clause  as  a  whole  or  not  at  all.  If 
hon.  Members  wished  for  the  clause, 
they  must  take  it  as  it  stood  ;  if  they  did 
not  wish  for  it,  then  it  should  be  struck 
out.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  was 
unanswerable,  and,  speaking  for  him- 
self, he  was  quite  satisfied  to  retain  the 
clause,  on  the  argument  that  it  was 
founded  on  a  provision  in  the  English 
Act. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  Bill  pro- 
ceeded on  the  principle  that  those  per- 
sons who  did  not  perform  their  duties 
should  be  subjected  to  penalties.  He 
maintained,  therefore,  if  the  Town  Clerk 
or  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  was  guilty  of 
any  irregularity,  nothing  could  be  more 
just  or  necessary  than  that  the  official 
should  be  bound  to  pay  for  his  mis- 
conduct. He  thought  that  the  clause 
must  be  struck  out,  or  some  provision 
introduced  with  the  object  of  securing  a 
borough  or  a  county  against  the  costs  of 
appeal  arising  out  of  frivolous  objec- 
tions. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  would  call 
tho  attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
59th  section  of  the  Parliamentary  Voters 
(Ireland)  Act,  and  argued  against  de- 
priving the  Town  Clerk  or  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  of  his  costs. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  not  only  was  the  clause  an  objec- 
tionable one,  but  that  it  embodied  an 
unsound  and  unfair  principle.  He  re- 
commended the  omission  of  the  whole 
clause 

Mr.*  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  as  far  as  the  Government 
were  concerned,  they  were  willing  enough 
that  the  clause  should  be  omitted.  It 
did  not  originate  with  them,  it  having, 
as  he  had  said,  been  accepted  at  the 
instance  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  who 
took  it  from  the  English  law.  The  Go- 
vernment thought  thac  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  could  do  no  harm,  although,  at 
the  same  time,  they  had  no  particular 
love  for  it.  He  wished  to  point  out, 
however,  that  the  clause  having  been 
amended  on  Report,  it  could  not  now  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  36,  by  leaving  out  from  the 
word  ''expensea,"  to  the  word  "relates,"  in 
line  40. — (Colonel  Nolan.) 

Question  proposed  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Colonel  NOLAN,  in  moving  a  further 
Amendment  to  add  to  the  clause  the 
words — *'  Provided  the  court  rules  that 
these  costs  have  not  been  incurred  by 
his  own  fatilt  or  negligence,"  said,  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  pre- 
vent Clerks  of  the  Peace  or  other  regis- 
tration ofRcers  from  incurring  needless 
legal  expenses,  and  to  make  the  ruling 
of  the  Court  necessary,  in  order  to  the 
exemption  of  these  ofEcials  from  the 
payment  of  costs  in  unsuccessful  appli- 
cations made  by  them. 


{Inland)  BiU, 
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Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  40,  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  **  relates,"  the  words  **  Provided  the  court 
rules  that  these  costs  have  not  been  incurred 
through  his  own  fault  or  negligence."—  (Cvlotul 
Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SOUCITOB  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  "KowsQ  divided : — Ayes  28;  Noes 
68  :  Majority  40.— (Div.  list,  No.  191.) 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Duties  and  powers  of  court 
of  revision). 

Mb.  sexton,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  provide  that  a  man  whose  name 
had  been  passed  over  in  his  absence 
should  have  his  claim  heard  if  he  ap- 
peared, and  gave  a  good  reason  for  his 
absence  before  the  Court  concluded  its 
sitting,  said,  the  arrangement  contained 
in  his  Amendment  would  prove  of  great 
convenience  to  electors  when  they  were 
called  upon  to  attend  at  the  Eevision 
Courts. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  15,  hy  leaving  out  after  the 
word  "founded,**  to  the  words  "ohjected  to," 
in  line  18.— (if r.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 


The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Me.  KENNY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, on  the  ground  of  its  fairness  to 
constituencies. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  91  ;  Noes 
32  :  Majority  59.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  line  22,  hy  inserting,  after  the 
word  "  hehalf,"  the  worda  ••  hefore  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  sittings  of  the  court." — (Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  opposed  the 
Amendment,  as  being  unnecessary. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  that  unless  the 
Amendment  were  carried,  thousands  of 
voters  would  be  unjustly  disfranchised; 
and  he  would  therefore  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  in  order  to  give 
the  Qovernment  time  to  reconsider  the 
Amendments  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMONDseoonded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Deasy.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  perse- 
vere with  the  Motion,  as  the  necessitj 
for  passing  the  Bill  at  once  was  urgent, 
and  it  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  an  adjournment  could  produce  anj 
change  in  the  views  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  necessity  for  the  Amendment. 
The  Government  might  be  right,  or  thej 
might  be  wrong,  but  they  entertained 
a  very  clear  opinion  in  their  own  minds 
about  the  Amendment ;  and  it  was  quita 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  their  present 
view  had  been  arrived  at  owing  to 
want  of  time  for  considering  the  matter. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  principle  in- 
volved  in  the  Amendment,  if  it  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  might  be  adopted 
in  regard  to  every  matter  that  came  be- 
fore a  Court.  The  reason  which  wonld 
make  it  right  to  extend  this  provision 
so  as  to  give  an  opportunity  for  a  man 
whose  name  had  been  passed  over  in  his 
absence  to  have  his  claim  heard,  if  hs 
subsequently  appeared,  would  apply  to 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLC 


525        RegUtrationof  Voters        {Mat  14,  1885} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


526 


the  procedure  in  every  Court  throughout 
the  country. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
believed  that  the  principle  now  con- 
tended for  was  virtually  adopted  in 
every  Court  of  Justice.  All  that  was 
asked  for  was  that  there  should  be  no 
adverse  decision  against  a  voter  who 
claimed  to  have  his  name  upon  the  Ee- 
gister,  until  it  was  proved  by  positive 
evidence  that  the  name  was  not  entitled 
to  be  there. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  now  discussing  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, and  not  the  Question  before  the 
House,  which  is,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
he  was  only  referring  to  what  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  upon  the  question. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  repeat  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  de- 
bate the  Main  Question  on  the  Motion, 
**  That  tlie  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
hopod  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Deasy) 
would  not  persist  with  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  and  for  this  reason — there 
were  grounds  for  believing  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  induced  to  amend 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  estab- 
lish the  plain  principle  adopted  in  every 
Court  of  Law,  that  there  should  not  be 
an  adverse  decision  against  any  person 
who  was  entitled  to  appear  before  the 
Court  until  clear  evidence  had  been 
g;iven. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  Rules  of  Order  prevented  him  from 
making  a  reference  to  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, as  it  would  have  been  convenient 
that  he  should  reply  to  the  remarks  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  In  conGning  him- 
self to  the  question  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  he  would  only  state  the  im- 
pression which  had  been  produced  on  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  Members.  They  had 
laid  case  after  case  before  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  in  a  manner  which  they 
considered  fair  and  calm.  There  was  not 
a  man  on  those  Benches  who  desired  to 
keep  a  capable  citizen  off  the  Register. 
They  felt  the  urgency  of  the  state  of 
things;  and,  personally,  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
yielded  to  no  man  in  his  wish  to  see  the 
Bill  pass  with  the  utmost  rapidity.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  anxious,  before  it 
passed  into  law,  to  see  that  no  capable 
citizen  was  deprived  of  the  franchise  in 
eonaeqnenoe  of  any  impediment  which 


was  unnecessarily  thrown  in  his  way- 
He  felt  a  strong  conviction,  that  if  the 
Prime  Minister  had  been  present  during 
the  whole  of  the  evening,  several  of  the 
claims  which  the  Irish  Members  had 
made  would  have  commended  them- 
selves to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind  as  plainly  as  they  did  to  his  (Mr. 
Sexton's).  He  regretted  that  he  was 
compelled  to  believe  that  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  would  not  be  facilitated,  but 
impeded,  by  the  stolid  and  set  determi- 
nation of  the  Government  to  reject  every 
Amendment  made  by  the  Irish  Members, 
not  upon  its  merits,  but  because  it  was 
proposed  from  that  quarter  of  the  House. 
The  Irish  Members  were  quite  as 
anxious  as  the  Government  were  to  pass 
the  Bill  in  a  workable  shape. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Deasy)  would  go  to  a  division  upon 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  treated  the 
Irish  Members  throughout  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill  in  a  way  which  was 
very  much  to  be  regretted.  In  support- 
ing the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that 
if  the  Government  would  treat  the  Irish 
Members  with  the  same  amount  of  con- 
sideration as  that  which  they  exhibited 
towards  the  Scotch  Members,  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  his  hon. 
Friend  to  move  the  adjournment,  or  for 
anj'  of  the  adjournments  which,  from 
time  to  time,  the  Irish  Members  found 
themselves  compelled  to  move  in  that 
House.  In  tbis  case,  they  had  before 
them  a  matter  which  affected  Ireland 
and  the  Irish  Members  alone ;  and  on 
one  side  of  the  House  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, in  a  united  body,  had  expressed 
their  feeling  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
which  had  been  made.  On  the  other 
side  of  the  House  there  was  one  Irish 
Gentleman  (the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General)  and  one  Scotch  Gentle- 
man (the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland) 
who  desired  to  override  the  opinions  of 
the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish  Members 
present.  Such  a  state  of  things  was  in- 
tolerable to  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented the  people  of  Ireland.  It  was 
plain  to  see  that  their  opinions  had  not 
the  slightest  weight  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  that  the  opposition  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
sufficient  to  nullify  everything  they  at- 
tempted to  do.     He  hoped,  therefore, 
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that  bis  hon.  Friend  would  persist  witli 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment ;  because, 
if  the  Irish  Members  got  sat  upon  time 
after  time  in  that  House,  it  was  only 
natural  that  they  should  resent  the 
treatment  they  received,  and  the  only 
way  in  which  they  could  do  so  was  to 
move  Motions  for  Adjournment  now  and 
then.  If  the  Qovernment  still  refused 
to  give  way,  he  trusted  that  a  few  more 
adjournments  would  be  moved. 

Mb.  small  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  Qovernment  would  lose  much  time 
if  they  consented  now  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate;  because,  if  not, 
they  would  find  that  they  would  have 
to  consent  to  it  before  they  made  much 
more  progress  with  the  Bill.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  Amendments 
which  must  be  introduced  into  the  forms 
contained  in  the  Schedules;  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that,  if  the  Government 
did  not  consent  to  an  adjournment,  then 
it  would  be  necessary  to  do  so  later  on, 
in  order  that  fresh  clauses  might  be  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  better  to  adjourn  then  in  order 
that  they  might  have  the  forms  in  the 
Schedule  submitted  in  a  manner  which 
would  insure  correspondence  with  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  itself  had 
been  drawn  hastily  and  imperfectly, 
and  would  still  require  careful  amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  did  not  know  what  object  hon. 
Members  opposite  could  have;  but  he 
was  sure  they  could  not  be  aware  of  the 
extreme  urgency  of  the  measure.  The 
greater  part  of  the  Bill  consisted  of 
Amendments  which  had  been  suggested 
by  hon.  Members  opposite  themselves. 
The  very  clause  they  were  now  discuss- 
ing was  a  clause  which  had  been  put 
into  the  Bill  at  the  instance  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  Hpaly),  and  yet  the  Government 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  they  were  sitting 
silent,  with  a  stolid  determination  to 
resist  every  suggestion  that  came  from 
the  Irish  Members.  A  considerable 
part  of  the  Bill  had  been  suggested  by 
Irish  Members ;  but  it  so  happened  that 
the  last  two  or  three  Amendments  the 
Government  had  not  accepted.  They 
were,  as  he  had  said,  Amendments 
moved  upon  clauses  taken  from  the 
English  law,  and  put  into  the  present 
Bill,  on  the  recommendation  and  at  the 

Mr,  WilUam  Redmond 


suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Monaghan.  They  were 
also  Amendments  which  had  been  moved 
without  Notice,  although  the  clauses 
had  been  on  the  Paper  ever  since  the 
Bill  passed  through  Committee.  As  to 
the  urgency  of  the  measure,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  should  be  got  through  that 
night,  and  when  that  was  done,  it 
would  be  his  duty  to  ask  the  House 
even  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time  at 
ODce ;  because,  unless  it  went  to  the 
House  of  Lords  to-morrow,  it  would  fall 
behind  the  Scotch  and  English  Bills,  and 
would  literally  have  no  chance  of  being 
passed  into  law  before  the  Whitsuntide 
Eecess.  If  that  happened,  the  whole 
matter  would  be  thrown  into  confusion. 
None  of  the  new  clauses  were  really 
new,  or  had  been  sprung  upon  the 
House,  and  abundant  opportunity  had 
been  afforded  for  considering  them  in 
all  their  details.  The  Schedules  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Small)  referred  had  been  before 
the  House  in  Committee,  and  plenty  of 
opportunity  had  been  given  for  con- 
sidering them.  If  they  required  cor- 
recting now,  let  them  go  on  at  once  with 
the  work  of  amendment;  but  do  not  let 
them  waste  more  time  over  it.  If  the 
work  of  registration  was  to  be  carried 
out  in  Ireland  at  all  with  anything  like 
efficiency  this  year,  and  with  any  idea 
of  a  General  Election  taking  place  some- 
what sooner  than  was  first  contemplated, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  in  the  House  of  Lords  a 
first  time  to-morrow  night. 

Colonel  KING-HAKMAN  said,  that 
after  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said  as 
to  the  General  Election,  he  should  feel 
inclined  to  support  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, as  he  was  particular  anxious 
that  the  General  Election  should  take 
place  on  the  old  Hegister. 

Question,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  put,  and  n$gai%v$d. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that  as 
different  views  had  been  expressed  re- 
specting the  Amendment,  he  would 
throw  out  a  suggestion.  He  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  practice  in  the 
Bevision  Courts,  and  his  experience  en- 
abled him  to   say  that  the    ists  were 
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always  sub-divided.    For  instance,  there 
was  the  freeman^s  list,  the  householder's 
list,  and  the  lodger's  list,  and  the  Be- 
rising  Barrister,  when  all  the  objections 
had  been  gone  through  in  their  alpha- 
betical order,  signed  the  list,  and  that 
act    was    considered    to    conclude    the 
matter.     What  he  would  suggest  was, 
that  if  a  man  was    not  in  attendance 
when  his  name  was  called,  but  appeared 
before  the  signing  of  the  list,  the  Be- 
Tising  Barrister  might  hear  him.     Of 
course,  a  difficulty  would  arise,  especially 
in  the  case  of  large  towns,  if  the  lists 
were    required  to    be    kept    open    for 
a  number  of  days,  and  if  a  provision 
were  inserted  in  the  Bill  binding  the 
Bevising  Barrister    to  keep  open   the 
list   until    the    whole   of    his    inquiry 
was  completed,  considerable  inconveni- 
ence would  be  entailed.      He  thought 
that  a  rule,  requiring  the  Bevising  Bar- 
rister to  sign  each  list  when  he  came  to 
the  end  of  it,  but  to  hear  any  objected 
person  who  might  attend  before  such  sig- 
nature was  made,  would  meet  the  objec- 
tion which  had  been  raised.    No  doubt 
it  would  be  a  great  hardship  to  strike 
out  a  name,  simply  because  the  man 
named   had  left  the   Court   for  a  few 
minutes  to  get  his  lunch,  or  his  dinner. 
or  a  glass  of  beer.    It  would  be  hard 
if   such  a  person,   on   returning   into 
Court,   were    to   find    that  there    had 
been  a  rush,  and  that  his  name   had 
been  struck  out  in  his  absence.     The 
tisual  practice  in   Begistration    Courts 
was  that  an  advocate  represented  each 
■ide--one  represented  the  objectors,  and 
another  supported   the  voter.     If  the 
advocate  who  supported  the  voter  were 
in  a  position  to  say  that  the  claimant 
had  been  about  the  Court,  and  was  only 
absent  temporarily,  and  were  to  request 
the  Bevising  Barrister  to  pass  over  the 
name,  it  would  be  certainly  very  hard 
for  the  Bevising  Barrister  to  refuse  to 
hear  his  case  on  the  simple  ground  that 
the  name  had  been  reached ;  and  he  him- 
self bad  never  adopted  so  strict  a  course. 
If  theBevisingBarrister  took  that  course, 
he  might   easily    disfranchise,   hastily 
and  without  consideration,  a  consider- 
able number  of  persons.    He  would  not 
require  the  Bevising  Barrister  to  post- 
pone the  hearing  of  a  particular  case, 
'mtil  the  man  came  back  into  Court ; 
but  a  particular  hour,  say,  the  dinner 
kottr,  or  the  close  of  a  particular  list, 
ttight  be  fixed  for  hearing  such  cases, 
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without  resorting  to  the  extreme  course 
of  striking  out  the  name,  before  the 
voter  had  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard.  He  threw  this  out  as  a  sugges- 
tion which  he  hoped  might  be  accepted. 
He  was  sorry  to  hear  that  cases  of  this 
kind  did  occur  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  H.  G.  Allen) 
was  a  great  authority  on  these  matters. 
He  (Colonel  Nolan)  thought  the  hon. 
Member  put  the  case  very  favourably 
for  the  Irish  Members,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  feel  inclined 
to  accept  the  suggestion  he  had  made. 
Unfortunately,  cases  of  this  kind  did 
occur  in  Ireland.  It  might  be  that 
there  was  no  advocate  inside  at  the 
moment ;  and  in  regard  to  his  own 
county,  he  had  been  told  more  than 
once  that  an  advocate  in  the  Bevision 
Courts  was  generally  conspicuous  by  his 
absence. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWEB  said,  he  was 
afraid  that,  in  all  probability,  the  diffi- 
culty would  increase  considerably  with 
the  increase  of  voters.  Exception  had 
been  taken  to  the  rules  which  were  now 
laid  down  by  the  Bevising  Barristers. 
He  must  say  that  the  Bevising  Bar- 
risters in  Ireland,  with  very  lew  ex- 
ceptions, did  their  business  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  way — at  any  rate,  in  a 
manner  unsatisfactory  to  the  majority  of 
the  people.  He  felt  bound  to  mention, 
as  an  exception,  the  County  Court  Judge 
of  the  county  of  Waterf  ord,  who  always 
discharged  his  duty  in  this,  as  in  all 
other  respects,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  bear  in  mind  that 
the  coming  Be  visional  Session  was  one  of 
the  most  important  they  had  had  for 
generations,  and  upon  it  would,  in  aU 
probability,  hinge  the  nature  of  the 
coming  General  Election.  He  sub- 
mitted that,  from  a  variety  of  circum- 
stances, the  new  voters  would  not  be 
conversant  with  the  rules  of  the  Be- 
gistration Court,  and  the  formalities 
which  should  be  gone  through  so  as 
to  enable  them  to  get  their  names  on 
the  lists.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would 
seriously  entertain  the  moderate  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 

Me.  JUSTIN  M^CABTHY  said,  he 
was  quite  willing  to  accept,  as  a  corn- 
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promise,  the  suggestion  wbicli  bad  been 
made  by  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Pembroke  (Mr.  H.  G.  Allen).  He  con- 
fessed tbat  be  was  astonisbed  at  tbe 
manner  in  wbicb  tbe  Qovemment  held 
out  on  a  point  of  tbis  kind — even  upon 
matters  of  arrangement  and  compromise.. 
Tbe  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  bad 
said,  a  few  minutes  ago,  tbat  some  of 
tbe  principal  Amendments  wbicb  bad 
been  introduced  into  tbe  Bill  bad  been 
made  upon  tbe  suggestion  of  tbe  Irisb 
Members.  In  otber  words,  baving  in- 
serted in  tbe  Bill  a  variety  of  Amend- 
ments, at  the  instance  of  tbe  Irish  Mem- 
bers, they  bad  virtually  changed  tbe 
Bill  from  tbe  character  it  originally  pre- 
sented. Then  why  sbould  tbe  Govern- 
ment oppose  a  further  suggestion  wbicb 
certainly  bad  received  tbe  support  of 
every  Englisb  Member  wbo  under- 
stood tbe  question?  He  trusted  tbat 
tbe  Government  would  not  pursue 
this  obstinate  course  any  furtber,  but 
would  come  to  a  compromise  upon  tbe 
matter. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Fabber  Herschell)  said,  be  sbould 
like  to  see  bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
tbe  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  H.  G. 
Allen)  put  tbe  suggestion  be  made  into 
words ;  because  be  (tbe  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral) fancied  tbat  it  would  be  a  very  diffi- 
cult matter.  Suppose  tbat  somebody 
appeared  before  the  Eevising  Barrister 
and  asked  to  have  a  name  postponed. 
Tbat  was  a  very  simple  matter ;  but  bow 
was  the  other  work  to  go  on  ?  If  the 
Bevjsing  Barrister  was  to  be  idle,  while 
people,  wbo  ougbt  to  be  in  attendance, 
were  engaged  upon  otber  business,  and 
if  be  was  to  sit  in  Court,  and  wait  for 
them,  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
on  tbe  work  of  revision  at  all.  Tbe 
Eevising  Barrister,  no  doubt,  would,  and 
ougbt,  to  show  every  possible  considera- 
tion, as  a  Judge  would  do,  in  trying  a 
case  where  a  witness  was  away  accident- 
ally. Before  be  could  assent  to  adopt 
tbe  suggestion  of  bis  bon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  would  ask  bis  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  to  put  bis  proposal  in 
black  and  wbite,  so  tbat  be  might  be 
able  to  deal  witb  it.  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  meet  more  tban  one  con- 
sideration. For  instance,  it  was  not 
only  the  Eevising  Barrister  wbo  would 
bave  to  waste  bis  time,  but  there  were 
many  otber  people  wbo  would  bo  put  to 
inoonvenienc.    If  tbe  Eevising  Barrister 
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passed  over  one  man's  name,  tbe  next 
man's  name  woidd  be  brought  on  sooner, 
and  be  would  probably  be  unprepared. 
If,  in  that  way,  20  or  30  names  were 
passed  oyer,  all  the  rest  would  be  misled, 
and  would  be  placed  in  a  position  of 
considerable  difficulty.  Therefore,  it 
was  not  only  tbe  Eevising  Barrister  wbo 
would  be  inconvenienced  by  baving  to 
postpone  cases  out  of  tbeir  regular 
order,  but  otber  claimants  wbo  were 
lower  down  on  tbe  list  would  be  enor- 
mously inconvenienced  also.  Tberewere, 
consequently,  two  sides  to  tbe  case.  He 
was  sure  that  no  one  could  desire  more 
than  be  did  tbat  tbe  convenience  of 
everyone  sbould  be  consulted  if  possible ; 
but  be  did  not  see  bow  tbe  House  could 
adopt  tbe  suggestion  of  bis  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Pem- 
broke, and  bow  they  were  to  make  such 
a  provision,  unless  they  were  prepared 
to  postpone  the  revision  altogether.  He 
was,  as  be  bad  said,  unable  to  see  bow 
tbe  suggestion  of  bis  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  to  be  put  into  words. 

Mr.  sexton  said  be  thought  he 
would  be  able  to  make  a  suggestioa 
wbicb  would  meet  tbe  difficulty. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  be  would 
wait  until  be  saw  wbat  tbe  suggestion 
was;  but  be  could  not  belp  tbinking 
tbat  the  adoption  of  the  suggestion  of 
tbe  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Pem- 
broke would  create  more  inconvenience 
tban  it  would  prevent.  It  was  quite 
certain  tbat  in  attempting  in  tbis  way  to 
meet  the  convenience  of  certain  per- 
sons, they  would  run  tbe  danger  of  in- 
conveniencing a  great  many  more. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  be  would  make 
a  suggestion  in  reference  to  wbat  tbe 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Pembroke 
(Mr.  H.  G.  Allen)  had  proposed.  Tbe  ob- 
jection to  bis  (Mr.  Sexton's)  proposal 
was  tbat  it  would  interfere  witb  tbe 
business  of  tbe  Court,  and  tbat  the 
Eevising  Barrister  would  be  stopped  in 
bis  inquiry,  if  persons  wbo  were  not 
in  attendance  wben  tbeir  names  were 
called  were  allowed  to  appear  at  a  sub* 
sequent  period.  He  would  suggest  that 
sucb  persons  sbould  be  required  to  ap- 
pear at  a  time  fixed  by  the  Eevising 
Barrister,  wbo  would  make  provision 
that  on  a  certain  day,  and  at  a  certain 
bour,  be  would  take  tbe  cases  of  persona 
whose  names  bad  been  passed  over. 
He  trusted  tbat  tbe  Government  would 
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erince  some  desire  to  meet  tlie  objections 
which  had  been  urged. 

Thb  solicitor  general  (Sir 
Fa&reb  Hbbsohsll)  said,  that  if  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  were  carried  out,  nobody 
would  attend  the  Court  on  the  day  fixed 
lor  the  general  inquiry,  but  all  of  the 
claimants  would  postpone  their  cases 
until  the  day  to  be  fixed  by  the  Revising 
Barrister  lor  the  hearing  of  cases  which 
had  been  passed  over. 

Question  put. 

The  'Eou8e  divided : — Ayes  39;  Noes 
99  :  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  193.) 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Interpretation). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bahnsrhan,  the  following  Amendment 
made :  —  In  page  8,  line  38,  after 
••being,"  insert, — 

"  The  expression  '  The  Parliamentary  Voters 
(Ireland)  Act,  1850,'  means  the  Act  of  the  Ses- 
sion of  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  years  of 
the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  sixty- 
nine;  the  expression  'Revising  Barrister'  in- 
cludes a  county  court  judge  and  chairman  of 
quarter  sessions." 

Ma.  SMALL,  in  moving,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  8,  line  40,  at  end,  in- 


"  The  expression  '  deputy  *  of  a  clerk  of  the 
peace  in  the  said  Parliamentary  Registration 
(Ireland)  Act,  1850,  shall  mean  the  principal 
awstant  of  a  clerk  of  the  peace,*' 

aaid,  that  by  Section  13  of  the  County 
Court  Officers  Act  of  1877,  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  were  entitled  to  have  assistance  ; 
but  there  was  no  such  officer  in  Ireland 
as  a  Deputy  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  All 
were  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  and  great 
confusion  might  arise  unless  an  interpre- 
tation were  inserted  to  explain  that  the 
expression  **  deputy "  in  the  Act  of 
1850  should  mean  the  principal  assistant 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  The  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  were  authorized  by  another 
provision  in  the  Bill  to  name  the  persons 
who  were  to  represent  them  in  these 
Courts,  if  there  were  more  than  one 
Court  held  at  the  same  time;  and,  no 
doubt,  they  would  nominate  efficient  as- 
sistants to  represent  them.  That  fact 
afforded  a  further  reason  why  this  in- 
terpretation should  be  placed  on  the 
word  •'  deputy." 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  page  S,  line  40,  at  end,  insert,^— '*  The  ex- 
pisMiOD  '  deputy '  of  a  clerk  of  the  peace  in  the 


said  Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland)  Act, 
1850,  shall  mean  the  principal  assistant  of  a 
clerk  of  the  peace." — (Mr.  Small.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  opposed  the 
Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  every 
contingency  was  provided  for,  and  that 
any  alteration  might  create  confusion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

THE  FIRST  SCHEDULE. 

PaET  I. — COITNTIES. 

FoEMs   IN   Counties. 

Me.  sexton  moved  an  Amendment, 
in  page  9,  line  32,  at  end  of  note,  add — 

''The  precept  for  the  present  year  is  to 
be  sent  immediately  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  said,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

Mb.  SEXTON  moved  an  Amendment, 
in  page  10,  line  13,  at  end,  add— 

"  To  aid  you  in  the  performance  of  this  duty, 
the  registrars  of  hirths  and  deaths  are  required 
to  send  you,  from  time  to  time  at  your  request, 
returns  of  the  names  and  residences  of  all  male 
persons  of  full  age  dving  within  your  union, 
and  you  must  examine  these  returns  to  see 
whether  anyqne  who  otherwise  would  appear 
in  the  list  of  voters  is  dead.*' 

The  hon.  Member  explained  that  the 
provision  was  taken  from  the  English 
Act. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added.** 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  said,  that 
he  had  adopted  nearly  all  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  taken  from  the 
English  form.  No  doubt,  this  was 
taken  from  the  English  form,  and  was 
English  law,  but  it  was  not  Irish  law. 
He  was,  therefore,  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Me.  SEXTON  asked  how  these  facts 
were  to  be  found  out,  unless  some  such 
provision  were  made  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  said,  they 
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would  be  found  out,  as  they  were  at  the 
present  moment.  Of  course,  the  Clerk 
of  the  Union  would  know  very  well 
whether  the  man  was  dead  or  not.  He 
objected  to  the  Amendment,  on  the 
ground  that,  in  these  Schedules,  it  was 
impossible  to  make  new  law. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  why  it  should 
be  impossible  to  make  new  law  in  the 
House  of  Commons?  If  they  passed 
this  provision,  and  directed  it  to  be  in-' 
serted  in  the  precept,  surely  it  would 
become  law. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  it 
was  most  undesirable  that  the  name  of 
any  dead  man  should  appear  on  the 
list. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Union 
to  strike  off  the  names  of  all  persons 
who  were  dead. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  the  objection 
which  had  been  urged  was  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  he  had  ever  heard.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Clerk  of 
a  Poor  Law  Union  would  probably  know 
whether  a  particular  man  was  dead,  if 
he  happened  to  be  a  large  ratepayer, 
whose  name  had  appeared  regularly  in 
the  list  of  persons  entitled  to  pay  rates ; 
but  it  would  be  perfectly  impossible  for 
him  to  know,  under  the  new  law,  which 
of  the  voters  might  be  dead,  unless  some 
such  provision  as  that  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  were  inserted  in  the  Bill. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  county  of  Dublin 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  that  it  was 
most  undesirable  for  the  names  of  per- 
sons who  were  dead  to  appear  on  the 
lists  of  voters. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  objection  which  had  been  made 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  was  con- 
clusive. They  could  not  put  anything 
in  a  precept,  prescribed  in  a  Schedule, 
which  was  not  supported  by  a  legisla- 
tive enactment  of  some  kind,  and  there 
was  no  legislative  enactment  to  this 
effect  entitling  this  to  be  done.  He 
quite  admitted  the  difficulty,  and  per- 
haps it  might  be  dealt  with  in  **  an- 
other place."  It  would  not  be  met  by 
the  present  Amendment ;  but  he  would 
consider  in  what  way  the  object  could 
best  be  achieved. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  thought 
that    some    interpretation    should    be 
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given  to  the  existing  law,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  overseers  from  falling  into 
arrear.  He  would  suggest  that  it 
might  be  possible,  when  the  Bill  was 
re-committed,  to  re-commit  it  in  respect 
of  a  clause  dealing  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
said,  it  would  not  be  convenient  to 
draw  up  a  clause  upon  this  subject  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill  on  re-oommittal. 
The  Bill  was  only  to  be  re-committed 
in  reference  to  a  special  money  clause. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Seztox,  the 
following  Amendments  made : — In  page 
10,  line  16,  after  "me,"  insert  "on  or 
before  the  eighth  day  of  July ;  '*  and  in 
page  11,  line  12,  after  ''me,"  insert  on 
or  before  the  eighth  day  of  July." 

Me.  sexton,  in  moving,  in  page  1 1 , 
line  20,  to  insert,  af  terthe  word  '*  house," 
the  words  ''rated  in  the  last  rate  made 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  at  an  annual 
value  not  exceeding  four  pounds,"  said, 
that  as  the  Schedule  at  present  stood  it 
struck  out  from  the  list  the  occupier  of 
a  house,  no  matter  how  small  the  value 
might  be,  if  the  rates  due  on  the  1st  of 
January  had  not  been  paid  before  the 
Ist  of  July.  In  Ireland,  if  a  man  occu- 
pied a  house  of  the  value  of  £4  or  under, 
rated  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  land- 
lord was  liable  to  pay  the  rates.  As 
the  landlord  was  usually  a  person  of 
substance,  if  the  rates  were  not  paid, 
they  were  easily  recoverable.  Therefore, 
there  was  no  danger  that  they  would  not 
be  paid,  and  it  was  unjust  that  a  large 
class  of  small  occupiers  should  be  thrown 
out  of  the  franchise  on  account  of  the 
delay  of  some  other  person  over  whom 
they  had  no  control.  They  could  not 
compel  the  landlord  to  pay  the  rates, 
and  all  he  would  have  to  do  woidd  be  to 
delay  payment  until  after  the  Ist  of 
July  in  order  to  deprive  them  of  the 
franchise.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
tenants  themselves  could  pay  the  rates. 
So  they  could  if  they  happened  to  be 
persons  of  substance;  but  it  would  be 
absurd,  and  even  cruelty»  to  ask  them 
at  this  time  to  pay  a  single  Id.  in  addi* 
tion  to  that  for  which  they  were  legally 
liable.  The  evil  in  this  case  was  that 
the  tenant  would  be  disfranchised,  not 
on  account  of  any  fault  of  his  own,  but 
on  account  of  the  fault  of  someone  else. 
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He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  gentle- 
man who  was  well  informed  upon  this 
subject  in  reference  to  the  question  of 
how  far  the  tenant  would  be  able  to  pay 
the  rates  and  afterwards  deduct  them 
from  the  rent.  This  gentleman  asked 
hov  it  could  be  supposed  that  the  ten- 
ants around  the  Donegal  Coast,  and  in 
some  of  the  inland  places,  could  pay  the 
rates  ?  It  would  be  altogether  impossible 
for  the  majority  to  find  the  money.  They 
were  poor  people  who  could  hardly  af- 
ford to  buy  a  stone's  weight  of  Indian 
meal,  and  if  the  Government  could  not 
see  their  way  to  the  amendment  of  this 
provision,  the  ofiPer  of  the  franchise  to 
these  persons  was  a  pure  legislative 
farce.  He  maintained  that  if  the  pro- 
vision was  to  include  the  occupiers  of 
houses  of  £4  annual  rent  and  under, 
the  result  would  be  to  disfranchise  nearly 
the  whole  of  these  poor  men.  He  sub- 
mitted that  justice  and  common  sense 
required  that  such  a  result  should  be 
prevented. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Id  page  11,  line  20,  by  inserting,  after  the 
the  word  "  house,*'  the  words  *'  rated  in  the 
last  rate  made  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  at  an 
iBoiud  valae  not  exceeding  four  pounds." — 
{Mr.  StxUm.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  solicitor  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  law  provided  that 
the  rates  should  be  paid  on  a  certain 
date,  either  by  the  owner  or  the  occu- 
pier, and  that  being  so,  they  could  not 
alter  it  in  the  Schedule. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  the  Government 
might  take  the  same  course  as  that 
which  they  proposed  to  take  in  regard 
to  another  question  which  had  been 
raised  earlier  —  namely,  insert  the 
Amendment  in  *' another  place."  If 
the  only  objection  was  that  they  could 
not  make  new  law  in  a  precept,  the 
difficulty  would  be  obviated  by  intro- 
ducing a  clause  in  the  House  of  Lords 
which  would  cover  the  point. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Pakrer  HERscnELL)  said,  the  difficulty 
he  felt  in  the  matter  was  that  this 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
altering  the  franchise,  and  placing  it  on 
a  different  basis  in  Ireland  from  that  on 
which  it  would  stand  in  England  and 


Scotland.  It  would  not  be  possible, 
therefore,  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  in  the  town  of  Belfast  it  was 
an  invariable  rule  in  regard  to  all 
houses  under  a  certain  rent  for  the 
landlord  to  pay  the  rates,  charging 
them  to  the  tenant  in  the  form  of  an 
addition  to  the  rent,  the  tenant  paying 
a  lump  sum  which  included  taxes.  It 
was  perfectly  certain  that  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  not  made,  an  agent  or  an 
owner  would  be  able  to  disfranchise 
one  class  of  tenants,  and  allow  another 
class  to  obtain  the  franchise,  or  he  might 
be  enabled  to  bring  about  a  wholesale 
disfranchisement  of  the  people.  The 
principal  reason  why  this  custom  pre- 
vailed in  Belfast  was  this — when  local 
rates  to  the  extent  of  £20  were  paid, 
the  Warrant  Commissioner  gave  a  re- 
duction of  25  per  cent  to  the  landlord, 
provided  the  rates  were  paid  in  advance. 
Therefore,  in  these  cases,  the  local  rates 
were  paid  in  advance ;  but  the  amount 
paid  in  each  instance  by  the  landlord 
was  added  to  the  rent,  which  included 
not  only  the  local  rates,  but  also  the 
poor  rates.  The  usual  custom  adopted 
in  Belfast  was  to  collect  the  rates  in  the 
month  of  April  for  the  whole  year. 
That  would  give  a  very  short  time 
within  which  the  rates  must  be  paid, 
or  the  tenant  would  find  himself  dis- 
franchised. He  would  strongly  urge 
upon  the  Government  the  propriety  of 
accepting  the  Amendment. 

Mit.  LALOR  said,  he  would  also 
point  out  to  tho  Government  that  by 
this  Bill  they  would  cause  a  delay  in 
the  payment  of  rates,  for  they  would 
give  to  the  landlords  who  were  accus- 
tomed to  pay  the  poor  rates,  an  incen- 
tive not  to  pay  the  rates.  Under  the 
present  system,  there  were  no  better 
paid  rates  in  Ireland  than  the  rates  paid 
by  landlords  for  the  small  holdings ;  but 
in  the  future,  it  would  be  to  their  own 
interest  for  the  landlords  to  defer  the 
payment  of  these  rates. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  must  know 
that  in  England  there  was  a  great  in- 
ducement to  landlords  to  pay  the  rates 
in  time.  The  large  bonus  of  25  per 
cent  was  given  to  landlords  provided 
they  paid  the  rates  in  time  to  secure 
their  tenants  the  franchise,  so  jealous 
was  the  law  of  England  tbat  no  sub- 
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tenant  should  lose  his  Tote  for  the  non- 
payment of  rates.  It  had  been  shown 
that  no  such  inducement  prevailed  in 
Ireland;  indeed,  there  was  every  in- 
ducement to  delay  the  payment  of  rates. 
Under  such  circumstances,  he  thought  it 
was  on]y  right  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  accepted. 

Mb.  small  said,  that  in  the  case  of 
a  man  who  was  required  to  pay  the 
rates  of  his  house,  the  knowledge  that 
he  would  be  disfranchised  if  he  did  not 
pay  his  rates  would  induce  him  to  pay 
them.  Surely  it  was  unreasonable  that 
men  should  be  disfranchised  because 
the  man  on  whose  land  they  lived 
neglected  to  pay  the  rates  in  the  time  he 
was  required  to  pay  them.  Besides,  the 
tenants  had  no  means  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  rates  were  paid  or  not.  If 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  would  only  look  into  this  matter 
seriously,  they  must  see  how  utterly 
absurd  and  illogical  the  present  state  of 
the  law  was.  There  was  no  chance  of 
getting  an  Amendment  like  this  adopted 
in  **  another  place,"  because  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  belonged  to  one  poli- 
tical Party.  It  might  be  argued  that 
any  landlord  who  neglected  to  pay  the 
rates  ran  a  great  risk  of  legal  proceed- 
ings. There  was  no  force  whatever  in 
such  an  argument.  Legal  proceedings 
to  enforce  payment  of  rates  were  sel- 
dom taken  until  a  very  long  time  after 
the  rates  were  due ;  the  Guardians  never 
thought  of  proceeding  legally  to  recover 
the  rates  until  long  after  the  time  had 
passed  for  the  registration  of  voters. 
He  thought  it  was  very  probable  it 
would  be  be  found  that  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  a  number  of  sub-tenants  or 
labourers  were  temporarily  disfranchised 
because  their  landlord  did  not  pay  the 
rates  in  the  specified  time.  A  landlord 
might  pay  the  rates  of  the  house  in 
which  he  lived,  and  thus  secure  the  en- 
franchisement of  himself;  but  by  neg- 
lecting the  payment  of  other  rates  for 
which  he  was  responsible  bring  about 
the  disfranchisement  of  a  large  number 
of  men  living  in  his  houses.  It  was 
very  true,  as  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  that 
the  tenants  paid  increased  rent  where  the 
landlord  paid  the  rates,  and,  as  a  rule, 
paid  the  rent  in  advance  of  the  time  for 
the  payment  of  rates.  Whether,  there- 
fore, the  landlord  paid  the  rates  to  the 
Guardians  or  not,  ne  himself  had  long 

Mr,  Dawson 


ago  received  the  rates  in  the  shape  of 
increased  rents. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  DAWSON  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  11,  line  21,  after  **  due,*' 
to  leave  out  **  on,"  and  insert  **  up  to." 
He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
would  accept  this  Amendment,  for  it 
was  obviously  an  error  to  have  different 
phraseology  relating  to  the  same  subject. 
In  one  page,  there  was  ''  prior  to  the 
1st  of  January ; "  in  another  page, 
''rents  due  previous  to  the  Ist  of 
January ; "  and  in  the  line  in  which  he 
wished  to  make  the  Amendment,  there 
was  **  rates  due  on  the  Ist  of  January." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  9ub* 
stituted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

"In  page  11,  line  25,  after  "rated,"  add 
nor  by  reason  of  its  being  held  by  a  weekly, 
monthly,  or  qoarterly  tenure." — (Mr,  CampUlU 
Sannerman.) 

Mr.  WARTON  suggested,  that,  for 
greater  clearness,  it  would  be  well  to 
substitute  ** or  which  is"  for  "nor  by 
reason  of  its  being." 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Warton) 
for  taking  the  trouble  to  furnish  these 
words.  As  they  would  make  the  matter 
clearer,  he  would  accept  them. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  ic. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  16,  by  leaving  out  from  ths 
word  "You,"  to  the  word  "statute,"  in  lia« 
18,  and  inserting  the  words, — "  You  are  re- 
quired to  allow  any  person  on  the  list  of  voters 
to  inspect  at  any  time  between  the  hours  of  ten 
of  the  clock  in  the  forenoon  and  four  of  tho 
clock  in  the  afternoon  of  any  day,  except  Sun- 
day, without  payment  or  demacd  of  any  fee, 
and  to  make  a  copy  of  or  to  take  an  extraei 
from: — 

(a.)  The  rate  books  in  your  charge  ; 

(b.)  The  Hetums  of  deaths  sent  to  you  by 
the  registrars  of  births  and  deaths,— >(ifr. 
Sexton^ 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  Fom 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  oppoeed  th« 
Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  after  line  18,  to  insert, — "You 
are  required  to  allow  a  copy  of  every  register 
dwilt  with  by  you,  and  of  every  supplemental 
list  made  out  by  you,  in  conformity  with  this  pre- 
cept, to  be  open  to  public  inspection,  and  to  be 
penued  by  every  person  desirous  of  perusing 
it,  at  any  hour  between  the  hours  of  ten  of  the 
dock  in  the  forenoon  and  four  of  the  clock  in 
the  afternoon  of  any  day,  except  Sunday, 
during  a  period  of  not  less  ihan  fourteen  days 
from  the  date  of  the  completion  of  your  func- 
tion with  respect  to  each  such  register  or  list, 
without  paymt;nt  or  demand  of  any  fee." — (Mr, 
Sexton,) 

Question  proposed,  "Thatthose  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment if  there  were  added  to  it — **  Pro- 
Tided  such  document  be  in  your  power, 
procurement  or  control." 

Qaestion,  "  That  the  proposed  words 
be  added  to  the  proposed  Amendment," 
pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  put 
and  agretd  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amend- 
ment :— "  You  are  required  to  deliver  to  every 
person  applying  for  the  same,  at  any  time  be- 
tween the  hours  of  ten  of  the  clock  in  the  fore- 
noon and  four  of  the  clock  in  the  afternoon  of 
iny  day,  except  Sunday,  during  a  period  of  not 
less  than  fourteen  days  after  the  completion  by 
Toa,  as  directed  by  this  precept,  of  any  register, 
iist,  or  other  document,  or  written  or  printed 
copy  of  such  register,  list,  or  other  document  or 
portion  of  the  same,  on  payment  of  a  price  for 
•och  copy  after  the  following  rate. 

^  For  any  oop}r  of  a  register,  list,  or  other 
docament  contaming  any  number   of  persons 


B,d, 
Koieroeeding  100  names  .03 

Eiceeding  100  and  not  exceeding  200  .  0  6 
Exceeding  200  and  not  exceeding  300  .  0  9 
Exceeding  300  and  not  exceeding  400  .  1  0 
Exceeding  400  and  not  exceeding  500      .     1  3 

Exceeding  600 16" 

-^Mr.S^xton.) 

Qaestion  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he 
voold  not  object  to  the  clause,  if  cer- 
tain Amendments  in  it  were  made.  For 
instance,  the  words  "  or  written  "  should 
be  Btmck  out,  otherwise  there  would 
be  a  written  copy  of  the  Register  re- 
quired, and  that  would  be  very  inoon- 
Tenient. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  omit  the  words 
**  or  written." — {Mr,  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  *  or  writ- 
ten' stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,"  put,  and  negatived. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  proposed  that 
there  should  be  added  after  "copy," 
in  the  last  line  of  the  first  paragraph, 
the  words  **  supplied  by  him." 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  proposed  to 
omit  the  words  **  after  the  following 
rate,"  and  insert  '*  after  the  scale  men- 
tioned in  the  Schedule  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Registration  (Ireland)  Act, 
1885." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  proposed  to 
omit  the  rest  of  the  Amendment  from 
**  for  any." 

Question,  "  That  the  words  *for  any ' 
to  the  end  of  the  Amendment  be  omit- 
ted," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  16,  after  line  6,  by  inserting  the 
words  *'  [Note. — This  notice  is  to  be  pubUshed 
on  or  before  the  16th  day  of  July]." — {Mr, 
Sexton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Tub  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
under  the  present  law  the  official  had 
until  the  20th  to  make  up  his  list.  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  well  to  alter 
the  law  in  this  respect. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Amendment  made. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  by 
leaving  out  **Form  8,"  and  inserting 
*' Third  Schedule,  on  page  36,"— (ifr. 
iSd^/on,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  '  Form  8  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND    (Mr.    Walker)   said,    he 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


643         Registration  of  Voters         {COMMONS} 


thought  that  the  form  was  a  very  proper 
one,  especially  if  amended  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  intended  to  propose. 

Mr.  sexton  considered  it  was  a 
most  absurd  form,  as  it  gave  no  parti- 
culars whatever. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
2,  after  **  parties,"  to  insert  "  named  in 
any  list  of  claimants." — (^Mr,  Campbell- 
Banner  man,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  line  15,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
'<  fifth  day  of  June/'  and  inserting  the  words 
**  twentieth  day  of  May," — (Mr,  Sexton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  *  fifth  day 
of  June '  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  proposed,  in 
pnge  32,  line  6,  to  insert  the  following 
Forms : — 

**  Part  III.— Forms  applicahle  to  hoth  Counties 

and  Boroughs. 

*'  Form  No.   29. 

'*  Table  of  Bates  of  Payment  to  be  demanded 

and  paid  for  any  list  or  copy  of  a  list  (other 

than  a  register^,  where  a  payment  is  required 

and  authorised  oy  the  Registration  Acts. 

**  For  any  list  or  copy  of  a  list  containing 
any  number  of  persons'  names : — 

«.  d. 
Not  exceeding  100  names  ,  .06 
Exceeding  100  and  not  exceeding  200  1  0 

Exceeding  200  and  not  exceeding  300  .  1  6 
Exceeding  300  and  not  exceeding  400  .  2  0 
Exceeding  400 2  6 

**  Form  No.  30. 

**  Table  of  Bates  of  Payment  to  be  demanded 
and  paid  for  any  Copy  of  a  liegister,  or  part  of 
any  Begister,  where  a  payment  is  required  and 
authorised  by  the  Beg^stration  Acts. 

"For  every  copy  of  any  register,  or  any 
part  of  any  register,  containing  any  number 
of  persons'  names :~ 

«.  d. 
Not  exceeding  1,000  names  .  .10 
Exceeding  1,000  and  not  exceeding  3,000  3  6 
Exceeding  3,000  and  not  exceeding  6,000  6  0 
Exceeding  6,000  and  not  exceeding  9,000  7  6 
Exceeding  9,000 10  0" 

By  this  Amend  moDt  he  proposed  to  add 
a  Schedule  containing  a  list  of  prices. 

7i^  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


{Ireland)  BtU.  544 

The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
purposed  by  an  Amendment,  which  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper  later  on,  to  reduce 
the  prices  by  exactly  one-half.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  prices  were  fixed  by 
a  Schedule  to  the  Act  of  1 850,  and  there- 
fore they  could  not  be  altered.  In  any 
case,  he  should  object  to  the  alteration 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Question  proposed,   *^  That  the  pro- 
Forms  '  be  there  inserted.'' 


Me.  SEXTON  said,  he  considered 
that  the  prices  named  in  the  lists  were 
very  excessive,  and  if  it  be  a  fact,  as  he 
believed  it  was,  that  they  could  put  what 
prices  they  pleased  in  the  Schedule,  they 
should  receive  some  assurance  that  these 
prices  would  be  reconsidered  before  the 
Bill  passed  through  ''another  place." 
He  could  not  understand  on  what  prin- 
ciple the  prices  were  arranged.  The  de* 
mand  for  the  lists  was  sure  to  be  verj 
largely  increased,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
now  a  much  larger  number  of  persona 
would  take  an  interest  in  the  franchise. 
There  were  two  lists,  and  they  certainly 
were  very  extraordinary.  In  the  one 
2«.  6d.  was  charged  for  upwards  of  400 
names,  and  in  the  other  only  Is,  was 
charged  for  1,000  names.  What  waa 
the  explanation  for  such  a  variation  in 
the  charges  ? 

This  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb)  pointed  out 
that  one  was  a  register  and  the  other  a 
list. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  they  both  oon* 
tained  names ;  and  he  did  not  see  whj-, 
in  the  one  case,  a  larger  charge  should 
be  made  than  in  the  other.  It  was  per* 
fectly  obvious  that  the  prices  could  be 
cheapened,  and  he  invited  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  consider  the 
list  of  prices  which  he  (Mr.  Sextoa), 
after  close  inquiries,  had  put  upon  the 
Paper. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  34,  line  14,  hy  leaviiig  oat  all  th« 
words  liter  the  word  **note'*  between  ih* 
brackets,  and  inserting  the  words  **  this  noUc« 
must  be  served  upon  erery  occupier  who  would, 
if  the  rate  were  paid  on  or  before  the  first  of 
July,  be  entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  roter  in 
respect  of  the  occupation  thereof.  Servtoe  of 
the  notice  is  to  be  personal,  if  practicable,  and 
if  not,  the  notice  may  be  left  at  the  last  or  osoal 
place  of  abode  of  Uie  occapier,  or  with  womtm 
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penon  on  the  premises  in  respect  of  which  the 
zite  is  payable,  or,  if  no  person  can  be  found, 
it  fBAj  be  affixed  upon  some  conspicuous  part  of 
tlie  premises,*' — {^Mr»  Sexton,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qnestion  proposed,  ''  That  tlie  words 
roposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
.iU." 

The  SOLTOrrOR  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
this  matter  was  regulated  by  the  Act  of 
1867. 

Mb.  sexton  contended  that  the 
"note"  was  absolutely  essential,  par- 
ticularly as  the  failure  of  the  landlord  to 
pay  rates  would  disfranchise  the  tenant. 
He  wished  that  the  tenant  should  be 
able,  by  some  means  or  other,  to  know 
whether  the  landlord  had  paid  the  rates 
or  not.  Surely,  there  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words — 

"  This  notice  must  be  served  upon  every  oc- 
capier  who  would,  if  the  rate  were  paid  on  or 
before  the  first  of  July,  be  entitled  to  be  regis- 
tered as  a  voter  in  respect  of  the  occupation 
thereof." 

He  coidd  not  assent  to  fall  back  upon 
any  old  Act.  He  hoped  there  would  be 
no  opposition  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  matter  would  be  looked 
into  in  "  anotherplace." 

Mb.  MOLLOx  said,  these  promises 
were  Tague,  and  amounted  to  nothing  at 
all.  The  Irish  Members  asked  that  the 
law  might  be  carried  out  in  accordance 
with  the  intention  of  the  House,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  should  be 
done  **  elsewhere."  It  was  to  be  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
correct  the  phrase,  and  see  that  the 
necessary  Amendment  was  inserted  in 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Mk.  DAWSON  said,  there  was  a  de- 
mand note  served  on  occupiers  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  was  considered  waste  paper, 
and  not  as  a  substitute  for  notice  of 
non-payment  of  rates.  He  wished  to 
know  if  there  was  a  similar  note  ap- 
pended to  the  form  in  the  English 
Act? 

Mr.  SMALL  said,  that  of  all  the  cool 
things  he  had  ever  heard  of,  this  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the 
matter  would  be  put  right  in  the  House 
of  Lords  was  about  the  coolest.  The 
House  of  Lords  was  not  a  place  where 
Amendments  beneficial  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  likely  to  be  inserted.    In 

you  OGXOVni.    [thibd  sbbibs-] 


every  part  of  this  note  there  was  a  trap 
for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  it 
was  ridiculous  to  leave  anything  to  the 
mercy  of  the  House  of  Lords,  who  had 
never  done  anything  yet  for  Lreland. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  :  We  should 
be  prepared  to  leave  out  the  note  alto* 
gether,  and  be  governed  by  the  ordinary 
law. 

Mr.  SMALL:  No;  we  should  not 
agree  to  that. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  We  cannot 
alter  the  law  in  the  Schedule. 

Mr.  small  said,  it  was  a  trap.  The 
disqualification  they  anticipated  was  in 
the  case  of  men  whose  rates  were  to  be 
paid,  not  by  themselves,  but  by  others 
on  whose  land  they  lived.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  knew  that  demand  notes  for 
rates  were  not  served  on  sub-tenants  at 
all,  yet  it  was  said  that  if  the  landlord 
had  got  a  demand  note,  all  the  tenants 
would  not  be  able  to  vote  unless  their 
rates  were  paid.  The  rates  were  struck 
in  September  or  October,  and  the  dis- 
qualifying time  was  July.  Let  the 
Guardians  strike  the  rate  in  September 
or  October,  and  let  them  serve  all  occu- 
piers with  a  demand  note  in  November 
or  December,  and  serve  no  notice  what- 
ever further  on  anyone,  and  the  result 
would  be  satisfactory.  Let  them  con- 
sider how  the  proposed  plan  would  work 
on  a  large  property.  The  rate  collector 
came  round,  and  was  only  bound  to 
serve  a  notice  on  one  person  on  the  pre- 
mises. He  would  go  to  a  landlord,  who 
would  have,  perhaps,  a  number  of  houses 
rated  together,  or  the  landlord's  agent. 
That  person  would  be  served  with  the 
notice ;  but  none  of  the  newly  enfran- 
chised persons  would  receive  one.  The 
agent  might  have  announced  his  inten- 
tion of  not  paying  the  rate  at  all.  Lord 
Bantry  was  a  man  who  would  be  likely 
to  take  that  course— hon.  Members 
could  imagine  for  what  reason.  He  had 
a  large  amount  of  money,  and  he  would 
be  likely  to  take  upon  himself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  refusing  payment,  be- 
cause, before  he  could  be  proceeded 
against,  his  sub-tenants  would  be  dis- 
qualified from  voting.  He  (Mr.  Small) 
trusted  his  hon.  Friends  would  press 
this  Amendment  to  the  utmost,  and 
would  take  care  that  the  matter  was  not 
left  to  the  mercy  of  the  House  of  Lords.^|_ 
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The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farreb  Herschell)  Baid,  the  precept 
required  something  to  be  done— that  a 
notice  should  be  served,  unless  the  rate 
had  been  properly  paid  or  duly  de- 
manded by  a  demand  note,  and  that  a 
notice  should  be  given  or  delivered  to 
the  occupier.  All  that  was  now  done  was 
to  see  that  the  law  was  properly  complied 
with.  The  law  might  be  good  or  not. 
They  could  not  now  do  anything  to 
alter  it,  or  do  anything  beyond  what 
the  law  required  a  man  to  do.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Small)  would  allow  him  to  call  attention 
to  this — the  hon.  Member  threw  all  the 
blame  on  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench;  but  if  he  desired 
an  amendment  in  the  law,  he  might 
have  moved  it  where,  though  it  might 
not  have  been  applicable,  it  would  have 
been,  at  any  rate,  more  applicable  than 
it  was  now.  He  should  not  have  held 
over  the  matter  until  they  came  to  a 
form  which  was  to  carry  out  the  law, 
and  not  to  alter  it. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Where  would 
it  have  been  more  applicable  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farbee  Herschell)  :  In  the  Represen- 
tation of  the  People  Act,  we  cannot  tell 
the  local  officials  to  do  more  than  the 
law  requires.  The  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Small)  was  insisting  on  the 
Government  doing  something  which 
they  could  not  do. 

Me  SEXTON  said,  there  was  in  the 
Schedule,  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman),  an  Amendment  containing  an 
extremely  long  instruction,  embracing  a 
lot  of  matters  which  were  not  in  any 
law  that  was  ever  passed.  No  doubt 
they  were  reasonable.  In  the  English 
Bill  there  was  an  instruction  to  the 
effect  that  on  or  before  the  20th  of  June 
they  were  to  give  to  every  occupier  a 
notice  by  delivering  it  on  him,  or 
leaving  it  with  some  person  on  the  pro- 
perty in  respect  of  which  the  rate  was 
payable.  They  need  not  have  received 
the  rate  if  it  had  been  demanded  of 
such  occupier.  In  the  English  Bill, 
therefore,  a  notice  would  be  served  on 
every  occupier  who  would  be  entitled  to 
be  placed  on  the  Eegister.  If  the  de- 
mand of  the  Irish  Members  was  not 
yielded  to  in  this  matter,  they  would 
have  to  resort  to  the  Forms  of  the  House 
^that  was  to  say,  to  move  the  adjourn- 
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ment  of  the  debate  and  of  the  House 
alternately.  They  were  met  by  empty 
and  delusive  arguments  which  were  not 
named ;  and  unless  the  same  notice  were 
allowed  in  the  case  of  Ireland  as  was 
given  in  the  case  of  England  the  pro« 
gross  of  the  Schedule  would  be  resisted. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  said,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  putting  the 
English  form  in  the  Bill. 

Me.  WAETON  said,  that  the  28th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1867  said  distinctly 
and  clearly  that  this  notice  had  only  to  be 
given  when  there  had  not  been  a  demand 
note.  As  had  been  pointed  out,  it  was 
not  now  proposed  to  alter  the  law,  bat 
to  make  a  form  to  carry  it  out  The 
House  should  have  more  time  to  con- 
sider the  enormous  number  of  questions 
that  these  Bills  involved ;  at  any  rate, 
an  effort  must  be  made  to  render  the 
measure  satisfactory.  In  1867  the  word 
''  house  "  was  not  so  comprehensive  as 
it  had  since  become,  and  the  "oocn- 
pier  "  spoken  of  in  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  that  year  was  no  doubt  supposed  to 
be  the  only  person  inhabiting  the 
house.  Now,  however,  they  had  men 
inhabiting  bits  of  houses ;  and  the  quee- 
tion  was  whether  the  law  should  not  be 
altered  so  as  to  render  it  necessary  to 
serve  a  demand  note  on  every  person 
occupying  rooms  in  a  house,  or  who 
might  oUierwise  be  disqualified  from 
voting.  Some  years  ago  a  house  meant 
a  house  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word ;  but  now  it  only  meant  a  litde  bit 
of  a  house. 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
We  are  willing  to  put  in  the  Schedule 
the  exact  English  form ;  but  we  cannot 
do  it  now  as  the  dates  will  have  to  be 
altered.  I  will  undertake  that  the  ne- 
cessary Amendment  shall  be  carried  out 
in  "  another  place." 

Me.  SEXTON :  The  exact  proriaione 
in  the  Act  of  1878? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
Yes ;  altering  the  dates. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  assimilating  the  English  and 
Irish  law,  and  of  giving  the  Irish  land- 
lords a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  if  thej 
pay  the  rates  within  a  reasonable  time  ? 
That  would  very  much  facilitate  mat- 
ters. 

Amendment,  by  leare,  wUMrmmL, 
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Mb.  sexton  said,  he  deBired  to  add 
the  following  note,  after  the  Form  of 
Return,  in  page  84,  line  36  : — 

"A  copy  of  this  Form  shall  be  served  in 
respect  of  every  separate  rating,  and  the  clerk 
to  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  the  respective 
collector  or  collectors  of  poor  rates  are  required 
to  fill  in  Column  No.  1,  according  to  the  rate 
book,  before  the  Form  is  served. 

*•  When  a  Form  has  been  mislaid  or  spoiled, 
or  erroneously  filled  up,  another  Form  shall  be 
■applied  by  the  clerk  to  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, or  the  rate  collector,  on  application  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  person  required  to  fill  up 
the  Form. 

"  The  Form,  "when  returned  through  the  post, 
is  to  be  receiveid,  and  duly  dealt  with  by  the  clerk 
and  all  other  officials,  even  though  the  postage 
be  not  prepaid.*' 

The  first  and  second  paragraphs  would 
be  found  a  matter  of  considerable  con- 
Tenience,  whilst  the  third  paragraph 
would  prevent  the  disqualification  of 
persons  who  omitted,  through  ignorance, 
to  use  a  stamp. 

Question  proposed,  "That those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb)  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  reasonable  to  send 
a  atamped  enrolope. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  that  a  provision 
to  that  effect  should  be  inserted  in  the 
BilL  All  he  desired  was  to  prevent  the 
voter  from  losing  his  vote,  and  that 
would  be  guarded  against  if  there  were 
a  direction  to  the  clerk  to  send  a 
etamped  envelope. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  before,  and  thePost- 
mestmr  General  had  been  kind  enougli 
to  promise  that  he  would  consider  it.  He 
thmight  it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing 
that  die  voter  should  lose  his  vote  on 
aooonnt  of  any  misadventure  with  regard 
to  the  return  of  the  form  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians.  Did  he  under- 
l  tibe  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
ept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Sexton). 

Ma.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN 
•aid,  he  was  prepared  to  accept  the  first 
two  paragraphs  of  the  Amendment ;  but 
the  uird  raised  a  question  as  to  unpaid 
and  it  would  be  necessary  to 
the  Postmaster  General.  He 
■ony  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.Shaw  Lefevre)  was  not  present ;  but 
at  that  moment  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
view  of  his  zight  hon.  Friend  upon  the 
nigeot. 
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Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  suggested  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  accepted  in 
the  form  in  which  it  had  been  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend';  and,  if  necessary,  a 
change  might  bo  effected  in  *' another 
place." 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BA.NNERMAN 
declared  his  willingness  to  accept  that 
suggestion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  34,  lino  38,  at  the  end,  to  insert — 

•*  Note. — The  description  of  the  property  in 
the  first  column  should  be  a  copy  from  the  rate 
book,  and  should  bo  filled  in  by  the  clerk  of 
the  union,  and  if  it  is  a  house  numbered  in  a 
street  should  specify  the  street  and  number. 

"  The  following  instructions  should  be  an- 
nexed to  the  form,  with  such  alterations,  if 
any,  as  the  clerk  thinks  necessary  for  adapting 
them  to  the  circumstances  of  the  union  or  of  the 
property  to  which  the  notice  refers. 

Instructions  for  filling  up  the  Form. 
**  The  dwelling  house  in  the  second  column 
may  be  either — 

(a.)  A  separate  house— for  example,  a  cot- 
tage, or  a  schoolmaster's  house ; 
(b.)  A  part  of  a  dwelling  house  separately 
occupied  as  a  dwelling— for  example,  a 
room  or  rooms  over  a  stable,  caretaker*8 
rooms  in  an  office ; 
(c.)  A  room  or  rooms  in  a  house  let  out  in 
separate  tenements. 
*<  If  it  is  a  cottage,  insert  in  second  column, 
*  cottage  in  road,'  or  otherwise 

specify  its  locality. 

**  If  it  is  a  part  of  a  dwelling  house,  insert  in 
the  second  column  'rooms  over  stable,'  'base- 
ment of  office,*  *  rooms  over  shop,'  or  otherwise 
specify  the  locality  of  the  room  or  rooms. 

*'  If  it  is  a  house  lot  out  in  separate  tenements, 
insert  in  the  second  column  the  position  of  the 
room  or  rooms  occupied ;  for  example,  *  First 
floor,  front  room.' 

'*  In  the  third  column  insert,  opposite  to  the 
description  of  the  dwelling  house  m  the  second 
column,  the  name  of  the  man  who  now  inhabits 
it,  and  has  inhabited  it  since  the  twentieth  day 
of  July  last. 

"If  it  has  not  been  so  inhabited  state  so, 
or  omit  the  dwelling  house  from  the  second 
column. 

''In  filling  up  the  return  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that,  under  the  Hepresentation  of  the 
People  Acts — 

(a.)  A  man  may  occupy  part  of  a  house 
separately,  although  he  is  entitled  to  the 
joint  use  of  some  other  part  of  the  dwell- 
ing house  ;  for  example,  a  man  occupying 
the  first  floor  front  rooms,  and  having 
joint  use  of  a  wash-houso,  may  occupy 
apart  of  a  house  separately ; 
(b.)  In  the  case  of  what  is  commonly  called 
the  service  franchise,  namely,  a  person 
who  occupies  by  r«ason  of  any  office, 
service,  or  employment,  if  his  superior 
officer  or  employer  inhabits  the   same 
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house,  he  is  not  considered  a  separate 
inhabitant  occupier ;  for  example,  a 
butler  occupying  rooms  in  his  master's 
house  is  not  such  an  occupier ; 

(o.)  If  the  landlord  of  a  house  let  out  in 
separate  tenements  lives  in  the  house,  he 
need  not  return  the  names  of  the  occu- 
piers of  tenements  in  that  house ; 

(d.)  The  head  of  the  f^nily  alone  is  con- 
sidered to  be  the  occupier."— (ifr.  Camp- 
beil-Banuerman.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  sexton  pointed  out  that  the 
first  paragraph  (a),  which  directed  that 
**  a  separate  house  "  might  be  "  a  school- 
master's house,"  might  be  misleading. 
He  moved  that  the  word  ** labourers" 
should  be  substituted  for  ''school- 
masters." 

Question,  "That  the  word  'school- 
masters '  stand  part  of  the  Note,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'labourers' 
stand  part  of  the  Note,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Question,  "That  the  Note,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Schedule,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

SECOND  SCHEDULE. 
Enaotmekts  relative  to  new  Polling 
Districts  and  Foiling  Places  and  the 
Lists  of  Voters  therein. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  35,  line  17,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
following  sub-section : — ''(2.)  So  much  of  sec- 
tion eighteen,  sub- section  two,  as  relates  to  the 
publication  in  two  newspapers,  and  in  the 
'<  Dublin  Gazette,"  of  the  notice  herein  men- 
tioned, shall  be  and  is  hereby  repealed.'* — (Jfr. 
CampMl'Bannerman. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  sexton  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  Amendment. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  the 
Amendment  dealt  with  a  point  in  the 
Ballot  Act  which  required  the  publica- 
tion in  certain  newspapers  of  notices  re- 
lating to  polling  places.  Ample  pro- 
vision would  be  made  in  other  ways  for 
due  notice  being  given  to  all  persons 
concerned. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

l^hedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
NERMAN,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — ^In  page  36,  line  2,  after  "par- 
ties," insert  "  not  being  persons  named 
in  any  list  of  claimants ;  "  and  in  line 
10,  leave  out  from  "on,"  to  "dated," 
in  line  21,  and  insert — 

**  Here  the  objector  shall  specifically  state  the 
ground  or  grounds  of  his  objection.  He  shill 
be  deemed  to  have  satisfied  this  provision  bj 
naming  the  column  or  columns  of  the  register 
on  which  he  grounds  his  objection,  as  thus  :— 

^*  And  I  ground  my  objection  on  the  cdainn 
of  the  register  headed — 

[Here  specify  column  by  reference  to  its 
heading].*' 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  te. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  now  to  move  that  the  BiU 
be  re-committed  with  respect  to  the  two 
money  clauses. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedi 

"  That  the  Bill  be  re-eommitted  with  respect 
to  new  Clauses  regarding  temporary  proiision 
for  remuneration  of  local  o£5cials,  and  contri- 
bution to  cost  of  registration  in  borough  of 
Dublin  by  townships  of  Pembroke  and  Blaek- 
rock.'* — {Mr.  CampbeU^Bannemum.) 

Mb.  SMALL,  in  moving  to  add  at  the 
end  of  the  Motion  the  words  "  and  oon- 
tribution  to  cost  of  registration  in  bo- 
rough of  Newry  by  counties  of  Down 
and  Armagh,"  said,  he  inferred  from 
the  proposal  just  made  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  that  he  intended  to 
exclude  the  case  of  Newry ;  and  his  (Mr. 
Small's)  object  in  moving  this  addition 
to  the  question  was  to  extend  the  terms 
of  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  so  tliatthe 
Committee  should  have  the  opportonity 
of  considering  the  propriety  of  requiring 
a  contribution  from  the  counties  of  Down 
and  Armagh  towards  the  costs  of  regis- 
tration in  the  borough  of  Newry.  If 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  would  indicate 
that  he  would  accept  this  proposal  he 
(Mr.  Small)  would  be  satisfied,  and 
would  defer  the  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion until  the  Bill  was  in  Committee. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  no 
motion  of  assent,  he  had  no  altemmtiTe 
but  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  at  onee. 
Formerly  the  Grand  Juries  were  the  per- 
sons who  paid  the  Town  Clerks  for  the 
revision  of  the  lists  of  voters ;  but  bv  a 
local  Act  of  Parliament  the  cost  in  tiiia 
case  was  transferred  from  the  oomitiea, 
and  was  made  a  speoial  charge  upon  the 
borough  of  Newry.     The  Newry  Im* 
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proTement  Act  was  passed  in  1871,  and 
one  of  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  by  an 
Offliflsion,  transferred  the  cost  of  the  re- 
Tidon  from  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Armagh  to  the  town  of  Newry.  At  the 
time  ^e  change  was  made,  it  was  not 
taken  into  consideration  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary borough  of  Newry  extended 
beyond  the  town  of  Newry  into  the  two 
ooimties  mentioned;  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  the  people  of  Newry 
were  now  required  to  pay  out  of  the 
local  rates  for  the  expense  of  register- 
ing voters  who  did  not  reside  within  the 
municipality y  or  contribute  one  farthing 
towards  the  municipal  rates.  That  was 
considered  to  be  a  very  great  hardship, 
and  it  did  not  exist  in  any  other  Irish 
borough  which  would  survive  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bedistribution  Bill.  Most  of 
the  Irish  boroughs  had  become  parts  of 
county  diyisions.  In  the  cases  of  Belfast 
and  Londonderry,  the  Parliamentary 
and  municipal  limits  were  conterminous. 
The  case  of  Newry  stood  by  itself,  be- 
cause the  Parliamentary  limits  extended 
far  beyond  the  municipal  boundary ;  and 
it  was  unreasonable  and  unfair  that  the 
municipality  should  be  compelled  to  pay 
the  costs  of  registration  of  those  who 
resided  outside  the  municipal  limits, 
seeing  that  the  people  of  Newry  had  also 
to  contribute  their  quota  towards  the 
expense  of  revising  the  lists  for  the 
counties  of  Down  and  Armagh.  When 
he  had  brought  forward  the  question  in 
Committee,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  ready  with  a  great  many  argu- 
ments in  opposition  to  it ;  but  they  only 
proved  how  very  little  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  about  local  registra- 
tion in  Ireland.  Until  the  Act  of  1871 
was  passed,  the  entire  expenses  of  the 
revision  of  the  borough  lists  for  Newry 
▼as  paid  out  of  the  general  county  funds; 
and  all  that  he  (Mr.  Small)  asked  now 
was  that  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Armajgh  should  resume  their  original 
liability  for  the  registration  of  such 
voters  as  resided  outside  the  municipal 
Hmits  of  Newry.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  offered,  as  one  argument 
against  the  proposal,  that  if  the  area  of 
the  Parliamentary  and  municipal  limits 
was  not  in  identity,  as  he  called  it,  it 
might  be  changed ;  but  throughout  the 
whole  of  Ireland  the  rule  was  not  to 
charge  any  special  portion  of  a  county, 
bat  the  entire  county  at  large,  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  he  proposed  to 


spread  the  charge  over  the  counties 
of  Down  and  Armagh.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  further  complained 
that  no  specification  had  been  made 
of  the  particular  local  rates  upon 
which  the  charge  was  to  be  imposed ; 
but  he  might  inform  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  that  all  the  rates  chargeable  by 
the  Grand  Juries  were  payable  in  one 
way,  and  that  was  out  of  money  in  the 
County  Treasurer's  hands.  There  was 
one  general  fund  in  the  hands  of  the 
County  Treasurer,  and  out  of  that  fund 
all  the  charges  which  fell  upon  the 
county  were  defrayed.  Therefore,  the 
omission  to  state  from  what  particular 
source  this  charge  was  to  be  paid  was  of 
no  consequence  whatever,  because  it 
would  necessarily  have  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  funds  in  the  Treasurer's  hands. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  ob- 
jected that  no  notice  had  been  given  to 
the  persons  chiefly  interested  of  the  in- 
tention to  propose  this  change.  All 
these  matters  were  reported  at  length  in 
the  Irish  newspapers;  and,  therefore, 
there  had  been  ample  notice  given.  It 
was  a  great  hardship  indeed  that  the 
people  of  the  town  of  Newry  should 
have  to  pay  the  entire  cost  of  revising 
the  lists  of  voters  for  a  Parliamentary 
borough  which  extended  far  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  municipality  into  two  Irish 
counties.  If  his  Amendment,  extending 
the  terms  of  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill,  were  agreed  to,  he  proposed  to 
move  the  following  clauses  in  Commit- 
tee : — 

**  The  treasurer  of  the  county  of  Down  shall 
repay  to  the  town  commissioziers  of  Kewry  such 
sum  each  year  as  shall  hear,  to  the  entire  ex- 
penses of  the  revision  of  the  voters*  lists  for 
the  borough  of  Newry,  the  same  proportion  as 
the  number  of  electors  of  the  said  borough 
qualifying  out  of  premises  in  the  County  Down 
portion  of  the  said  borough  outside  the  muni> 
cipal  boundary  bear  to  the  entire  number  of 
electors  of  the  borough,  and  the  treasurer  of 
the  county  of  Armagh  shall  in  like  manner  re- 
pay to  the  said  town  commissioners  such  sum 
each  year  as  shall  bear  to  the  said  entire  ex- 
penses of  revision  the  same  proportion  as  the 
number  of  electors  of  the  said  borough  qualify- 
ing out  of  premises  in  the  County  Armagh  por- 
tion of  the  said  borough  outside  the  municipal 
boundary  bear  to  the  entire  number  of  electors 
of  the  said  borough. 

**The  town  commissioners  of  Newry  shall 
not  be  liable  to  contribute  any  sum  towards  ^e 
expenses  of  the  revision  of  the  voters*  lists  for 
the  counties  of  Down  and  Armagh.*' 

He  could  not  understand  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  f 
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in  point  of  fact,  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, perfectly  identical. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  he  trusted  that  after 
the  argument  addressed  to  them  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
the  Government  would  see  their  way  to 
accede  to  the  demand  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Small).  It  did 
not  follow  that  if  the  Bill  were  re-com- 
mitted for  the  purpose  of  taking  this 
subject  into  consideration  the  clause 
would  be  inserted.  All  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers desired  was  that  they  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  ques- 
tion, which  was  certainly  a  very  im- 
portant one  for  the  people  of  Newi^r. 
He  did  not  see  any  justice  at  all  in 
compelling  the  electors  within  the  muni- 
cipal boundaries  of  Newry  to  bear  the 
cost  of  the  registration  of  those  outside 
the  municipal  boundaries,  but  within  the 
Parliamentary  boundaries.  It  seemed 
an  extraordinary  thingtbatpeoplo  should 
be  allowed  to  vote  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  yet  not  be  called  upon  to 
pay  a  share  towards  the  expenses  of 
registration.  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was 
conclusive  ppon  the  point,  for  he  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  Qrand  Juries  of 
the  counties  of  Down  and  Armagh  had 
it  in  their  power  to  put  a  special  rate 
upon  the  electors  who  lived  outside  the 
municipality  of  Newry,  but  within  the 
Parliamentary  limits  of  the  borough,  to- 
wards the  cost  of  registration.  Under 
such  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Deasy)Ifelt 
that  no  valid  objection  could  be  raised 
by  the  Qovemment  against  the  Amend- 
ment. He  could  not  understand  why 
they  should  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  with  respect  to 
Pembroke  and  Blackrock,  if  they  were 
not  prepared  to  accept  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Small).  The  fact  that  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament passed  in  1871  bound  the  people 
of  Newry  to  pay  the  expenses  of  regis- 
tration was  no  argument  against  the 
proposal  now  made.  Although  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
TMr.  Walker^  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  had  stated 
that  the  people  of  Newry  were  parties 
to  the  agreement,  there  was  the  evidence 
of  the  Town  Clerk  of  Newry,  who  was 
then  Town  Clerk  of  the  borough,  that 
the  particular  clause  in  question  was 
inserted  in  the  Act   without  the  know- 

Mr,  Biggar 


ledge  of  the  people.  They  were  no 
parties  whatever  to  the  agreement,  and 
he  (Mr.  Deasy)  saw  no  reason  why  a 
clause  should  not  be  inserted  in  this 
Act  which  would  do  common  justice  to 
the  people  of  the  borough.  He  might 
point  out  that  the  people  of  the  counties 
of  Down  and  Armagh  had  received  notice 
that  this  Motion  would  be  made,  and  that 
neither  the  Grand  Jury  nor  any  person 
in  those  counties  had  raised  the  slightest 
objection.  No  letter  had  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  concerning  the  matter ; 
and,  indeed,  there  was  no  evidence  at 
all  that  anyone  in  the  counties  interested 
objected  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford.  He  trusted  that, 
even  at  the  last  moment,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  would  see  his  way  to  extend 
the  Motion  for  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill  so  as  to  embrace  the  views  which 
were  entertained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  supported  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Small) 
apart  from  the  merits  of  the  proposition 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
to  make  in  Committee.  He  did  not  think 
this  was  the  moment  for  discussing  the 
merits  of  the  proposal  by  which  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  to  divide  the  cost  of 
registration  between  the  municipality  of 
Newry  and  the  Grand  Juries  of  Armagh 
and  Down.  But  what  he  thought  was 
very  objectionable  was,  that  Uie  Go- 
vernment should  propose  to  re-commit 
the  Bill  in  respect  to  a  settlement  be- 
tween the  Corporation  of  Dublin  and  the 
townships  of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock, 
and  refuse  to  re-commit  the  Bill  in  order 
to  bring  about  a  settlement  with  respect 
to  the  Corporation  of  Newry  and  the 
counties  of  Armagh  and  Down.  It  was 
extraordinary  that  the  Government 
should  allow  the  people  in  one  part  of 
the  country  to  settle  their  differences,  and 
refuse  to  allow  the  people  of  another 
part  of  the  country  to  come  to  a  settle- 
ment. The  cases  were  analogous,  and« 
therefore,  why  were  they  treated  differ> 
ently  ?  There  might  be,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  a  better  case  in 
Dublin  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  natare 
of  the  cases  was  precisely  similar.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Small)  had  striveo,  on 
various  occasions,  to  have  this  claass 
considered.  He  was  put  off,  or  coaxed 
off,  until  the  state  of  Beport.  He  was 
told  that  if  he  deferred  the  matter  mtil 
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Bome  curiosity,  the  argument  which 
could  be  advanced  a^zrainst  it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that,  as  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  appealed  to  him, 
he  would  point  out  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  difference  between  the 
case  of  Newry  and  Pembroke  and  Black- 
rock.  He  quite  agreed  it  was  an  ano- 
maly that  certain  persons  outside  the 
municipal  boundaries  of  Newry  should 
have  their  registration  expenses  paid  by 
those  who  lived  within  the  municipal 
boundaries.  But  it  would  be  a  still 
greater  anomaly  if  the  registration  ex- 
penses of  the  electors  of  Newry  were  to 
be  paid  by  people  who  were  outside  and 
had  no  connection  with  the  borough. 
Precisely  an  analogous  case  would  arise 
if  they  were  to  put  the  expenses  of 
reg^tration  of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock 
upon  the  county  of  Dublin.  Tho  hon. 
Member  must  see  that  if  they  did  that 
they  would  create  a  greater  anomaly 
than  that  they  destroyed.  At  present, 
the  voters  of  Newry  had  to  pay  the 
ezpensos  of  the  registration  of  their 
feliow-voters  who  lived  outsido  the 
municipal  boundaries ;  but  this  Amend- 
ment would  put  the  expenses  upon  per- 
Bons  in  the  county  who  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  matter.  In 
the  caae  of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock, 
it  was  not  proposed  to  throw  the  re- 
piatration  expenses  upon  the  county, 
Dot  upon  the  borough  of  Dublin.  By 
the  oonaent  of  all  parties,  a  perfectly 
jut  aettlement  in  the  matter  could  be 
made.  He  was  afraid  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  present  proposal,  which  was 
one  which  might  with  equal  justice  be 
made  in  very  many  cases.  The  clause 
in  the  Act  of  1871  which  related  to 
Newiy  was  framed  after  due  considera- 
tioii,  and  the  House  could  not  depart 
from  it. 

^  Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  said,  the 
ii|^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Srcrc- 
taij  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)  had  advanced  no  reason  to  sup- 

Khia  noH  possumus.  One  Act  of  Par- 
ent was  not  more  powerful  than 
another,  and  in  a  case  such  as  that  ma<le 
l^ihe  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Bmall)  the  Irish  Members  ought  not  to 
he  met  in  the  way  suggested.  The  argu- 
aflnt  in  fayour  of  the  Amendment  was 
mn^j  this — that  the  counties  of  Down 
ndfjumagli  wore  in  receipt  of  the  ratos 
^         • «     ^^^  payable  in  respect  of 
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the  voters  who  were  outside  the  borough 
of  Newry.  Why  the  charge  for  regis- 
tration should  not  follow  the  receipt  of 
money  was  more  than  he  could  under- 
stand. Now,  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
not  like  the  Acts  of  the  Medes  and  Per- 
sians ;  one  Act  of  Parliament  could  be 
altered  by  another ;  and  he  failed  to  see 
why  the  Act  of  1871  could  not  be  altered 
to  the  extent  now  suggested  by  the  Act 
of  1885.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. Nothing  could  be  clearer  than 
the  equity  of  tho  claim  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Small),  who  understood  the  case  from 
beginning  to  end  better,  perhaps,  than 
any  other  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  spoke 
of  the  difference  between  the  townships 
of  Pembroke  and  Blackrock,  and  the 
places  which  wore  situated  outside  the  mu- 
nicipal boundaries,  but  inside  the  Par- 
liamentary boundaries  of  Newry.  The 
cases  were  very  much  more  similar  than 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
imagine.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  aware  that  the  borough 
of  Newry  paid  what  was  called  county 
cess  to  Armagh  and  Down  for  the  main 
roads,  bridges,  and  all  affairs  connected 
with  the  counties  at  large.  In  addition 
to  that,  it  was  within  the  power  of  the 
Grand  Juries  of  tliose  counties,  if  they 
felt  so  disposed,  to  lay  a  specific  tax 
on  tho  part  of  the  borough,  which  laid 
within  the  two  counties,  to  cover  the 
sum  which  they  had  to  pay  to  the 
borough  of  Newry  towards  registration. 
Now,  it  was  impossible  for  the  muni- 
cipal borough  of  Newry  to  charge  the 
rate  upon  the  outlying  districts ;  but  it 
was  perfectly  competent  for  the  Grand 
Jury  to  do  so,  so  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  perfect  justice  would 
be  done — that  was  to  say,  the  Parlia- 
mentary electors  who  lived  outside  the 
municipal  boundaries  would  pay,  not 
directly  to  tho  municipality  of  Nowry, 
but  directly  to  tho  Grand  Jury,  tlio 
amount  of  rate  which  it  was  apportioiero 
they  should  pay  towards  tho  expo- 
registration.  Under  tho  circu' 
he  held  that  the  Governmer'O  insert 
agree  to  this  Amendment  ^  **  circum- 
tho  cases  of  Pombroko  a 
in  which  they  had  agre^ord  be  there 
necessary  alteration,  an^  ^^ 
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Dk.  LYONS  said,  that  in  connection 
witli  this  subject  he  wished  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  no  provision 
whatever  was  made  for  the  rate  col- 
lectors, on  whom  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  additional  duty  was  thrown. 
The  position  of  these  officers  was  one 
of  considerable  grievance. 

The  CHAIEMAN  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  intended  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment ? 

Dk.  LYONS  said,  he  meant  to  pro- 
pose the  addition  of  certain  words ;  but, 
in  the  first  place,  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  that  the  rate  collectors  throughout 
the  country  represented  to  him  that  for 
the  duties  they  were  required  to  perform 
they  were  very  inadequately  remune- 
rated. For  instance,  one  collector  in- 
formed him  that  he  was  put  to  the  ex- 
pense of  18«.  per  day  for  car  hire. 

Mb.  SEXTON  rose  to  Order.  This 
clause  provided  for  the  remuneration  of 
collectors  of  poor  rates. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  has  not  yet 
stated  the  words  he  proposes  to  add. 

Dk.  LYONS  said,  he  was  proceeding 
to  say  that  the  remuneration  provided 
under  the  Bill  for  poor  rate  collectors 
was  totally  inadequate.  He  was  told 
that  in  County  Dublin  collectors  were 
put  to  the  expense  of  18«.  per  day 
for  car  hire,  and  the  rate  at  which  they 
were  remunerated  was  6«.  \0d,  for  41 
tenements,  which  was  about  the  average 
served  in  the  course  of  a  day.  An  ab- 
solute loss,  therefore,  was  entailed  on 
these  men  by  these  extra  duties.  He 
proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  new 
clause  these  words — 

''  All  reasonable  provision  shall  be  made  to 
defray  the  legitimate  claims  of  the  officials  con- 
oemed  in  carrying  out  this  Act,  according  to 
a  scale  to  be  approved  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant." 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mk.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 

pointed  out  that  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Lyons)  was  merely  a 
repetition  of  other  words.  Poor  rate 
collectors  were  amongst  those  for  whom 
remimeration  was  provided  by  the  clause. 
He  recdly  thought  the  Amendment  was 
unnecessary. 

Colonel  NOLAN  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  if  the  poor  rate  collectors 
were  remunerated  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  desired,  all  the 
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money  allowed  for  registration  purposes 
would  be  paid  to  these  men  alone. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

New  Clause : — 

(Contribution  to  cost  of  registration  in  borongh 
of  Dublin.) 

"  The  Commissioners  of  the  townships  of 
Pembroke  and  Blackrock  shall  repay  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  so  much 
of  the  expense  incurred  by  the  Corporation  in 
carrying  the  Parliamentary  Registration  Acts 
into  effect,  in  any  year,  as  is  properly  charge- 
able to  those  townships  respectively,  having 
regard  to  the  number  of  electors  registered  in 
that  year  for  the  borough  of  Dublin  in  respect 
of  qualifying  premises  situated  in  such  town- 
ships respectively. 

^'  Such  payments  shall  be  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  said  townships  out  of  the  rates 
applicable  by  them  respectiv^y  for  the  general 
purposes  of  the  township. 

**  In  case  any  dispute  arises  as  to  the  amount 
properly  chargeable  to  either  township  in  any 
year,  it  shall  be  referred  to  the  arbitration  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland,  who 
may  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  may  make  an 
award  which  shall  be  binding  upon  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin,  and  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners of  such  township,"  —  (Mr,  CamphelU 
BainMrman,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Question,  ''That  the  Clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Wl  reported:  as  amended,  eomideroi. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
And  now,  in  accordance  with  what  I 
stated  before,  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
give  its  consent  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  say  anything  in  support  of  the 
proposal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  tbiid 
time." — (Mr,  CamphelUBannerman,) 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  make  no  objection 
to  the  third  reading;  but  I  emphati* 
cally  repeat,  so  that  there  can  be  no 
mistake  about  it,  that  it  is  understood 
there  will  be  a  note  appended  in  "  an* 
other  place"  to  include  all  the  pro- 
visions embraced  by  Clause  28  of  the 
English  Bill. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire* 
land  would  look  at  the  bottom  of  iw|^ 
10,  he  would  find  that  the  Clerks  of  the 
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Peace  would  have  to  carry  out  the  most 
diffioult  sections  of  the  Bepresentation 
of  the  People  Act.   These  officials  would 
aotoallj  be  required  to  go  into  questions 
of  title,  and  to  find  out  whether  pro- 
perty had  been  derived  from  descent, 
Buocession,   marriage,   marriage  settle- 
ment, and  so  on.     It  was  true  these 
qnalifications  were  contained  in  the  Act ; 
but  he  contended  that  if  there  were  any 
grounds  of  objection,  and  if  a  vote  were 
objected  to,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pro?e  the  qualification  without  requir- 
ing the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  go  into 
these  matters  of  title.    There  would  not 
be  time  for  them  to  do  it ;  only  such 
persons  as  election  agents  could  under- 
take such  work.     He  pointed  this  out  in 
the  interests  of  the  Bill,  and  of  its  proper 
working;    and  he  should  like  some  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  ob- 
jected to  his  statement,  to  have  to  per- 
form the  multifarious  duties  which  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  had  to  discharge, 
ind  then  to  have  added  to  those  duties 
the  duty  of  finding  out  whether  a  per- 
son got  his  title  to  the  property,  giving 
him  a  qualification  by  descent,  succes- 
sion, marriage,  or  marriage  settlement. 
He  should    like   to  know  what    they 
would    think    of    the    addition?      He 
hoped  that   in  ** another    place"   this 
objectionable  feature  of  the  Bill  would 
be  removed.     Generally  speaking,  the 
directions  given  to  the  Olerks  of  the 
Peace  in  the  Bill  were  far  too  fuU,  and 
dealt  far  too  much  with  questions  of 
law.    These  officials  ought  to  have  their 
duties  laid  down  as  simply  as  possible. 
He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  say  these  few 
words ;  and  now,  having  said  them,  he 
felt  oontent. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
'BHHpaeeed. 

8P0BTING  LANDS  RATING  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  3.] 

(ZV.  Camuron,  JTr.  Cochran' Patrick ^  Mr,  Munro^ 

FerfU9on,  Mr,  Mackintoihy  Dr,  Farquharson.) 

SECOim   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Db.  CAMERON :  The  object  of  this 
Bin,  Sir,  is  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Select  Committee,  of 
which  you  yourself  were  a  Member. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Xmdsp  next. 


MOTIONS. 


CEOFTEES  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  iMiye  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  land 
by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto."— (7%tf  Lord  Advocate) 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

LOWEB  THAMES  VALLEY  MAIN  SEWERAGE 
BILL. 
Sir  William  Dyke,  Colonel  Walrond,  Mr. 
RvsTOK,  and  Dr.  Fahqt7haiison,  nominated 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee. — (Mr.  George 
Ru88ell.) 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     (IRELAND)     FBOVI- 
SIGNAL  OBDBBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitor  Gbnsral  for 
Ireland,  Bill  to  confirm  two  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland, 
relating  to  the  Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks, 
and  to  "  The  Dublin  Corporation  Waterworks 
and  Fire  Brigade  Provisional  Order,  1874," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannbrman. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAND)  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  BILL  (BILL  NO  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire- 
land concerning  Mallow  and  Midleton,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  and  Mr.  Camfbbll-Bannbrman. 

SUMMARY    JURISDICTION     (TERM     OF      IM- 
PRISONMENT)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the  mode  of  reckon- 
ing a  term  of  imprisonment  under  a  warrant  of 
commitment  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fovler  and 
Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt. 
BUlpreeented,  Andretid  the  first  time.  [Bill  180.] 

TITHE  RENT  CHARGE  REDEMPTION  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Bill  to 
amend  and  extend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Re- 
demption of  Tithe  Rent  Charge  in  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Ctjbitt,  Mr.  Monk,  and 
Mr.  Vivian. 

Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 

House  a^joomed  at  half  after 
Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Fridai/y  I5th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^r«/  Beading— 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  *  ;  Registration 
(Occupation  Voters)  ♦  (111) ;  Registration  of 
Voters  (Scotland)*  (112);  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)*  (116);  East  India  Un- 
claimed Stocks*  (113);  Pier  and  Harbour 
Provisional  Orders  •  (U4J  ;  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (117);  Local  Authorities  (Ex- 
penses of  Conferences)  ♦  (118). 

Second  Reading — ^Metropolis  (Hughes  Fields, 
Deptford)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  • 
(82) ;  Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Newington) 
Provisional  Order  (Confirmation  •  (81) ;  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Redistribution)  (109). 

Committee  —  Barristers  Admission  (Ireland)* 
(100). 

Committee — i^e^or^-^Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Provisional  Order  •  (96) ;  Metropolitan 
StreeU  Act  (1867)  Extension  •  (101) . 

Select  Committee — Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) *  (31)  ;  The  Lord  Inchiquin  added  in 
place  of  The  Marquess  of  Waterford. 

Third  Reading — Highways  *  (98),  tLvApaeeed, 


SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
BILL  PRESENTED.      FIBST  BEADING. 

The  Eabl  of  E08EBEEY:  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  lay  on  the  Table,  and 
ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a  first 
reading  to,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Bill ;  and  I  desire,  in  doing  so,  to  point 
out  the  main  differences  that  exist  be- 
tween that  Bill  and  the  Bill  which  is 
already  familiar  to  your  Lordships.  The 
first  of  these — and  there  are  only  the 
two — ^is  that  the  ancient  Office  of  Keeper 
of  the  Qreat  Seal  of  Scotland,  now 
vacant,  will  be  attached  to  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  the  second 
is  this — that  primary,  secondary,  and 
University  education  in  Scotland  should 
be  under  the  control  of  the  new  Depart- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  asked  when 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing? 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBEEY:  After 
the  Whitsuntide  Becess. 

Bill  for  appointing  a  Secretary  for 
Scotland— PrMw^tf^^  (The  Lobd  Pbivy 
Seal)  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed, 
(No.  117.) 

beoi8Tbation(  occupation  votbbs)  bill. 
Read  1*  {The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  to  be  printed. 
(No.  111.) 


BEGISTBATION  OF  VOTBESBILL  (SOOTLAND). 

Read  \^{The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  ;  to  hoprinUd. 
(No.  112.) 

BEGISTBATION  OF  VOTEBS  (iBELAND)  BILL, 

Read  1»  {The  Lord  President) ;  to  ht printed. 
(No.  116.) 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  gave 
Notice  that  on  Monday  next  he  should 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Eegia- 
tration  of  Voters  (England)  Bill. 

LoBD  CAELINGFOED  (Lobd  Pbesi- 
DENT  of  the  Council)  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  also  read  the  Seg^s- 
tration  of  Voters  (Lreland)  Bill  a  second 
time  on  Monday,  as  there  was  urgent 
reason  why  it  should  be  passed  as  soon 
as  possible. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  he 
proposed  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Eegistration 
of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  on  Monday, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  see  their  way 
to  pressing  that  Bill  forward  also. 

The  Mabquess  of  S ALISBUEY  said, 
he  would  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Qranville).  There 
was  a  strong  desire,  not  only  among 
supporters  of  the  Qovemment,  but  also 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
English  and  Irish  Bills  should,  if  po6> 
sible,  pass  before  Whitsuntide.  That 
would  be  impossible  if  their  Lordships 
adjourned  on  Tuesday,  as  was  origin- 
ally intended ;  and,  therefore,  he  sug- 
gested that  they  should  not  adjourn  for 
the  Eecess  till  Thursday. 

Eabl  OEANVILLE  assented  to  the 
proposal,  observing  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  adjourning  for  the  Eecess 
before  Thursday. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 
ACT— LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  DONOUGHMGEE 
asked  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  he  could  inform  their  Lord- 
ships of  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intended  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  either  the  renewal  or  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ireland ; 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
rumour  that  had  been  promulgated  that 
it  was  contemplated  this  Session  to  in- 
troduce a  Local  Government  Board  Bill 
for  Ireland ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  any  intention  to  bring  in  a 
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fiill  to  facilitate  the  purchase  of  land, 
which,  he  thought,  they  were  more  or 
len  pledged  to  do  ? 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  (Lokd  Pbesi- 
DEXT  of  the  CoimoiL) :  I  have  to  say 
that  the  GoTemment  do  intend  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  embodying  a  considerable  num- 
ber, but  not  the  whole,  of  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  present  Grimes  Act,  and 
that  Bill  they  intend  to  introduce  on  an 
early  day  alter  the  Whitsuntide  holi- 
dajB.  With  respect  to  the  other  mea- 
fares  mentioned  by  my  noble  Friend,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  make  any  statement 
in  regard  to  them  at  this  moment. 

HEB  EOYAL  HIGHNESS  PBINCESS 

BEATRICE. 

THE  QTTEEN's  KBSSAQE. 

Her  Majesty's  Most  Gbacious  Message 
of  Tuesday  last  considered  (according  to 
order). 

Eabl  GBAN7ILLE :  I  beg  to  move— 
"That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majflsty,  thanking  Her  Majesty  for  the  most 
gndons  oommonication  which  it  has  pleased 
Her  Majesty  to  make  to  this  House  of  the  in- 
tended marriage  between  Her  Royal  Highness 
Princess  Beatrice  and  His  Serene  Highness 
Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg,  and  to  assure  Her 
Hftjflsty  that  this  House,  always  feeling  the 
liTeliest  interest  in  any  eyent  which  can  con- 
tribute to  the  happiness  of  the  Boyal  Family^ 
viH  concur  in  the  measures  which  may  be  pro- 
posed lor  the  consideration  of  the  House  to 
enable  Her  Majesty  to  make  suitable  provision 
for  H«r  Boyal  Highness." 

My  Lords,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  your  Lordships  will  agree  to  this 
Motion  with  cordiality  and  with  sym- 
Pj^y  with  Her  Majes^  and  her  Family. 
That  has  always  been  the  case  in  my 
experience ;  and  it  has  been  my  fortu- 
nate lot  on  several  former  occasions  to 
make  a  proposition  of  an  exactly  similar 
tduLneter.  There  is  no  family  relation 
nM»e  tooohing  than  that  between  a 
mo&er  and  her  daughter ;  and  I  believe 
many  of  your  Lord^ps  are  personally 
cognizant  of  what  this  relation  between 
Her  Majesty  and  Princess  Beatrice  has 
been.  It  is  a  matter  of  congratula- 
tion that  by  this  marriage— foimded 
on  mutual  affection — of  me  Princess 
Beatrice  to  one  whose  personal  qualities 
are  nnivemlly  acknowledged  by  those 
who  kiiow  lum,  there  will  oe  no  separa- 


tion. The  daughter  will  not  be  taken 
away  from  the  Queen ;  but  a  son  will 
be  added  to  Her  Majesty's  home.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  your  Lordships 
will  readily  agree  to  any  provision  of  a 
reasonable  character,  such  as  is  proposed 
to  be  given  in  this  case. 

The  Maequess  of  8ALI8BUEY :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
heartily  agree  with  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  will  readily  join  in 
giving  effect  to  the  prox>osals  which  may 
commend  themselves  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  This  House  does  not  ta^e 
the  same  prominent  share  as  the  other 
House  of  jParliament  does  in  dealing 
with  questions  of  this  kind;  but  we 
shall  not  fall  short  of  the  other  House 
in  the  earnestness  and  goodwill  with 
which  we  concur  in  the  requisite  ar- 
rangements, and  your  Lordships  wiU 
wish  that  every  happiness  may  attend 
those  who  are  about  to  be  united. 
Her  Majesty  has  been  singularly  for- 
tunate and  happy  in  the  marriages 
of  her  children.  Those  who  have  the 
honour  of  knowing  the  Princess  and  her 
affianced  husband  will  feel  that  to  along 
list  of  marriages  which  have  brought 
happiness  to  the  Boyal  Household,  and 
which  have  shed  honour  upon  a  race  in 
whose  character  and  position  every 
Englishman  feels  the  profoundest  in- 
terest, this  marriage  now  to  be  added 
will  be  like  those  that  have  gone  before. 
We  shdl  attend  the  last  of  the  marriages 
of  Her  Majesty's  children  with  the  same 
feelings  of  hope  for  the  future  as  those 
which  have  accompanied  previous  unions. 
I  will  only  say  one  word  more.  The 
Prime  Minister  intimated  in  the  other 
House  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  deal  with  this  question 
of  providing  appanages  for  the  children 
of  the  Sovereign,  and  to  review  the  posi- 
tion and  the  present  condition  of  the 
whole  subject  and  the  practice  that  pre- 
vails. I  do  not  wish  to  comment  now 
upon  that  which  is  reserved  for  discus- 
sion at  a  more  distant  opportunity ;  but 
I  can  only  say  that  I  heartily  agree  in 
the  wisdom  of  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  I  tlmik  much  ad- 
vantage may  come  from  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to  nemine  diisentiente. 

The  said  Address  to  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  by  the  Lor49  with  Whjt^ 
Stayes, 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Friday y  ISth  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i7r«^  Eeading" 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  ♦  ;  Registration 
(Occupation  Voters)  •  (111) ;  Registration  of 
Voters  (Scotland)*  (112);  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)*  (116);  East  India  Un- 
claimed  Stocks*  (113);  Pier  and  Harbour 
Provisional  Orders*  (114);  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (117);  Local  Authorities  (Ex- 
penses of  Conferences)  ♦(118). 

Second  Reading — ^Metropolis  (Hughes  Fields, 
Deptford)  IVovisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(82) ;  Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Newington) 
Proyisional  Order  Confirmation  *  (81) ;  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Redistribution)  (109). 

Committee  —  Barristers  Admission  (Ireland)* 
(100). 

Committee — -Re^por^— Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Proyisional  Order  *  (96) ;  Metropolitan 
StreeU  Act  (1867)  Extension  •  (101) . 

Select  Committee — Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) *  (31)  ;  The  Lord  Inchiquin  added  in 
place  of  The  Marquess  of  Waterford. 

Third  Reading — Highways  *  (98),  taidipateed. 


SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
BILL  PRESENTED.      FIBST  BEADING. 

The  Eabl  of  E08EBEEY:  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  lay  on  the  Table,  and 
ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a  first 
reading  to,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
Bill ;  and  I  desire,  in  doing  so,  to  point 
out  the  main  differences  that  exist  be- 
tween that  Bill  and  the  Bill  which  is 
already  familiar  to  your  Lordships.  The 
first  of  these — and  there  are  only  the 
two — ^is  that  the  ancient  Office  of  Keeper 
of  the  Qreat  Seal  of  Scotland,  now 
vacant,  will  be  attached  to  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  the  second 
is  this — that  primary,  secondary,  and 
TJniversity  education  in  Scotland  should 
be  under  the  control  of  the  new  Depart- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  asked  when 
it  was  proposed  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing? 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY:  After 
the  Whitsuntide  Becess. 

Bill  for  apx>oiDting  a  Secretary  for 
Scotland — Presented  (The  Lobd  Pbivy 
Seal)  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  117.) 

beoistbation(  occupation  voters)  bill. 
Read  1*  (The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  to  be  printed, 
(No.  111.) 


begisteation  of  votbesbill  (Scotland). 

Read  !•  (The  Lord  Frivy  Seal)  ;  to  ho  printed. 
(No.  112.) 

begisteation  of  votebs  (ibeland)  bill. 

Read  1*  {The  Lord  President) ;  to  he  printed. 
(No.  116.) 

Tp  LORD  CHANCELLOR  gave 
Notice  that  on  Monday  next  he  should 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (England)  Bill. 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  (Lobd  Pbesi- 
DENT  of  the  Council)  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  also  read  the  Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (Lreland)  Bill  a  second 
time  on  Monday,  as  there  was  urgent 
reason  why  it  should  be  passed  as  soon 
as  possible. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
proposed  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Registration 
of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  on  Monday, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  see  their  way 
to  pressing  that  Bill  forward  also. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  would  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Qranville).  There 
was  a  strong  desire,  not  only  amon^ 
supporters  of  the  Government,  but  also 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
English  and  Irish  Bills  should,  if  pos* 
sible,  pass  before  Whitsuntide.  That 
would  be  impossible  if  their  Lordships 
adjourned  on  Tuesday,  as  was  origin* 
ally  intended ;  and,  therefore,  he  sug- 
gested that  they  should  not  adjourn  for 
the  Recess  till  Thursday. 

Eabl  ORANVILLE  assented  to  the 
proposal,  observing  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  adjourning  for  the  Recess 
before  Thursday. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 
ACT-LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
asked  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  he  could  inform  their  Lord* 
ships  of  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Gro-> 
vernmenfc  intended  to  pursue  with  re* 
gard  to  either  the  renewal  or  a  modifi* 
cation  of  the  Grimes  Act  in  Ireland  ; 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
rumour  that  had  been  promulgated  that 
it  was  contemplated  this  Session  to  in* 
troduce  a  Local  Government  Board  Bill 
for  Ireland;  and,  whether  the  Gorera* 
ment  had  aoy  intention  to  bring  in  a 
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Bill  to  facilitate  the  parohase  of  land, 
which,  he  thought,  they  were  more  or 
leaa  pledged  to  do  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lokd  Pkesi- 
DEHT  of  the  Council)  :  I  have  to  say 
that  the  OoTemment  do  intend  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  embodying  a  considerable  nam- 
ber,  but  not  the  whole,  of  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  present  Grimes  Act,  and 
that  Bill  they  intend  to  introduce  on  an 
early  day  after  the  Whitsuntide  holi- 
days. With  respect  to  the  other  mea- 
iores  mentioned  by  my  noble  Friend,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  make  any  statement 
in  regaxd  to  them  at  this  moment. 

HER  EOYAL  HIGHNESS  PBINCESS 

BEATRICE. 

THE   queen's  1CE88AQE. 

Her  Majesty's  Most  Gbacious  Message 
of  Tuesday  last  eonBtdered  (according  to 
order). 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  beg  to  move— 
**  That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majflsty,  thanking  Her  Majesty  for  the  most 
gndoiis  commonication  which  it  has  pleased 
Her  Majesty  to  make  to  this  House  of  the  in- 
tended marriage  between  Her  Royal  Highness 
Ptincess  Beatrice  and  His  Serene  Highness 
Prmce  Henry  of  Battenberg,  and  to  assure  Her 
Hftjflsty  that  this  House,  always  feeling  the 
lireliest  interest  in  any  event  which  can  con- 
tribute to  the  happiness  of  the  Royal  Family^ 
win  concur  in  the  measures  which  may  be  pro- 
posed for  the  consideration  of  the  House  to 
enable  Her  Majesty  to  make  suitable  provision 
ict  Her  Royal  Highness." 

My  Lords,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  your  Lordships  will  agree  to  this 
Motion  with  cordiality  and  with  sym- 
pathy with  Her  Majesty  and  her  Family. 
That  has  always  been  the  case  in  my 
experience ;  and  it  has  been  my  fortu- 
nate lot  on  several  former  occasions  to 
make  a  proposition  of  an  exactly  similar 
^laraeter.  There  is  no  family  relation 
more  touohing  than  that  between  a 
mother  and  her  daughter ;  and  I  believe 
many  of  your  Lord^ps  are  personally 
cognizant  of  what  this  relation  between 
H^  Majeaty  and  Princess  Beatrice  has 
been«  It  is  a  matter  of  congratula- 
tion that  by  this  marriage — ^foimded 
on  mntnal  affection — of  the  Princess 
Beatrice  to  one  whose  personal  qualities 
ire  imiverrallj  acknowledged  by  those 
who  kpow  him,  there  will  oe  no  separa- 


tion. The  daughter  will  not  be  taken 
away  from  the  Queen ;  but  a  son  will 
be  added  to  Her  Majesty's  home.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  your  Lordships 
will  readily  agree  to  any  provision  of  a 
reasonable  character,  such  as  is  proposed 
to  be  given  in  this  case. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
heartily  agree  with  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  will  readily  join  in 
giving  effect  to  the  proposals  which  may 
commend  themselves  to  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  This  House  does  not  take 
the  same  prominent  share  as  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  does  in  dealing 
with  questions  of  this  kind;  but  we 
shall  not  fall  short  of  the  other  House 
in  the  earnestness  and  goodwill  with 
which  we  concur  in  the  requisite  ar- 
rangements, and  your  Lordships  wiU 
wish  that  every  happiness  may  attend 
those  who  are  about  to  be  united. 
Her  Majesty  has  been  singularly  for- 
tunate and  happy  in  the  marriages 
of  her  children.  Those  who  have  the 
honour  of  knowing  the  Princess  and  her 
affianced  husband  will  feel  that  to  a  long 
list  of  marriages  which  have  brought 
happiness  to  the  Eoyal  Household,  and 
which  have  shed  honour  upon  a  race  in 
whose  character  and  position  evexy 
Englishman  feels  the  profoundest  in- 
terest, this  marriage  now  to  be  added 
will  be  like  those  that  have  gone  before. 
We  shall  attend  the  last  of  the  marriages 
of  Her  Majesty's  children  with  the  same 
feelings  of  hope  for  the  future  as  those 
which  have  accompanied  previous  unions. 
I  will  only  say  one  word  more.  The 
Prime  Minister  intimated  in  the  other 
House  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  deal  with  this  question 
of  providing  appanages  for  the  children 
of  the  Sovereign,  and  to  review  the  posi- 
tion and  the  present  condition  of  the 
whole  subject  and  the  practice  that  pre- 
vails. I  do  not  wish  to  comment  now 
upon  that  which  is  reserved  for  discus- 
sion at  a  more  distant  opportunity ;  but 
I  can  only  say  that  I  heartily  agree  in 
the  wisdom  of  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  I  think  much  ad- 
vantage may  come  from  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to  nemine  dtBBentiente. 

The  said  Address  to  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  by  tb^  Lor49  with  Whjt^ 
Staves, 
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ABMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 

ORGANIZATION  AND  EQUIPMENT. 

BE80LUTI0N. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMTSS,  in  rising  to 
move — 

'^That  the  present  state  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces,  deficient  as  they  are  in  the  organization 
and  equipment  necessary  to  enable  them,  if  re- 
quired, to  take  and  keep  the  field,  demands  the 
immediate  and  earnest  attention  of  those  who 
are  responsible  for  their  efficiency  and  for  the 
security  of  the  country," 

said,  that  in  1870  it  was  known  that  the 
Emperor  of  the  French,  in  picking  a 
quarrel  with  Germany,  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  France 
was  prepared  for  war.  The  answer  was 
historic  and  well  known.  General  Leboeuf 
said  they  were  prepared ytM^u'atf  tUrnisr 
houton.  What  was  the  result  of  all 
this?  Before  even  the  French  Army 
had  crossed  the  Frontier  the  Chief  of  the 
Oommissariat  wrote  to  the  Minister  of 
War  at  Paris,  dating  from  Metz,  July 
24,  1870— 

**  The  3rd  Oorps  will  leave  Metz  entirely  to- 
morrow. I  have  neither  attendants  to  nurse  the 
sick,  nor  administratiye  clerks,  nor  ambulances, 
field  stores,  baggage  waggons,  weighing  ma- 
chines. In  the  4th  Division  (the  Cavalry  Divi- 
sion) I  have  no  officials  at  all.  I  beg  Tour  Ex- 
cellency to  help  me  out  of  this  difficulty.  The 
great  headquarters  cannot  come  to  my  assist- 
ance, although  there  are  more  than  10  officials 
there.*' 

They  well  knew  the  result  of  the  Franco- 
German  Campaign — how  the  French  in- 
tended invasion  was  rolled  back  upon 
France,  how  armies  were  netted  by 
hundreds  of  thousands  at  a  time,  how 
the  Emperor  surrendered  at  Sedan,  how 
at  last  Fans  itself  surrendered,  how  two 
Provinces  were  torn  from  France,  and 
how  the  French  people  were  made  to  pay 
£400,000,000  indemnity.  He  referred 
to  those  events  because  they  showed  the 
result  of  trusting  to  smooth  official  state- 
ments ;  and  because  he  believed  that  the 
consequences  would  be  in  England 
even  worse,  if  they  had,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  to  send  in  an  emer- 
gency an  Army  into  the  field  and  to  de- 
pend on  its  Auxiliary  Forces.  Of  the 
Army,  he  only  desired  to  say  that  at  the 
time  of  the  reforms  carried  out  in  the 
Army  in  1871  they  were  assured  that  the 
Beservein  1880  would  amount  to  80,000, 
whereas  it  only  amounted  to  34,000  in 
1884;  and  the  result  was  this  —  that 
while  they  had  obtained  a  second  line  at 
the  expense  of  the  first,  which  was  prac- 


tically non-existent,  only  amounting  to 
30,000  rank  and  file  of  20  years  and 
upwards,  they  could  not  engage  in  the 
smallest  war,  and  send  efficient  troops 
— seasoned  men — abroad  without  deplet- 
ing the  regiments  at  home;  and  with 
regard  even  to  the  regiments  sent  abroad, 
he  had  been  informed  that  there  was  one 
regiment  doing  garrison  duty  abroad  900 
strong,  having  about  300  men  who  had 
never  fired  a  shot — though  this  was  a 
Bifie  regiment — and  having  about  one- 
third  of  its  men  under  the  age  of  19 
years.  If  they  compared  the  year  1864 
with  the  year  1884  they  found  this  very 
strange  result — that  in  1884  there  were 
975  men  less,  including  the  Beserve,  than 
in  1864  without  it.  £i  1864  the  Betum 
of  all  ranks  was  216,791 ;  in  1884  it  was 
181,227,  or  35,564  less;  and  if  th^ 
added  to  the  strength  of  the  Army  in 
1884  the  34,000  First  Class  Besenre 
they  only  obtained  215,227,  which  was 
975  less  than  the  strength  of  the  Army 
alone  in  1864.  That  was  certainly  a 
curious  state  of  things,  especially  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Army  Esti- 
mate for  1884  was  £15,790,000,  and  the 
Estimate  for  1864  only  £13,520,000. 
As  regarded  the  Army,  therefore,  those 
figures,  which  were  incontrovertible^ 
showed  that,  however  gallant  the  Army 
might  be,  it  was  not  such  that  the  naticm 
could  trust  to  it  alone  for  its  defences.  It 
was  to  establish  that  proposition  that  he 
had  made  this  allusion  to  the  Army.  He 
would  now  refer  to  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
— the  Militia,  Yeomanry,  and  Volun- 
teers. Two  years  ago  he  brought  for* 
ward  a  Motion,  which  was  carried,  and 
which  declared — 

**  That  having  regard  to  the  pretent  defeotiv* 
military  organization  and  to  the  great  impocl> 
ance  of  the  Militia  Force,  it  is  essential  that  the 
Militia  be  forthwith  recruited  up  to  their  estab- 
lished  strength ;  and  that  the  Militia  Reserre 
should,  as  intended  by  its  originator,  the  lata 
General  Peel,  and  at  reoonunended  by  tlM 
Militia  Committee  of  1S77,  be  borne  in  < 
of  the  Militia  establishment.'* 


There  was  a  discussion  on  that  < 
and,  though  all  those  who  had  held  Ofioa 
opposed  the  Motion,  it  was  carried  l^  tha 
patriotism  of  the  House  by  a  nuuoritj  of 
five.  In  bringing  forward  that  Motion  hft 
gave  the  following  figures.  The  Militia 
Establishment  m  1883  was  128,069,  hat 
only  104,431  men  were  enrolled.  De« 
duoting  30,000  men  who  belonged  to 
the  Muitia  Beserve,  and  also  those  maA 
who  were  under  19  yean  of  age  aaA 
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who  could  not  be  regarded  as  real  sol- 
diers, deducting  also  the  Artillery  and 
one-fifth  for  casualties,  there  were  left 
36,638   rank  and  file.      Their    Lord- 
ships   would    probably    not    be    sur- 
prised  to    hear    that    the    Eesolution 
carried  in  that  House  had  been  treated 
as  waste  paper,  and  that  nothing  had 
been  done  which  it  recommended.     In 
1884  the  rank  and  file  of  the  Militia 
Establishment  was  nominally  129,737; 
bat  the  number  present  at  training  was 
only  93,925,  and  after  deducting  the 
30,000  Militia  Beserve  and   the  men 
under  19  years  of  age,  Artillery,  and 
one-fifth  for  casualties,  there  remained 
27,473  available  men.      That  was  the 
state  of  affairs  regarding  the  numbers 
of  the  Militia.    As  regi^ed  organiza- 
tion, nothing  could  be  worse.     They 
were  wanting  in  Transport,  in  Field 
Artillery,   and    in    Cavalry.     He   had 
communicated  with  some  Militia  officers 
on  the  subject,  and  one  of  them — a  most 
efiScient  officer — had  replied — 

"The  state  of  the  Militia  is  precisely  what 
that  of  the  Nayy  was  before  the  recent  scare,'* 

and  their  Lordships  knew  what  that 
meant.  This  officer  said  that  the  sys- 
tem of  sending  recruits  to  the  depots  to 
be  trained,  instead  of  at  once  attaching 
them  to  their  regiments,  discouraged 
enlistment.  He  also  regretted  that  the 
Adjutant  and  permanent  Staff  of  a  regi- 
ment were  no  longer  appointed  by  the 
Commanding  Officer.  The  result  of  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  that  the 
oommand  of  a  Militia  regiment  was  not 
as  desirable  a  prize  as  it  was  formerly, 
and  that  the  Militia  was  inefficiently 
officered.  Many  young  men  entered  the 
Force  with  the  sole  object  of  obtainiug 
oommissions  in  the  Line,  and  conse- 
quently left  it  at  the  end  of  two  years. 
The  fraudulent  enlistment  and  desertion 
that  occurred  in  connection  with  the 
Porce  were  very  great.  With  regard 
to  equipment,  his  informant  complained 
that  tbe  want  was  almost  total.  The 
pouches  of  the  men  could  only  contain 
20  rounds  of  ammunition;  their  knap- 
sacks were  worn  out,  and  their  belts 
obsolete.  They  had  no  leggings,  water 
bottleSy  or  helmets,  and  were  but  im- 
perfectly provided  with  greatcoats.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Militia  was  not  in  the 
state  in  which  the  public  believed  it  to 
be,  either  in  point  of  numbers  or  orga- 
sitttion.  Public  opinion  ought  to  oe 
bioQght  to  bear  upon  the  subject,  and 


more  cognizance  taken  of  this  invaluable 
Force.  As  to  the  Yeomanry,  he  held 
that  every  effort  should  be  made  to  keep 
that  old  Constitutional  Force  up  to  the 
proper  standard.  In  time  of  need  it 
might  render  invaluable  service  to  the 
country.  He  came  now  to  the  last 
branch  of  his  subject— namely,  their 
Volunteer  organization.  Sir  |£dward 
Hamley,  in  a  recent  article  in  TAe  Nine- 
teenth Century  entitled  The  Volunteere  in 
Time  of  Need,  said — 

**  Since  their  first  estahliahment  the  Yolnn- 
teers  have  largely  increased  in  numbers.  There 
was  a  time,  some  15  years  aj^o,  when  for  some 
years  the  Force  kept  diminishing.  But  since 
1873,  when  the  number  enrolled  stood  at 
172,000,  of  whom  nearly  19,000  were  non- 
efficient,  it  rose  steadily,  till  it  stands  now  at 
240,000  enrolled  men,  of  whom  less  than  7,000 
were  non-efficient.  That  so  many  men,  of 
whose  lives  leisure  forms  but  a  small  part, 
should  give  so  much  of  it  to  this  almost  gratui- 
tous service  proves  that  they  have  taken  up  the 
task  in  no  holiday  spirit,  and  is  one  of  the 
hopeful  signs  of  the  times.*' 

Sir  Edward  Hamley  also  pointed  out 
that  in  a  case  of  necessity  the  Volunteers 
would  probably  form  two-thirds  of  our 
defensive  Army.  Now,  it  was  a  melan- 
choly fact  that  this  Force,  so  enthusi- 
astic and  patriotic,  was,  as  an  Army, 
practically  inefficient.  Their  muskets 
were  of  the  very  worst  kind,  and  they 
had  none  of  the  absolute  requisites  to 
enable  them  to  take  and  keep  the  field. 
As  a  result,  if  those  men  should  be  sud- 
denly called  to  take  the  field  sickness 
would  prevail  to  an  alarming  extent. 
At  a  recent  discussion  at  the  United 
Service  Institution  a  statement  was  made 
of  the  articles,  greatcoats,  valises,  water 
bottles,  leggings,  &o.,  of  which  the 
Volunteers  were  in  need ;  and  it  was 
agreed  that  a  certain  additional  sum — 
10s. — ought  to  be  given  to  Volunteers  to 
enable  them  to  procure  those  articles,  the 
grant  being  made  on  the  principle  of  pay- 
ment by  results.  Another  m  atter  to  which 
attention  was  drawn  at  the  meeting  was 
the  desirability  of  forming  a  Volunteer 
Eeserve.  That,  however,  did  not  ex- 
haust the  catalogue  of  wants.  More 
ranges  were  needed,  and  Morris's  tubes 
for  shooting  practice  should  be  pro- 
vided for  all  regiments.  It  was  said 
that  there  was  ample  transport  in 
the  country;  but  what  use  was  that 
when  the  transport  was  not  orga- 
nized? When  the  crash  came  there 
might  be  chaos  here  beyond  anything 
that  had  been  found  in  France.    With. 
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regard  to  Auxiliary  Oavalry  they  had 
none ;  and  yet  they  ought  to  look  to 
the  Yeomanry  as  the  proper  Cavalry 
Force  in  aid  of  the  Volunteers.  It 
would  add  greatly  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Yeomanry  if  they  were  made  a  Rifle 
Cavalry  Force,  and  were  armed  with  a 
rifle  good  at  2,000  yards,  instead  of 
a  carbine  as  now,  which  carried  only 
1,000.  The  men  should  be  trained  to  use 
this  arm  on  foot  as  well  as  on  horse- 
back. If  he  were  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  he  would  be  inclined  to  say  to 
the  Yeomanry — "You  are  capable  of 
being  made  a  most  efficient  Force.  We 
are  ready  to  assist  you ;  but  we  insist 
upon  your  becoming  Eifle  Cavalry. 
If  you  do  we  will  increase  your  grant." 
He  hoped  the  country  would  take  this 
home — that  they  had  at  present  a  Eoyal 
Artillery  insufficient  in  number  for  an 
Army  even  on  a  peace  footing,  and  ab- 
solutely insufficient  for  an  Army  on  a 
war  footing,  as  regarded  the  proper 
proportion  of  guns,  horses,  equipments, 
and  men.  It  had  not  that  reserve  of 
men,  horses,  or  equipment  which  would 
be  necessary  for  war.  As  regarded  the 
Militia,  there  was  no  Field  Artillery  of 
any  kind.  The  illustrious  Duke  on  the 
Cross  Benches  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge) 
would  bear  him  out  that  this  was  the 
old  story  mooted  in  1870.  He  asked  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  the 
other  day  a  Question  about  the  40- 
pounders  they  had  got.  His  noble 
Friend  declined  to  give  any  information, 
upon  the  ground  that  it  would  be  indis- 
creet to  do  BO ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the 
only  people  who  would  be  kept  in  the 
dark  upon  the  subject  were  the  people 
of  England,  as  through  their  Military 
Attaoh68  Foreign  Governments  knew 
every  particular  of  every  gun  we  had. 
The  40-pounder  was  not  as  good  as  a 
gun  half  its  weight;  but  it  might  be 
improved.  Let  some  use  be  made  of 
those  gims;  let  them  be  handed  over 
to  the  Volunteers.  That  was  what 
General  Hamley  proposed — tiiiat  those 
guns  should  be  given  to  the  Volunteers, 
and  that  stores  should  be  built ;  and  he 
calculated  the  whole  cost  at  £800,000. 
The  total  cost  of  Volunteers  numbering 
214,000  was  £769,400.  Of  that  sum  the 
capitation  grant  amounted  to  £388,800, 
stores  to  £93,000,  Adjutants  £67,400, 
and  Sergeant-Instructors  £85,100.  He 
hoped  he  had  said  enough  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  support  his  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  JFemyss 


He  thought  he  had  shown  that  whether 
they  looked  at  the  Army  or  the  Auxi- 
liary Forces  everything  was  in  a  condi- 
tion in  which  it  ought  not  to  be.  That 
was  due  to  the  policy  of  both  sides. 
They  dreaded  to  spend  money  on  things 
for  which  money  was  required  ;  and 
there  was  a  want  of  courage  on  the  part 
of  those  who  were  responsible,  and  who 
ought  to  come  forward  and  state  what 
was  wanting  in  money  and  otherwise 
to  make  their  Forces  efficient.  This 
question  was  in  the  Slough  of  Des- 
pond of  Party  rivalry.  General  Hamley 
said  in  The  Nineteenth  Century  of  last 
March — 

**  The  reason  of  this  disastrouB  neglect  lies  in 
the  extraordinary  means  hj  which  we  are  con- 
tent to  administer  our  Departments  of  War. 
They  are  in  the  hands  of  Ministers  '  who  nersr 
set  a  squadron  in  the  field  or  the  division  of  a 
battle  know/  but  who  are  pledf^  to  wi^iw^^tn 
the  interests  of  a  particular  political  Chief  and 
political  Party.    I  speak  not  of  any  particular 
Party  nor  any  particular  Minister— it  is  th« 
vice  of  the  system.    It  is  not  peculiar  to  the— 
Departments  that  they  postpone  the  int«rests  oi 
the  country  to  the  interests  of  Party.    There  is 
no   more   powerful    projectile  with  which  to 
assail  a  political  adversary  than  a  chu^  of 
extravagance.    Acoordin^ly,  at  every  crisis  tli« 
Leaders  use    these  missiles   to  bombud  eaok 
other : — '  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ^<^minis- 
tration  cost  the  country  £6,000,000  more  than 
that  over  which  I  had  the  honour  to  preside.* 
'  Not  at  all ;  the  noble  Lord  forgets  that  a  mu^ 
larger  expenditure  than  that  was  entailed  upon 
us  by  his  own  policy,'  &c,  to  the  great  edifica- 
tion and  delight  of  his  hearers.    If  the  speakers 
were  to  be  perfectly  frank  on  these  occasiona, 
like  the  inhabitants  of  the  Palace  of  Truth, 
their  avowals  would  take  something  of  this 
character — *  I  found  my  best  claim  to  your  ooo« 
fidence  on  a  remission  of  taxation.  The  expeoas 
of  preparing  for  war  is  very  irksome  in  time  of 
peace.    As  I  hope  for  peace  in  my  time,  tho 
odium  of  meeting  war  without  preparation  wOl 
not  fall  upon  me.    I  have,  therofore,  rednoad 
this  item  of  expense  to  the  lowest  point  t^r^mi^ 
tent  with  the  maintenance  of  appearances.     I 
have  allowed  the  Army  to  become  a  huge  sima* 
laorum;   I  have  encouraffed  the  dieapest  of 
national  defences  —  the  Volunteers — to  eorol 
themselves,  but  chiefiv  at  their  own  nrpmaa. 
I  have  withheld  from  them  all  that  could  mndwa 
them  of  service  in  case  of  invasion.     I  hare  l«ft 
the  walls  of  our  most  important  fortresses  in- 
capable of  resisting  attack,  for  to  reader  theaa 
dmensible,  expensive  works  would  be  neceaary. 
I  have  left  the  Navy  short  of  ships,  aad  tha 
ships  short  of  guns.    While  Foreign  Fowara 
are  vying  with  each  other  in  Uie  effort  far 
milita^  superiority,  I  have  displayed  in  *^^m 
respect  a  masterly  inactivity.    I  am  told  thai 
in  given  possible  drcumstanoes  we  nught  ha 
invaded  and  even  con<}uered.    But  let  as  hopa 
that  the  contingency  is  remote,  and  not  to  ba 
considered  of  any  importance  in  pressncu  of  tha 
fact  that  I  hope  naxt  year  to  Uke  U.  off  ^« 
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Inoome  Tax.'  Kow,  strange  to  say,  it  is  by  no 
means  incredible  that  a  popular  Minister  might 
address  an  audience  in  these  rery  terms,  not 
merely  without  disapproval,  but  with  applause. 
The  political  prescience  of  our  rulers  is  bounded 
by  the  next  quarter's  taxes.  Yet  there  have 
been,  and  they  may  come  again,  times  when  su'^h 
a  policy  would  have  led,  not  to  Westminster, 
but  to  the  Tower." 

But  it  was  not  by  money  alone  that  all 
that  was  required  could  be  done.    To 
put  tbeir  military  system  on  a  sound 
footing,  they  ought  to  revert  to  the  old 
Constitutional  law,  which  was  only  in 
abeyance  of  the  ballot  for  Militia  ser- 
Tice.     Commissions  had  reported  in  its 
faTour,  and  Ministers  had  spoken  for  it. 
Becentlj  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Bedistribution)  Bill    had  been  taken 
out  of  the  lines  of  Party.     But  whether 
a  borough  was  to  be  absorbed  in  a 
county  or  not  was  a  trifling  thing.    But 
this  was  a  question  that  was  vital  to  the 
nation — a  question  in  which  their  Em- 
pire, their  homes,  and  everythiug  that 
was  dear  to  them  were  at  stake,  and  yet 
it  was  made  the  shuttlecock  and  the 
battlefield  of  Party.     He  would  advise 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  endeavour 
to  come  to  an  understanding  with  the 
leading  men  on  the  other  side  with  a 
view  to  bring  back  the  old  Constitu- 
tional system  by  which  every  man  who 
was  bom  a  free  citizen  was  bom  also 
liable  to  serve  in  the  ranks  for  the  de- 
fence of  his  country.     He  thought  that 
the  Militia  ballot  should  be  so  applied 
tliat  when  a  man  attained  20  years  of 
age,  unless  he  was  serving  mainly  at 
his  own  expense  in  some  other  Force — 
such  as  the  Yeomanry  or  the  Volunteers 
— he  should  be  liable  to  serving  in  the 
Militia.     Thus  a  man  would  only  once 
in  his  lifetime  run  the  chance  of  com- 
pulsory   service.      If    such    a   regula- 
tion were  adopted,  he  felt  confident  it 
would  have  a  most  salutary  effect  upon 
the  youth  of  the  nation,  and  consequently 
upon  the  nation  itself ;  for,  even  when 
speaking  in  the  presence  of  the  right  rev. 
l^lates  opposite,  they  would  bear  him 
Cfut  when  he  said  there  was  no  greater 
moral  agent  than  the  drill   sergeant. 
It  might  be  alleged  that  the  ballot  in- 
terfered with  trade  and  commerce.     On 
that  point  he  wished  to  refer  to  words 
spoken  a  short   time   ago    by    Prince 
Sdward  of  Wales — wise  words  of  early 
promise  spoken  when  presenting  prizes 
to   the  Cambridge    Town    Volunteers. 
The  young  Prince  first  urged  his  hearers  I 

VOL.  COXUYUl.    [thied  series.] 


to  become  good  shots,  and  then  went  on 
to  say — 

"  It  was,  however,  on  account  of  its  beneficial 
results  to  the  individual  citizen,  arising  from 
control  and  discipline,  that  he  considerod  the 
Volunteer  Service  of  chief  value  to  our  country. 
He  was  deeply  impressed  with  this  by  his  five 
years*  naval  training.  The  value  of  military 
training,  he  considered,  was  exemplified  in  the 
most  striking  way  in  the  case  of  Germany,  and 
he  did  not  believe  the  military  system  of  that 
country  weighed  nearly  so  heavily  upon  her 
peaceable  and  mercantile  subjects  as  some 
would  persuade  themselves.  The  steady  ex- 
pansion of  the  German  trade  and  population, 
within  the  last  20  years  was  the  best  proof  that 
the  military  discipline,  so  far  from  hindering, 
on  the  contrary,  aided  both  individual  and 
national  achievement.  Method  and  order,  tem- 
perance and  persistency,  combination  and  en- 
terprize — these  were  the  virtues,  that,  whether  in 
the  workshop,  the  study,  the  counting-house,  or 
the  camp,  promoted  success  in  life." 

The  practical  suggestions  he  had  made 
he  had  not  included  in  his  Motion, 
because  he  thought  such  matters 
were  better  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Government.  What  he  asked  was  that 
they  should  seriously  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  compulsory  service,  and  apply 
the  sound  old  English  principle  in  the 
most  lenient  but  effective  manner  they 
could.  He,  however,  left  the  question 
of  the  best  means  of  attaining  the  end 
in  view  to  the  Government.  All  that 
he  now  asked  their  Lordships  to  do  was 
to  pass  the  Eesolution  that  he  had  placed 
on  the  Paper ;  and  be  did  not  think  that 
the  Government  could  do  otherwise  than 
accept  it,  because  it  simply  stated  a 
truism,  and  to  reject  it  would  be  abne- 
gation of  their  duty,  of  which  he  could 
not  think  they  would  be  capable.  He 
asked  the  Government,  therefore,  to 
make  their  home  defensive  forces  effec- 
tive, and  to  have  them  properly  organ- 
ized ;  for,  at  present,  they  were  neither. 
By  adopting  that  course  they  would  do 
much  alike  to  give  security  to  the  Em- 
pire, to  render  their  shores  inviolate, 
and — by  making  England  strong — to 
promote  the  peace  of  the  world. 

Moved  to  resolve,  **  That  the  present  state  of 
the  Auxiliary  Forces,  deficient  as  they  are  in  the 
organization  and  equipment  necessary  to  enable 
them,  if  required,  to  take  and  keep  the  field, 
demands  the  immediate  and  earnest  attention 
of  those  who  are  responsible  for  their  efficiency 
and  for  the  security  of  the  country." — {The  Earl 
of  Wemytt,) 

The  Eabl  op  LONGFORD  desired 
to  support  the  noble  Earl  who  had  jus^ 
sat  down.     They  must  maintain  suffi.y 
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cient  naval  and  military  strength  to  up- 
hold their  interests  wherever  they  were 
put  in  danger.  Thoy  were  apt,  when 
anything  unexpected  happfned,  and 
when  some  Foreign  Power  trod  on  their 
toes,  to  forget,  perhaps,  how  many  toes 
they  had.  Even  a  glance  at  the  births, 
marriages,  and  deaths  column  of  The 
Times  would  show  them  how  widely 
their  people  were  scattered  over  the 
world,  and  how  many  interests  they  had  in 
every  quarter  of  the  globe.  They  were 
in  constant  danger  of  coming  into  con- 
flict— not  necessarily  hostile  conflict— 
with  those  who  had  greater  regard  for 
their  own  interests  than  for  ours ;  and 
the  disputes  that  arose  from  time  to  time 
were  not  always  arranged  to  the  credit 
of  this  country.  The  agents  of  their 
Foreign  Office  in  different  parts  of  the 
world  required  to  have  some  backing  to 
strengthen  their  hands.  The  British 
Flag  waved  with  most  effect  from  the 
topmast  of  an  iron-dad,  and  more  respect 
was  shown  to  their  **  thin  red  line " 
when  it  was  not  so  very  thin.  The  noble 
Earl  had  called  attention  tn  that  most 
important  element  of  military  strength — 
the  proper  maintenance  of  their  Re- 
serve Forces.  He  must  express  his 
sense,  which  he  was  sure  th^ir  Lord- 
ships shared,  of  the  patriotic  spiiit  in 
which  the  Volunteers  and  the  Yeomanry 
had  maintained  or  increased  their  num- 
bers to  the  public  advantage  at  cnn- 
siderable  personal  sacrifices.  The  Militia 
certainly  had  his  syn»pathy  in  it^ 
troul»les.  for  troubles  they  were.  In 
numbers,  in  the  establishment  of  officers, 
in  equipment,  in  musketry  training,  and 
in  other  points,  it  was  very  far  below 
what  the  country  ought  and  could  afford 
to  make  it.  The  valuable  services  per- 
formed by  the  officers  and  men  under 
considerable  disadvantage  were  but 
slenderly  remunerated.  As  encourage- 
ment to  good  men  to  enlist,  he  urged  that 
to  soldiers  of  merit  on  leaving  the  Service 
some  preference  should  be  given  in  re- 
gard to  public  employments.  The  claim 
of  such  men  was  admitted,  indeed,  but 
was  not  sufficiently  recognized  in  prac- 
tice. They  assumed  that  all  Parties  were 
anxious  to  maintain  the  honour  of  the 
ODuntry;  but  the  way  to  do  so,  no  doubt, 
was  to  keep  up  a  supply  of  the  proper 
means  of  asserting  tiiemselves  under  nil 
circumstances.  Even  in  a  narrow  financial 
view,  it  was  more  expedient  to  expend  an 
extra  £1,000,000  a-year  for  strengthen- 

The  JSarl  of  Longford 


ing  their  military  resources  than  to  sud- 
denly pass  spasmodic  Votes  of  Credit, 
which  had  amounted  probably  to 
£20,000,000  within  a  few  years. 

Lord  TRUEO  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  Government  could  object  to 
some  such  Eesolution  as  that  moved  by 
the  noble  Earl.  The  object  was  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  public  and  of  the 
Government  to  the  condition  of  the 
Auxiliary  Forces.  The  noble  Earl  who 
introduced  the  Besolution  referred  to 
the  Begular  Army  and  to  the  Militia, 
and  he  desired  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  one  or  two  points  in  relation 
to  the  subject.  It  could  not,  he  thought, 
be  known,  either  to  their  Lordships  or 
to  the  country  generally,  that  a  sur* 
prisingly  large  number  of  those  who 
joined  the  Volunteer  Forces  had,  from 
time  to  time,  entered  the  Regular  Army. 
No  less  than  300  men  of  the  corps  which 
he  bad  the  honour  to  command  had  en- 
tered the  Eegular  Army.  Those  men 
were  not  what  they  might  call  the  lower 
order  of  artizans.  Many  of  them  had 
been  earning  from  £1  to  £3  per  week  ; 
and  yet  occasions  had  arisen  when,  in 
consequence  of  labour  being  ehort.  thej 
had  resigned,  and  had  been  passed  into 
the  Eegular  Forces.  The  Government, 
under  such  circumstances,  should  give 
the  best  attention  and  assistance  they 
could  to  the  Auxiliary  Forces.  This  was 
not  a  question  entirely  for  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Government ;  but  whether 
the  country  was  prepared  to  conAeut  to 
the  additional  expense  of  making  the 
Auxiliary  F<irces  as  efficient  as  possible. 
The  Militia  Force  had  been  the  recruit* 
ing  Force  for  the  Eegular  Army ;  but 
in  the  Volunteers  they  now  had  another 
source  of  recruiting,  which  would  he 
much  more  valuable  than  their  Lord- 
ships could  at  present  conceive  of.  He 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  Government 
would,  as  soon  as  the  great  pressure  of 
expenditure  had  somewhat  diminished, 
turn  its  attention  to  the  Volunteer 
Forces,  and  make  them  as  efficient  as 
their  Lordships  could  possihly  desire 
them.  He  thought  it  most  lamentable 
that  it  was  not  thought  expedient  to 
give  the  Volunteer  Forces  some  Field 
Artillery.  It  was.  he  knew,  the  opiniofi 
of  His  Eoyal  Highness  theCt)m*!^andifr« 
in-Chief  that  it  was  not  expedient  to 
give  any  portion  of  that  arm  of  the  S^^r^ 
vice  to  the  Auxiliary  Forces;  but  he 
could  not  help  pointing  out  what  would 
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be  the  effect  of  such  a  policy  in  time  of 
war.  He  could  not  suppose  that  anyone 
who  knew  the  condition  of  the  Artillery 
Force  in  this  country  would  state  that 
there  was  a  suflBcient  Force  of  that 
branch  of  the  Service  to  support  the 
action  of  the  Begular  Forces,  the  Militia, 
the  Yeomanry,  the  Volunteers,  and  the 
Eeserve  Forces.  No'  military  man,  cer- 
tainly with  the  Returns  before  him, 
would  stand  up  and  sny  that  the  country 
was  provided  at  the  present  time  with  an 
adequate  Artillery  Force.  What  must 
be  the  condition  of  things  in  the  event 
of  an  immediate  attack  upon  the  conn- 
try?  Nobody  knew  better  than  His 
Eoyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  that  of  all  branches  of  the  Service 
none  took  so  long  to  learn  as  the  Artil- 
lery. 

Thb  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  said, 
that  only  the  other  day  he  sent  20  guns 
to  the  Force  commanded  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Lord  TRURO  said,  it  was  true  that 
His  Royal  Highness  was  good  enough 
to  concede  the  guns  for  a  single  day,  but 
they  were  not  the  sort  of  guns  that 
would  be  used  in  the  Army  at  all ;  they 
were  known  to  be  obsolete.  It  was  an 
ant  of  kindness  on  the  part  of  His  Royal 
Highness  to  concede  the  guns,  but  they 
had  not  in  the  Volunteer  Force  to  play 
at  soldiers ;  they  went  into  the  Service 
for  the  purpose  of  making  sacrifices  in 
the  interests  of  the  country.  He  re- 
peated that  it  was  an  act  of  kindness  to 
give  the  guns  for  the  use  of  the  Force 
»t  Brighton  ;  but  to  say  that  Field  Ar- 
tillery was  conceded  when  the  guns  were 
obsolete — well,  he  would  make  no  com- 
ment He  was  not  in  the  Volunteer 
Force  to  play  at  soldiers  and  go  out 
with  obsolete  guns ;  any  man  who  be- 
came a  Volunteer  for  that  purpose  was 
contemptible.  What  must  happen  in 
time  of  war  was  this.  The  Militia  Artil- 
lery and  Volunteer  Artillery  would  be 
s«it  into  forts  ;  that  was  the  present 
idea.  If  the  men  could  learn  Artillery 
drill  in  one,  two,  or  three  months,  there 
ttight  be  some  reason  for  that;  but 
Artillery  drill,  with  the  guns  of  the  new 
character  now  being  provided,  could  not 
be  learnt  in  six  or  nine  months.  If  that 
be  so.  he  submitted  that  they  must  send 
perfectly  unskilled  and  ignorant  men 
iiito  the  fort?,  and  take  the  Volunteer 
tod  Militia  Artillery  to  serve  the  field 
gttM— and  why  ?    Because  they  would 


not  have  a  single  man  in  the  country 
capable  of  doing  Field  Artillery  work. 
No  one  knew  so  well  as  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief that  they  could  not 
make  a  Field  Artilleryman  in  four  or 
five  months.  There  was  no  alternative 
but  to  make  use  of  Volunteer  Artillery, 
to  give  them  guns,  and  let  them  do  the 
best  they  could  with  them  in  time  of 
peace.  He  did  not  ask  for  any  extrava- 
gant number.  There  were  very  few 
regiments  in  the  Volunteer  Artillery 
Service  who  desired  these  guns — very 
few  who  could  afford  to  have  them. 
Unless  a  regiment  was  very  strong,  or 
unless  the  Government  gave  larger 
grants,  the  expense  attending  them 
could  not  be  paid.  He  appealed  to 
His  Royal  Highness  to  reconsider  his 
decision,  and  say  whether  he  could  not 
concede,  to  halfa-dozen  or  a  dozen 
regiments,  say  from  two  to  four  guns  of 
Field  Artillery.  He  had  gone  into  the 
Volunteer  Service  with  an  overwhelming 
desire  to  do  his  duty  as  a  soldier ;  and 
he  felt  it  was  a  positive  injustice  to  the 
country  not  to  utilize  the  services  of  men 
of  intelligence,  and  who  made  great 
sacrifices  to  serve  their  country.  The 
Government  ought  to  endeavour  to  get 
as  much  as  they  possibly  could  for  the 
money  grant,  and  that  could  only  be 
done  by  acting  iu  the  direction  he  had 
indicated.  Another  point  he  desired 
to  mention  was  the  appointment  to 
the  Volunteer  Adjutancies.  When  the 
Volunteers  were  tirst  established,  many 
of  the  Adjutants  were  men  who  had 
been  non-commissioned  ofiicers,  and  who 
had  earned  those  posts  by  their  services 
in  the  Regular  Army.  A  great  error 
had  been  committed  in  depriving  non- 
commissioned ofiicers  of  the  privilege  of 
being  appointed  to  those  posts,  for 
which  they  were  so  admirably  fitted, 
and  which  were  regarded  as  rewards  for 
long  service.  Those  comfortable  berths 
were  now  given  to  officers  in  the  Regular 
Service  ;  and  if  he  refrained  from  stating 
what  had  been  the  experience  of  him- 
self and  others,  it  was  because  he  would 
not  wound  the  feelings  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  officers  now  in  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice. Another  grievance  was  that  Adju- 
tants were  compellel  to  retire  at  the 
age  of  55,  althoiigU  they  mif^ht  be  in 
perfect  health,  and  quite  able  to  dis- 
charge their  duties  with  effi«iency.  It 
was  a  loss  to  the  country  that  a  man 
whose  services  were  invaluable  should 
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thus  be  got  rid  of.  He  trusted  that  on 
both  those  points  the  present  practice 
or  Eegulations  would  be  reconsidered 
and  revised. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  :  I  bad 
intended  to  abstain  from  offering  any 
observations  until  after  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  who  represents  the  War 
Office  (the  Earl  of  Morley) ;  but  I  have 
been  so  pointedly  appealed  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  that 
it  would  ill  become  me  to  allow  any  time 
to  elapse  before  answering  the  observa- 
tions of  the  noble  Earl.  I  am  glad, 
however,  in  one  respect,  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to  me  in  the  way  he 
has,  since  it  enables  me  to  assure  your 
Lordships  that  a  finer  regiment,  better 
turned  out,  with  position  and  field  guns, 
than  that  under  the  command  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  Brighton  the  other  day 
I  have  never  seen.  I  made  that  re- 
mark on  the  ground ;  and  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  repeating  it  in  this  House. 
I  cannot,  I  must  confess,  understand 
what  the  noble  Lord  means  when  he 
says  we  have  no  Field  Artillery  for  the 
Volunteers.  The  Field  Artillery  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  refers  requires  the  most 
minute  manipulation  and  driving.  It  is 
one  of  the  most  delicate  and  difficult 
arms  of  the  Service.  I  certainly  am  of 
opinion  that,  unless  that  arm  is  practised 
from  day  to  day,  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Field  Artillery  to  be  properly  and  effi- 
ciently worked.  It  is  on  that  ground  I 
object  altogether  to  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  of  what  he  considers,  and 
some  Volunteer  officers  consider,  as  suit- 
able Field  Artillery  for  Volunteers. 
What  is  the  object  of  the  Militia  and 
the  Volunteers?  It  is  the  defence  of 
the  country.  It  is  not  to  go  abroad.  It 
is  true,  the  Militia  do  go  abroad ;  but 
where  do  they  go  ?  They  cro  to  garrison 
towns.  Have  we  not  Militia  Artillery 
and  Volunteer  Artillery?  We  have 
large  bodies  of  Volunteer  Artillery, 
which  can  be  put  into  our  forts  and  bat- 
teries on  the  coast.  We  want  to  keep 
the  enemy  from  landing  on  our  shores. 
We  do  not  want  Volunteer  Field  Artil- 
lery within  our  shores,  because  no 
enemy  should  be  permitted  to  land 
on  the  coasts  of  this  country.  We 
have  both  Volunteer  and  Militia  Ar- 
tillery, which  can  be  put  into  our 
forts  and  batteries  on  the  coast;  and 
unlets  we  have  to  contemplate  the 
almost  impossible    contingency  of  an 
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enemy  landing  on  our  shores,  Volunteer 
Field  Artillery  can  be  of  little  or  no  use. 
I  have  never  had  the  slightest  objection 
to  the  heavier  kind  of  Field  Artillery, 
which  would  practise  the  Volunteers  in 
gunnery ;  and  I  hope  that  every  Volun- 
teer Artillery  regiment  will  follow  the 
example  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  fit 
themselves  for  working  batteries  of 
position  as  well  as  the  guns  in  the 
batteries  round  the  coast.  The  noble 
Lord  said  we  gave  them  obsolete  guns. 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  20-pounder  is 
an  obsolete  gun.  It  is  a  heavy  gun  of 
position  ;  I  wish  we  had  more  of  them. 
If  we  have  not  enough,  it  is  a  mere 
matter  of  expenditure.  As  for  saying 
that  the  20-pounder  is  a  bad  gun,  or  an 
obsolete  gim,  I  am  sorry  to  contradict 
the  noble  Lord.  It  is  a  mistake,  because 
it  is  the  best  position  gun  you  have.  The 
40-pounder  is  no  doubt  a  heavier  g^un ; 
still,  I  should  like  to  see  40-pounder8  ex- 
changed, to  some  extent,  for  20>pounder8. 
That,  again,  is  a  matter  of  expenditure. 
The  next  thing  I  wish  to  refer  to  is  the 
question  of  the  Adjutants.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  noble  Lord  has  a  very 
good  Adjutant  in  his  regiment,  and  I 
am  glad  to  hear  it.  I  am  satisfied  that 
he  has  very  good  material  in  his  regi- 
ment, and  that  he  is  very  well  sup- 
ported. I  have  not  otherwise  heard  of 
complaints  about  the  Adjutants.  On 
the  contrary,  I  have  recently  seen  Yeo- 
manry corps,  Militia  corps,  which  had 
Adjutants  appointed  on  the  new  system 
of  five  years.  They  said  that  the  great- 
est advantage  had  arisen  to  corps  in 
general  by  the  new  system  of  Adjutants 
— and  why?  It  stands  to  reason.  A 
man  comes  from  the  Eegular  Army,  and 
he  knows  that  if  he  does  not  perform 
his  duty  well  he  is  sure  to  get  a  bad 
name,  not  only  in  the  corps  in  which  he 
serves,  but  in  the  Army  generally. 
What  was  the  case  formerly  ?  A  man 
was  appointed,  for  instance  —  a  very 
good  man — and  he  got  old  and  ineffi* 
cient.  The  consequence  was  that,  per- 
haps from  personal  feeling,  having  been 
in  contact  a  long  time,  it  would  be  said — 
'*  Oh,  let  him  go  on  a  little  longer ;  he 
has  done  so  well."  Now,  no  quasdon 
arises,  and  as  soon  as  the  five  years  are 
over,  as  a  matter  of  course,  he  goes  back 
to  his  regiment.  If  he  goes  back  to  his 
regiment,  and  is  known  to  have  been 
a  bad  Adjutant,  he  would  probably  not 
be  promoted  in  the  Army.     I  bdiera 
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the  present  Bjetem  is  a  sound  one,  and  I 
should  grieve,  indeed,  to  see  any  cbaoge 
made.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
new  system  of  selecting  Adjutants  de- 
barred officers  from  rising  from  the 
ranks.  I  can  only  say  that  if  an  officer 
of  the  Army  who  had  risen  from  the 
ranks  was  well  qualified  to  be  an  Adju- 
tant, he  would  be  selected  in  preference 
io  another  in  order  to  give  him  a  good 
berth  for  the  time.  There  is  not  a  large 
number  of  non-commissioned  officers 
risen  from  the  ranks;  and  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  Regulations  preventing 
their  being  appointed  to  Adjutancies.  I 
think  I  have  answered  the  noble  Lord 
in  the  several  remarks  he  has  made.  I 
consider  this  one  of  the  most  important 
subjects  that  could  possibly  be  brought 
before  the  notice  of  your  Lordships ;  but 
the  mischief  and  the  misfortune  is  that 
though  your  Lordships  are  asked  to 
oome  to  a  Besolution,  which  no  doubt 
would  have  a  great  effect,  still  you  are 
not  in  a  position  to  carry  out  what  your 
Besolution  implies.  Your  Besolution 
would  imply  a  very  large  additional  ex- 
penditure. It  is  no  use  denying  that  it 
is  a  matter  of  money.  Many  of  the 
matters  brought  forward  this  evening 
by  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  most  desirable.  I  quite  admit 
that  the  efficiency  of  the  Militia,  and  the 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteers,  would  be 
greatly  improved  if  they  had  all  the  ad- 
vantages which  the  Army  at  large  pos- 
sesses in  the  shape  of  accoutrements, 
arms,  and  so  on ;  but  that,  again,  is 
entirely  a  question  of  expenditure.  The 
question  is — If  you  have  only  a  certain 
■um  of  money,  are  you  to  give  it  to  the 
Tolonteers  and  to  the  Militia,  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  Army,  or  are  you  to 
give  it  to  the  Army,  and  so  try  to  make 
it  more  efficient  ?  If  the  question  was 
put  to  me,  I  cannot  for  a  moment  hesi- 
tate as  to  which  I  should  give  it.  I 
should  say  the  first  thing  is  to  make  the 
Army  efficient ;  and,  having  done  so,  the 
next  thing  is  to  make  the  Auxiliary  Ser- 
vices, whether  Militia  or  Volunteers,  as 
nearly  as  possible  identical  in  point  of 
efficiency  with  the  Army  itself.  Of  late 
we  have  been  trying  to  do  this  to  the 
fullest  extent ;  but  we  are  always  ham- 
pered with  the  difficulty  of  expenditure. 
There  is  the  question  of  accoutrements, 
which  you  may  say  is  a  small  matter ; 
but  I  must  say  that  I  think  appearance 
is  everythiDg  with  a  soldier.    To  make 


a  good  regiment,  you  must  make  a  man 
not  only  proud  of  himself  but  of  his 
regiment — well  equipped,  well  foimd, 
and  with  all  the  acquired  smartness  that 
belongs  to  the  Eegular  Army.  I  may 
mention  to  your  Lordships  that  I  saw 
two  London  regiments,  not  selected, 
being  embodied  in  the  present  circum- 
stances ;  they  were  completely  equipped 
like  any  other  battalion  of  the  Army,  and 
I  can  only  say  that,  considering  they  had 
only  been  two  months  embodied,  they 
were  as  efficient  as  you  could  possibly  ex- 
pect. I  was  perfectly  astonished  to  see 
what  could  be  done  in  such  a  short  time. 
I  agree  that  it  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage if  the  whole  of  the  Militia  were 
equipped  as  those  battalions  were ;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  difficulty  of  expendi- 
ture always  comes  in  the  way.  We 
cannot  overcome  that  difficulty  without 
going  to  another  Assembly,  who  are  not 
always  quite  disposed  to  see  these 
matters  in  the  same  light  as  ourselves. 
I  have  said  before,  and  I  say  it  again, 
that  questions  affecting  military  matters 
and  the  defence  of  the  Empire  ought  not 
to  be  made,  and  they  are  not,  Party 
questions  in  themselves ;  but  they  be- 
come Party  questions  because  of  the 
question  of  finance.  Naturally,  with 
every  Government,  there  is  an  indisposi- 
tion to  impose  increased  taxation;  but 
without  increased  taxation  you  cannot 
have  large  establishments,  whether  for 
the  Army  or  for  the  Navy.  If,  therefore, 
you  can  get  rid  of  this  Party  question 
by  coming  to  some  understanding  as 
regards  finance,  I  think  it  would  be  of 
the  greatest  possible  benefit  to  the  pub- 
lic. If  anything  which  is  said  to-night 
can  produce  such  a  result,  I,  for  one, 
should  greatly  rejoice.  The  noble  Earl 
advanced  some  views  on  other  points 
with  which  I  entirely  agree,  and  I  quite 
concur  that  Yeomanry  regiments  ought 
to  be  encouraged.  As  to  the  shooting 
power  of  the  Yeomanry,  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  have  a  very  bad  opinion 
of  the  carbine. 

The  Earl  of  WEMY8S:  It  only 
shoots  half  as  far  as  the  rifle. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE :  I  ad- 
mit that  it  does  not  shoot  the  same  dis- 
tance as  the  other  weapon ;  but  it  shoots 
wonderfully  well  for  its  size.  There  is 
no  question  that  on  horseback  the 
smaller  weapon  is  much  more  easily 
carried  than  the  long  weapon.  [The 
Earl  of  Wemyss  dissented.]    My  noble 

Digitized  by  ^^UUQIC 


687 


Anny  {Auxiliary 


Friend  shakes  his  head.  No  doubt  ho 
has  some  knowledge  and  experience, 
but  I  have  also  some  knowledge  and 
experience ;  and  I  can  only  say  that  I 
\rould  much  rather  ride  with  a  carbine 
than  with  a  long  weapon.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why,  if  it  should  be  wished,  the 
arming  of  the  Yeomanry  with  long 
rifles  should  not  be  acceded  to  ;  but  per- 
sonally I  am  satisfied  with  the  carbine. 
I  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  that  we 
ought  to  try  and  get  yeomen  to  shoot 
better.  Then  comes  the  general  ques- 
tion of  shooting — a  most  difiReult  one,  I 
admit.  With  a  splendid  arm,  we  now 
have  ranges  so  extended  that  shooting 
practice  is  very  dangerous.  This  coun- 
try is  60  thickly  populated,  and  there  are 
80  few  places  where  you  can  shoot  with 
impunity,  that  the  question  of  suitable 
ranges  is  becoming  a  very  serious  one. 
It  affects  not  only  the  Yeomanry  and 
the  Volunteers,  but  the  whole  Army. 
That  ip,  unfortunately,  the  difficulty  we 
have  in  the  matter.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  the  expense  attendant  upon 
shooting.  A  Volunteer  going  out  shoot- 
ing has  to  pay  his  own  way.  I  do  not 
know  how  to  get  over  this  difficulty, 
except  by  additional  expenditure ;  and 
if  you  have  additional  expenditure  you 
must  deduct  from  something  else.  There 
are  many  difhculties  we  have  to  contend 
with ;  and,  such  being  the  case,  I  am  glad 
to  have  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
to  the  notice  of  your  Lordships  the  great 
difficulty  which  any  Minister  or  any  Ad- 
ministration has  to  deal  with  in  regard 
to  the  military  or  naval  affairs  of  this 
country.  My  noble  Friend  wishes  to 
see  the  Militia  full ;  but  to  get  recruits 
we  must  go  into  the  labour  market,  and 
if  they  do  not  find  that  the  advantages 
offered  are  sufficiently  attractive  they 
will  not  join.  That  brings  us  again  to 
the  matter  of  expenditure.  I  believe 
that  the  Militia  is  in  a  very  efficient 
and  good  condition,  except  as  to  num- 
bers. My  noble  Friend  also  referred  to 
the  difficulty  about  getting  officers. 
That  is,  no  doubt,  the  fact ;  but  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  it  was  a  mistake  to 
pass  officers  from  the  Militia  into  the 
Army. 

The  Eakl  of  WEMYSS  :  No ;  I  did 
not  say  that. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE :  Well, 
he  said  that  young  men  only  came  into 
the  Militia  to  pass  into  the  Army,  and 
that  is  very  much  the  same  thing.     He 
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would  prefer  the  Militia  officers  staying 
in  the  Militia.  That  may  be  desirable. 
But  a  large  number  of  young  men  are 
attracted  to  the  Militia  so  as  to  be  able 
to  pass  into  the  Army  ;  and  if  they  were 
prevented  doing  so,  why  there  would  be 
still  fewer  officers.  I  have  made  these 
observations  not  at  all  in  a  controversial 
spirit,  but  to  explain  how  matters  stand, 
and  to  show  the  difficulties  in  which 
every  Government  is  placed  in  regard  to 
this  matter. 

Viscount  HAEDINGE  said,  he 
would  not  go  into  the  question  of  the 
ballot  or  the  Army  Eeserve ;  bat  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Volunteer 
Force  was  a  very  cheap  Force — that  it 
cost  about  as  much  as  an  iron-olad,  which 
was  not  much  to  pay  for  a  Force  of 
200,000  men.  The  noble  Earl  had 
alluded  to  three  points—organization, 
clothing,  and  equipment.  With  regard 
to  the  first  but  little  remained  to  be  done. 
Corps  formerly  scattered  over  the  country 
had  been  formed  into  consolidated  regi- 
ments and  attached  to  territorial  dis- 
tricts—  one  of  the  changes  which  re- 
mained to  be  accomplished  was  the  con- 
solidation of  small  corps  in  larg^  towns 
into  regiments  of  two  battalions.  That 
would  save  much  expense  as  regarded 
ranges  and  other  items. 

Tub  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  said, 
this  was  certainly  desirable ;  but  it  was 
left  entirely  to  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves to  say  where  they  should  go. 

Viscount  HAEDINGE:  With  regard 
to  the  Volunteer  Artillery,  it  was  the 
most  valuable  portion  of  the  Force ;  and 
anyone  connected,  as  he  had  been,  with 
the  National  Artillery  Association,  could 
not  fail  to  be  struck  by  their  admirable 
practice  at  Shoeburyness,  which  had 
elicited  warm  praise  from  officers  of  the 
Royal  Artillery,  He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  the  illustrious  Duke  speak  in 
such  high  terms  of  the  late  Captain 
Darley's  organization.  Those  who  had 
been  to  Brighton  Reviews  must  know 
how  admirably  the  system  had  an- 
swered, and  how  they  marched  past 
with  their  farm  horses.  That  was  a 
system  which  he  should  like  to  see 
more  encouraged.  Captain  Darley,  in 
bis  evidence  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, stated  that  at  any  time  hd  could 
lay  his  hand  on  300  horses.  If  heoonld 
do  that,  others  could  do  the  same ;  and 
there  should  be  a  system  of  registraticn 
somewhat  like  what  the  noble  Earl  had 
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fkketched  out.  There  xras,  he  presumed,  a 
Mohiliz^tion  Scheme  iu  the  pigcon-lioles 
of  the  War  OiKce.  TIio  Volunteers 
shouhl,  in  time  of  peace,  be  t'Ll  off  for 
pravtk*e  at  the  bitterles,  whicli  they 
would  be  required  to  man  in  case  of 
invasion,  instead  of  giing  to  Brighton 
and  acting  as  Infantry.  One  word  as 
to  Field  Artillery.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  ahmys  been  iu  favour  of 
field  guns  for  the  Yulunteers  ;  but  ho  was 
well  airare  that  without  great  expense 
the  manning  and  keeping  up  a  field 
bfitterj  WHS  impossible.  He  (Viscount 
Hardmge)  quiie  ai^proved  of  the  sug- 
peHtion  ontained  in  the  Be  port  of  iho 
AVar  Office  Committee,  that  a  spetirtl 
•IlowaDco  shouM,  iu  certain  eases,  be 
giren  to  those  enrps  who  would  under- 
tiike  the  organization  of  a  field  battery. 
Aa  t'^  Cavalry,  it  was,  of  cours**,   iui- 

SDSsiide  t)  have  a  due  propoition  of 
aTalrj  hn  so  larpe  a  force  as  the  Volun- 
teers. Tiie  Auxiliary  Cavalry  consisted 
of  the  Yeomanry  ;  and  it  would  be  well 
that  instead  (>f  their  paying  so  much  at- 
tention to  parade  moveuieuts  they  should 
pay  more  attention  to  outpost  duty  and 
■kirmishing.  It  was  idle  to  talk  of  con- 
Terting  ihem  into  Mounted  Infantry. 
The  Light  Horse  organization  had  failed 
for  want  of  suppoit ;  and  in  these  times 
ot  agricultural  depression  it  is  not  likely 
that  Mounted  Volimtoer  corps  would  be 
properly  kept  up.  As  regarded  clothing 
and  equipment,  the  Force  should  be 
vnifonn  in  those  respects  ;  and  he  would 
much  prefer  that  the  Goyemment  should 
provide  great  coats  and  valises,  rather 
than  Bee  them  provided  out  of  a 
IQf.  grant.  The  men  would  wear 
their  great  coats  off  parade ;  and  as  iu 
most  corps  they  were  not  made  answer- 
able for  wear  and  tear  there  would  be 
no  Mcnrity  agaiast  their  being  misused. 
The  Government  should  also  provide 
water  bottles,  and  have  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  regimental  carts  in  store.  As 
for  general  trant^port,  each  Brigade 
Ouloni-l  should  register  all  the  carts 
a:vailable  in  his  district,  so  that  in  case 
of  need  he  should  know  where  to  lay 
bis  hands  on  them.  Every  encoura<j:e- 
incnt  should  be  given  to  the  new 
AabnlaDce Corps,  aud  the  necessary  ap- 
pliances should  be  provided  at  the  public 
tgpsnse.  All  these  military  questions 
,  nnfortunately,  decided  not  on  their 
il%  bat  according  to  the  pecuniary 
I  of  the  moment.     He  should, 


therefore,    support  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTIIIAN  gaid, 
no  one  was  more  des'iious  than  he  was 
to  promote  the  interests  and  effioiemy 
of  the  Militia  Force;  but  he  differed 
from  the  nnhle  Earl  on  the  Gross 
Benches  (the  Eail  of  Wemyps)  as  to  the 
measures  he  had  8up:gestod  with  that 
view.  The  noble  Earl  had  quoted  the 
opinions  of  a  Colonel  of  Mihiia.  Had 
the  noble  Earl  made  further  inquiries, 
he  would  have  discovered  that  a  great 
many  Colonels  did  not  hhare  thoFe  opi- 
nions. F»ir  his  parf,  ho  was  in  favour 
of  tlie  pystem  b}'  which  recruits  were 
drilled  at  the  depot-^.  and  he  held  that 
the  present  practic*^  in  rejrard  to  Adju- 
tancies  wu'*  ]'refenible  to  that  formerly 
existinjj.  His  special  object,  however, 
in  rihing,  was  to  reply  to  an  observation 
of  tho  noble  Lord  opposite  (Ijord  Truro), 
and  to  state  that  from  his  own  personal 
experience,  and  from  all  he  had  heard 
from  others,  the  Adjutants  of  both 
Militia  and  Volunteer  Corps  performed 
their  duties  in  an  admirable  and  efficient 
manner. 

Lord  NAPIER  of  MAGDALA  said, 
he  thought  that  the  present  depot  sys- 
tem was  doing  good  in  bringing  together 
the  Regular  and  Auxiliary  Forces. 
Those  Forces,  however,  were  not  even 
yet  brought  together  as  much  as  was 
desirable.  As  to  the  subjeit  of  equip- 
ment, ho  would  observe  that  it  was  of 
very  little  use  to  maintain  a  Volunteer 
Force  if  through  an  absence  of  equip- 
ment the  Force  rould  not  perform  the 
duties  which  would  be  entrusted  to  it  in 
the  emergency  of  war.  The  men  were 
rf  ady  to  go  at  a  moment's  notice  wher- 
ever they  might  be  wanted  ;  but  their 
spirits  would  not  avail  them  much  if 
they  were  insufficiently  equipped  and 
insufficiently  provided  with  ammunition. 
They  ought  to  be  so  equipped  as  to  be 
able  to  take  the  field  and  keep  it.  They 
ought  not  to  be  short  of  supplies.  Every 
Volunteer  regiment  ought  to  possess  a 
small  field  carriage,  to  contain  reserve 
ammunition  and  small  necessary  sup- 
plies. Tiio  horses  could  be  provided 
when  the  ocoasiou  for  U!<ing  the  vehicle 
arose.  lie  should  support  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl. 

Viscount  BURY  said,  that  he  came 

down  to  the  House  expecting  to  hear 

some  observations  upon  the  Volunteer 

Force    only;    but    the  discussion    had 
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ranged  over  a  variety  of  questions.  He 
had  had  some  26  years'  experience  with 
the  Volunteers ;  and  he  considered  that 
if  it  were  desired  to  maintain  that  Force 
in  efficiency  something  more  should  be 
done  for  it.  Seven  years  ago  a  War 
Office  Committee  appointed  by  the  late 
Government  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  Force  communicated  with  the 
Commanding  Officers  of  all  the  corps 
throughout  the  Kingdom.  They  were 
asked  what  was  the  total  expenditure  of 
tlieir  respective  corps ;  how  they  spent 
the  capitation  grant ;  whether  they 
found  that  grant  sufficient  for  its 
purposes,  and,  if  not,  where  the  sur- 
plus came  from  ?  In  fact,  the  Commit- 
tee investigated  the  financial  position 
of  every  corps  in  the  country.  The  re- 
sult was  remarkable.  Out  of  278  Com- 
manding Officers  who  sent  in  answers 
only  38  had  been  able  to  keep  within 
the  limits  of  the  Parliamentary  grant  of 
80«.  per  man.  That  was  seven  years 
ago,  and  matters  had  not  improved  in 
that  respect  since.  He  did  not  believe 
that  there  were  now  38  corps  through- 
out the  country  which  could  keep  within 
the  capitation  grant.  There  were  various 
matters  which  had  to  be  provided  for 
out  of  the  grant.  The  expense  of  head- 
quarters was  heavy,  especially  in  towns 
where  the  rent  was  high,  and  sometimes 
they  had  to  build.  Then  there  were 
the  ordinary  drills,  the  marchings  out, 
which  could  not  be  done  without  ex- 
pense, and  the  care,  maintenance,  and 
repair  of  arms,  gun  and  drill  practice, 
and  reviews,  which  formed  a  very  heavy 
item.  Then  the  brigade  drills  imposed 
by  War  Office  Eegulations  came  very 
heavy  on  the  corps,  and  also  the  perma- 
nent staff,  band,  and  refreshments.  The 
Committee  thought  that  something 
might  be  done  by  consolidating  the 
battalions.  But  now  that  the  consoli- 
dation had  been  carried  into  effect,  the 
expenses  were  still  not  brought  within 
the  capitation  grant.  Then  there  was 
the  expense  connected  with  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Volunteers.  If  they  were 
to  be  at  all  efficient  in  case  of  invasion 
they  must  have  organization  and  means 
of  locomotion  and  of  acting  together  in 
large  bodies.  Now,  26  years  after  the 
establishment  of  the  Force,  the  men 
were  not  provided  with  great  coats, 
water  bottles,  or  transport.  Seven 
years  ago  the  Committee  of  which  he 
spoke  called  upon  the  Volunteers  for 

Viscount  Bury 


Forces), 


592 


very  considerable  further  sacrifioes  with 
a  view  to  increased  efficiency.  The 
Volunteers  complied  with  the  requisi- 
tions. They  were  asked  for  30  drills 
the  first  year,  and  nine  drills  in  the 
second;  but  now  they  were  asked  for 
30  drills  in  the  second  year.  It  was 
hardly  possible  to  carry  demands  for 
efficiency  further ;  the  men  were  efficient 
in  their  drill,  and  it  was  not  fair  to  ask 
any  more  from  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves. Neither  could  a  cut-and-dried 
scheme  be  made  which  would  fit  every- 
one. The  only  way  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  case  was  to  raise  the  capi- 
tation grant ;  and  though  30t.  was  not 
enough  he  believed  that  40t.  would  be 
sufficient,  and  that  that  was  the  general 
opinion  throughout  the  Volunteer  Force. 
He  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  en- 
courage them  with  some  hope. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that  he 
felt  some  difficulty  as  to  the  remarks  he 
had  to  make,  seeing  that  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  Cross  Benches  (the 
Earl  of  Wemyss)  and  those  of  the  noble 
Lords  who  followed  had  ranged  over  so 
vast  a  field.  He  thought  he  might  claim 
for  the  Government  that  they  were  as 
anxious  as  the  noble  Earl  could  be  to 
improve  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteer 
Force ;  and  they  were  only  too  glad  to 
receive  any  suggestions  which  might 
help  them  to  do  so.  But  the  only  8ug> 
gestion  which  he  had  heard  from  the 
noble  Earl  were,  in  the  first  place,  one 
with  respect  to  the  adoption  of  the 
ballot.  But  when  the  noble  Earl  spoke 
of  the  ballot  in  connection  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteer  Force  he  was 
dealing  with  a  matter  which  hardly  came 
within  the  proper  range  of  the  discos- 
sion.  He  did  not  think  there  was  the 
slightest  chance  of  the  ballot  being  ap- 
plied in  this  country,  and,  indeed,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  unnecessary,  for  the  mo- 
ment danger  threatened  their  shores  the 
ranks  of  the  Volunteers  and  the  Militia 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  full.  An  impor- 
tant point  had  been  raised  when  it  was 
said  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
increase  the  capitation  grant  of  the 
Volunteers ;  but  before  coming  to  that  he 
might  be  allowed  to  reply  to  some  of  the 
criticisms  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  who 
commenced  by  making  a  moet  unfair 
comparison  between  1864  and  1884,  the 
condusion  he  arrived  at  being  that  the 
Government  had  entirely  sacrificed  their 
first  line  of  defence,  and  that  now  there 
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▼ere  fewer  men  in  the  Army  than 
then.  What  were  the  real  facts  of 
the  case  ?  He  had  with  him  the  figures 
relating  to  the  year  1865  and  the  figures 
relating  to  1884.  The  noble  Earl  said 
that  in  the  year  1864  they  had  216,000 
men  of  all  ranks.  The  number  in  the 
following  year  was  208,000.  At  present 
the  number  was  183,000.  But  how  were 
the  men  distributed  in  the  former  year  ? 
They  had  118,000  men  abroad,  and  they 
had  this  year  only  89,000.  In  1865  they 
had  at  home  an  Army  available  for  any 
Bernce  that  might  be  required  of  80,000, 
and  on  the  1st  of  January,  1884,  they 
had  86,000  men  in  addition  to  40,000 
Beserres.  Therefore  the  noble  Earl,  so 
far  from  being  right  in  the  figures  he 
quoted,  was  absolutely  and  entirely  in- 
aocarate.  He  did  say,  most  distinctly, 
that  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Earl 
quoted  the  figures  was  calculated  to  mis- 
lead the  public.  He  repeated  that  in 
1865  they  had  at  home  80,000  men,  and 
they  had  now  86,000  men,  and  40,000 
Beserres.  They  aUo  had  at  the  present 
time  in  Egypt  a  force  which  was  equiva- 
lent to  a  whole  Army  Corps.  The 
noble  Earl  said  that  the  changes  which 
had  been  made  since  1871  had  tended  to 
weaken  the  Army.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  any  fair-minded  man  would 
admit  that  the  figures  he  had  quoted 
entirely  upset  that  Sieory,  and  established 
the  fact  that  the  country  at  the  present 
time  was  far  more  capable  of  placing  an 
Army  Corps  in  the  field  than  ever.  Then 
with  regard  to  expense,  His  Boyal 
Highness  had  already  called  attention  to 
the  misleading  calculations  of  the  noble 
Barl  The  expenditure  in  1864,  the  noble 
Earl  said,  was  £4,000,000  less  than  now. 
Bat  had  the  noble  Earl  made  any  calcu- 
lations as  to  how  far  the  increased  ex- 
pense was  due  to  armaments,  ammuni- 
tion, stores  of  all  kinds,  increase  of 
soldiers'  pay,  and  increase  of  barrack 
aocommo<uttion,  which  became  necessary 
in  consequence  of  improvements  intro- 
dneed  into  the  Service  ?  The  way  in 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  quoted  the 
figares  was  most  unfair,  and  apt  to  mis- 
lead the  public.  He  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  as  to  what  fell  from  him  with  re- 
gard to  the  Militia.  He  could  not  say 
thai  the  Militia  Force  had  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  They  had 
a  most  earnest  desire  to  improve  its 
effideney ;  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
noble  Earl  could  tell  them  how  they 


could  attract  more  men  to  the  Force. 
The  noble  Earl  stated  that  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Militia  was  deplorable.  He 
joined  issue  with  him  there,  and  asserted 
that  it  was  not  in  a  deplorable  state. 
Then  the  noble  Earl  said  that  depot  train- 
ing discouraged  enlistment.  He  most 
distinctly  gave  a  contrary  opinion,  and 
certainly  the  general  opinion  was  abso- 
lutely at  a  variance  with  that  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Since  the  establishment  of  depot 
training  they  had  a  larger  number  of 
men  than  ever  passing  into  the  Militia. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  Militia  was 
considerably  below  its  establishment,  and 
no  one  deplored  that  fact  more  than  he 
did ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  Militia  had  never  been  nearly 
up  to  its  authorized  numbers,  and  he  must 
say  that  there  never  was  a  period  when 
the  officers  and  men  were  more  efficient 
than  now.  The  noble  Earl  said  that  much 
evil  was  done  in  consequence  of  the  Adju- 
tants not  being  appointed  by  the  Com- 
manding Officers.  He  thought  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  that,  as  far  as  he  knew, 
that  opinion  was  absolutely  contrary  to 
the  opinion  of  almost  all  officers  of 
Militia  or  Volunteer  battalions.  One  of 
the  most  useful  changes  made  in  the 
organization  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
was  that  by  which  regiments  every  five 
years  received  new  blood.  As  to  the 
Yeomanry,  he  quite  agreed  with  what 
had  faUen  from  almost  every  speaker. 
It  would  be  most  unfortunate  that  any- 
thing should  be  done  to  discourage  that 
Force,  which  he  thought  should  be  made 
as  efficient  as  possible,  as  that  branch  of 
the  Auxiliary  Service  would  be  of  im- 
mense use  in  case  of  invasion.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  Volunteers,  he  fully 
admitted  the  enormous  value  of  tha,t 
Force,  which  had  been  growing  year  by 
year,  not  only  in  numbers,  but  also  in 
efficiency.  Every  fresh  demand  that  had 
been  made  upon  the  Volunteers  had  been 
met  with  cheerfulness,  perseverance,  and 
energy.  As  the  noble  Earl  had  stated, 
a  very  important  Committee  sat  seven 
years  ago  to  inquire  into  matters  relat- 
ing to  the  Volunteers.  When  the  pre- 
sent Government  came  into  Office  they 
found  that  some  of  the  recommendations 
of  that  Committee  had  been  carried  into 
effect  with  great  benefit  to  the  Force  at 
large.  Subsequently,  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  carried  out  all  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee.  As  to  the 
supply  of  great  coats  and  water-bottles, 
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the  Committee  thought  that  every  re- 
quirement would  be  met  if  a  certain 
number  of  these  articles  were  kept  in 
store  ready  to  be  issued  to  the  Volun- 
teers when  required.  There  would  be 
^reat  difficulty  in  storing  all  the  articles 
that  mi^bt  be  used  in  an  emergency; 
and  if  they  were  issued  to  the  Volun- 
teers there  would  be  a  risk  of  their 
being  used  for  non-military  purposes. 
The  suggestion  that  the  capitation 
grant  should  be  increased  by  10*.  he 
heard  with  surprise,  seeing  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  of  opinion  that  the  grant  was 
sufficient  for  all  purposes,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  three  items,  and  that  with 
proper  organization  the  grant  need  not 
be  increased.  In  the  face  of  the  Keport 
of  the  Committee,  the  Government  could 
not  propose  to  increase  the  grant.  The 
camp  allowances  had  been  increased 
to  even  a  greater  extent  than  the  Com- 
mittee contemplated.  This  year  88,000 
men  had  expressed  a  desire  to  go  into 
camp.  The  War  Office  had  assented  to 
the  application  of  the  whole  number, 
although  it  was  twice  as  great  as  that  of 
seven  years  ago,  the  actual  expense 
being  four  times  greater.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  the  Volunteer  Vote 
was  not  a  stationary  Vote.  In  1879-80 
it  was  a  little  over  £500,000  ;  this  year 
it  was  £600.000,  being  an  increase  in  the 
six  years  of  £93.000.  It  was  highly  ex- 
pedient that  their  Lordships  should  not 
commit  themselves  to  any  increased  ex- 
penditure without  very  careful  considera- 
tion. He  admitted  that  the  Volunteers 
were  not  equipped  ready  to  take  the  field 
at  once  ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  that  the 
whole  of  any  Army  in  the  world  was 
able  to  do  so.  They  could  not  separate 
the  Volunteers  or  the  Militia  from  the 
Army  Estimates  generally.  He  should 
be  glad  if  £100,000  more  for  the  Volun- 
teers  could  be  got  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer;  but  he  should  not 
like  it  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  the 
other  Services,  or  without  considering 
whether  the  money  might  not  be  more 
properly  employed.  It  was  not  a  proper 
way  of  arguing  the  question  to  ignore 
expense,  actual  and  relative.  Looking 
at  the  matter  in  all  its  bearings,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if 
their  Lordships  were  to  pass  a  vague 
Besolution  which  could  have  no  practi- 
cal effect,  but  which  might  bind  those 
who  supported  it  to  an  increased  expen- 
diture in  the  future.    The  Secretary  of 
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State  for  "War  yielded  to  no  one  in  his 
desire  to  render  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
efficient,  or  in  his  appreciation  of  the 
services  they  performed  by  the  stimula- 
tion of  private  enterprize.  Nothing  in 
their  power  would  be  wanting  to  render 
them  as  efficient  as  it  was  necessary  that 

they  should  be.     

Thk  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  had  not  been  denied  that  their 
military  strength  was  greater  in  1864 
than  it  was  now.  He  repudiated  the 
suggestion  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  refuse  to  sanction  expenditure 
asked  for  by  the  Government,  particu- 
larly if  the  Secretary  of  btate,  or  the 
CK)mmander-in-Chief,  were  prepared  to 
resign  in  case  of  refusal.  What  were 
they  paid  for  if  not  to  let  the  country 
know  its  real  position  ?  By  resisting 
this  Motion  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Morley)  was  repudiating  his  own  r^tm 
d'Sire  as  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  A'- 
rtVtfi:— Contents  20;  Not-Contenls  23: 
Majority  3. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 

TRIBUTION)  BILL.- (No.  109.) 

{Thd  Earl  of  Kimberiey.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Saad- 
ing  read. 

Moved.  '*ThattheBillbe  now  read  2»." 
—(T/ie  Earl  of  Eimherley.) 

Lord  DENM.\N  said,  he  had  taken 
great  interest  in  the  Beform  Bill  of 
1867  ;  it  was  read  a  second  time  in  one 
night,  although  Viscount  Halifax  moved 
a  Kesolution  against  it.  He  (Lord  Den- 
man)  would  never  move  a  Kesolution ; 
but  he  held  in  his  hand  the  Reform  Bill 
of  1831,  with  the  words,  in  his  Pre* 
decessor's  handwriting — ''The  first  of 
the  Beform  Bill  was  drawn  by  roe." 
It  contained  60  clauses  and  10  Sche- 
dules, and  it  was  stated  that  at  first 
His  Majesty  King  William  IV.  only 
approved  of  Schedule  A.  Every  Com- 
mission was  included  in  the  Bill,  which 
consisted  of  60  clauses  and  10  Schedules. 
This  Bill  of  28  clauses  and  eight  Sche- 
dules was  faulty  in  principle  and  detail. 
The  principle  of  single  Members  wu 
proved  faulty  by  the  two  Members  in* 
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South  DerbysliireC  Sir  Henry  Wilmot  and 
Mr.  Evans)  joining  to  restore,  as  far  as 
could  be,  the  old  names  to  the  divisions ; 
and  the  attempt  to  reject  students  of  Dub- 
lin University  past  21  years  of  age  was 
an  attempt  toreject  dulyqualified  persons 
as  voters,  -while  the  exclusion  of  duly 
qualified  women  showed  that  those  who 
inhabited  their  houses  might  vote  rather 
than  their  employers,  who,  unlike  them, 
paid  rates  and  taxes.  He  especially 
coodemned  the  mode  in  which  the  coun- 
ties were  cut  up  into  slices  by  the  Bill 
as  utterly  fallacious;  and  pointed  out 
that  what  rendered  Mr.  (afterwards 
Lord)  Brougham,  so  formidable  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was  the  fact  that 
he  represented  the  whole  of  Yorkshire. 
The  late  Lord  (since  Earl)  Cairns  in 
1867,  notwithstanding  the  opposition 
of  the  Government,  carried  a  scheme 
for  representing  minorities  by  pre- 
venting voters  from  giving  more  than 
two  votes  out  of  three ;  and  he  (Lord 
Denman)  tried  to  prevent  Birmingham 
from  having  more  Members  than  Shef- 
field. He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
condescend  to  look  into  UanBnrd — espe- 
cially Vols.  29 1 , 2 »2,  and  293  —for  what  he 
said  on  the  Franchise  BiU,  and  not  trust 
to  any  newspaper  report,  as  all  his  re- 
marks were  perverted.  He  gave  Notice 
that  when  the  Motion  was  made  for 
going  into  Committee,  he  would  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  House 
should  go  into  Committee  that  day  six 
months. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I  am 
anxious  to  place  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  BiU  for  an  early  day.  There  are 
wtlly  very  strong  reasons  why  the  Bill 
should  pass  through  its  various  stages 
quickly;  because  it  is  obvious  that 
registration  depends  upon  the  timely 
iasue  of  the  precepts  to  the  officers  of 
the  different  districts.  I  should,  there- 
fore, have  been  very  glad  to  have  in- 
duced the  House  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  at  once,  believing  there  would  not 
be  much  difficulty  in  Committee,  although 
I  daresay  there  will  be  some  discussion 
of  Amendments  in  regard  to  the  names, 
which  have  excited  an  enormous  amount 
of  discussion  in  the  other  House.  I  am 
afraid  that  the  noble  Marquess  and 
noble  Lords  opposite  may  think,  in  the 
circumstances,  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee on  Monday ;  and,  that  being  the 
case,  I  shall  have  no  alternative  but  to 


yield  to  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess on  the  subject. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
feel  very  strongly  the  force  of  the  con- 
siderations to  M'hich  the  noble  Earl  has 
alluded,  and  how  necessary  it  is  that 
this  Bill  should  pass  early  into  law.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  necessary  to  remem- 
ber that  this  Bill  has  been  under  very 
careful  consideration  in  the  other  House  ; 
and  I  think  it  would  not  be  proper  for  a 
Bill  of  this  character  to  pass  without 
being  subjected  to  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration of  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  I  think  such  a  course  all 
the  more  necessary,  because  the  Bill 
came  into  existence  by  a  somewhat 
abnormal  process.  It  came,  so  far  as 
its  main  provisions  are  concerned,  into 
existence  by  the  agreement  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  two  Parties  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament;  and,  therefore, 
it  becomes  all  the  more  necessary  that 
the  other  Members  of  the  House  should 
have  the  fullest  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing, examining,  and  deciding  its  details, 
lest  it  should  seem  that  we  had  taken 
upon  ourselves  a  responsibility  and 
power  which  we  had  no  right  to  take, 
and  which  we  could  not  claim,  and  should 
appear  to  hustle  the  Bill  through.  I 
think,  in  order  to  avoid  any  suspicion  of 
that  kind,  it  is  not  of  much  importance 
the  saving  of  a  few  days  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  refers.  I  hope  the  noble 
Earl  will  allow  us  till  the  first  or  second 
day  after  the  holidays  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee. I  believe  after  the  Bill  has 
been  examined  and  dealt  with  by  the 
House  no  formidable  alteration  will  be 
made  in  it,  and  that  the  main  stage 
will  be  got  through  with  considerable 
rapidity. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
still  felt,  and  he  was  glad  to  see  the 
noble  Marquess  himself  felt,  the  real 
urgency  of  passing  the  Bill.  At  the 
same  time,  the  considerations  to  which 
the  noble  Marquess  referred  hiad  con- 
siderable weight,  especially  as  to  the 
mode  with  which,  no  doubt,  this  Bill 
was  originally  agreed  to.  He  confessed 
it  was  not  unreasonable  on  the  part  of 
the  House  that  they  should  require  a 
fair  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  no  doubt,  if  they  proceeded 
with  it  at  once,  it  might  possibly  have 
the  appearance  of  haste.  It  was  unfor- 
tunate that  the  Whitsuntide  holidays 
intervened  and  caused  a  break  in  their 
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Sittinp^s;  but,  upon  the  whole,  he 
thought  he  had  no  choice  in  the  matter 
but  to  yield  to  the  request  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  to  ^^  Monday,  June  8, 
for  the  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  FEVEESHAM  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  with  regard  to  a 
Bill  of  this  importance,  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  prepared,  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee,  to  make  a  state- 
ment in  regard  to  its  provisions. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
thought  that  in  the  present  small  attend- 
ance it  would  be  more  respectful  and 
more  convenient  to  the  House  to  make 
his  statement  on  going  into  Committee, 
because  the  Bill  was  essentially  one  of 
detail. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
iugly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  the  8M  of 
June  next. 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  (EXPENSES  OF  CON- 
FERENCES) BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  provide  for  expenses  incurred  in 
relation  to  conferences  of  local  authorities — 
Was  pretented  by  The  Lord  Thurlow  ;  read  1». 
(No.  118.) 

Uonse  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  Ibth  May,   1885. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writ  Issued— Jbr  County 

of  Denbigh,  r.  Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynn, 

baronet,  deceased. 
Privatb    Bill    (Ay  OrcUr)— Third  Reading— 

Hull,  Bamsley,  and  West  Riding  Junction 

Railway  and  Dock,  and  patted. 
Public  Bills  —  First  Reading— Locsl  Gk)vem- 

ment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  •   [182]; 

Local    Government    (Ireland)    Provisional 

Orders  (No.  2)  •[1S3]. 
Considered  as  amended— Local  Government  Pro* 

visional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •  [116]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


HULL,  BARNSLEY,  AND  WEST  RIDING 

JUNCTION  RAILWAY  AND  DOCK 

BILL  {by  Order.) 

THIBD      BEADINO. 

Ordor  for  Third  Headiog  read. 
The  Earl  of  Eimlerley 


Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  the  thiid 
time."— (iSir  Charlee  Forster.) 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill  to  certain  particulars  connected 
with  it  which  he  thought  were  entitled 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House.    The 
Bill  was  called  **The  Hull,  Bamsley, 
and  West  Riding  Junction  Railway  and 
Dock  Bill."    There  had  been  five  BiUs 
on  that  interesting  subject  before  tbe 
House  in  the  last  five  y^ars,  commenc- 
ing in  1880,  and  continuing  in  1882, 
1883,  and  1884.    It  was  now  proposed 
to  amalgamate  those  four  Acts  into  one 
Act  in  the  present  Session.    The  Bill 
purported  to  have  been  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  the  line  for 
the  compulsory  purchase  of  land  and 
for  the  completion  of  certain  of  theantho- 
rized  works  of  the  Company;    but  it 
ought  to  have  been  added — ''and  the 
abandonment  and  relinquishment  of  a 
railway  authorized  to  be  made  by  the 
Act  of  1880."     He  was  sorry  that  the 
Chairman    of   the    Company    (Colonel 
Gerard  Smith)    was    not    present  on 
that  occasion,  because  last  year  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  in  his  place, 
and,  treating  the  matter  in  a  cavalier 
manner,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
told  the  House  that  it  was  owing  to  his 
inexperience    of  railway   management 
that  the  expense  of  this  railway  had  beea 
increased  from  the  sum  of  £4,000,000, 
which  was  originally  thought  adequate, 
to  £5,500,000.     Now,  the  construction 
of  this  railway  was  a  matter  which  bad 
greatly  interested  the  public  for  several 
years.    The  original  Stock  of  the  Com* 
pany  was  £3,000,000,  and  it  was  shovn 
in  the  debate  which  took  place  last  year 
that  so  little  were  the  public  satis&ed 
with  the  soundness  of  this  concern  that, 
although   it  was  thought  desirable  to 
issue    the  Company's  Stock  upon  the 
extraordinarily  favourable  terms  of  £80 
for  every  £100  Stock,  at  5  per  cent,  the 
public  only  subscribed  £75,000  of  the 
money.    Consequently,  the    Company, 
finding  themselves  in  difficulties,  issaed 
Debenture    Stock    to    the    extent    of 
£1,000,000.    That  was  before  laat  year; 
but  last  year  the  Company  came  down 
to   the  House  of   Commons,   and  the 
ordinary  Rules  of  Procedure  were  tns* 
pended  in  favour  of  a  Bill  which  en* 
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abled  the  Company  to  issue  £1,500,000 
of  Debentures,  making  the  Debenture 
Stock,  with  the  £1,000,000  previously 
issued,  £2,500,000,  or  within  £500,000 
of  the  original  Share  Capital  of  the 
Company.  That  in  itself  was  a  very 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things ;  but  the 
Company  were  now  asking  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  period  provided  by  the 
Act  of  1882  for  the  completion  of  their 
works.  It  was  distinctly  laid  down  in 
the  House  of  Commons  last  year  that  if 
the  House  granted  £1,500,000  addi- 
tional Debenture  Stock  the  railway 
would  be  completed  for  the  money.  But 
the  Company,  in  the  present  Bill,  under 
Clause  8,  proposed  to  abandon  one  of 
the  railways,  for  the  construction  of 
which  they  had  obtained  the  public 
money  ;  and  in  abandoning  that  railway 
they  proposed  to  apply  the  money  which 
they  had  raised  for  one  of  their  lines — 
namely,  Railway  No.  1a — to  other  and 
entirely  different  purposes.  He  would 
like  to  know — and  he  thought  the  public 
were  entitled  to  know — what  was  to  be 
done  with  this  Hailway  No.  1a,  because, 
if  the  money  had  been  spent  upon  it 
already,  it  could  not  be  devoted  to 
"  other  purposes ;  "  and  if  it  had  not 
been  spent  there  had  been  a  direct 
breach  of  faith  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, because  it  was  stated  last  year 
that  the  sum  of  £1,500,000  then  applied 
for  would  be  adequate  for  the  construc- 
tion of  this  line.  It  was  distinctly  laid 
down  in  the  Act  of  1 882  that  the  works 
were  to  be  completed  within  a  period 
of  three  or  fiye  years ;  and  now,  although 
£1,500,000  additional  was  granted  last 
year,  on  the  clear  understanding  that 
the  railway  would  be  completed  for  that 
money,  thisBill  called  *'TheHull,  Barns- 
ley,  and  West  Biding  Junction  Railway 
and  Dock  Bill,"  sought  for  an  extension 
of  time,  under  Clause  12,  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  works — namely,  three  years 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  was 
bonnd  to  say  that,  after  the  long  dis- 
cussion they  had  last  year,  and  the  very 
unsatisfactory  appearance  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Wycombe 
(Colonel  Gerard  Smith),  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  not  favoured  the  House  on 
that  occasion  with  his  presence,  seeing 
that  he  must,  no  doubt,  have  acquired 
much  greater  experience  than  he  him- 
self admitted  that  he  had  last  year.  On 
that  occasion  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 


ber candidly  stated,  not  without  some 
feeling  of  shame,  that,  although  he  was 
Chairman  of  this  Railway  Company,  he 
knew  nothing  whatever  about  railway 
management.  It  must  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  last  year  this 
additional  sum  of  £1,500,000  Debenture 
Stock  was  asked  for ;  and  that  Bill  was 
granted  because  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  came  down  and  told  the 
House  that  it  would  be  a  serious  thing, 
at  a  moment  of  general  depression,  to 
suspend  the  works.  Now,  as  the  pro- 
moters of  the  railway  had  failed  to  carry 
out  the  scheme  they  had  originally  pro- 
moted, he  thought  he  was  bound  to  ask 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  Norwood),  whom  he  saw  opposite, 
and  who,  he  believed,  was  connected 
with  this  railway,  to  explain  to  the 
House  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  promoters — under  which  the  Com- 
pany— now  came  forward  with  their 
new  Bill.  In  his  (Sir  Robert  PeePsJ 
opinion,  it  had  been  brought  forward 
in  a  somewhat  surreptitious  manner. 
He  had  come  down  there  on  several 
occasions  for  the  purpose  of  opposing 
it,  and  in  the  hope  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wycombe  (Colonel  Gerard  Smith)  might 
be  in  his  place  to  take  part  in  any  dis- 
cussion that  was  again  to  be  raised. 
But  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
and  himself  had  both  been  treated  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  in  a  most 
cavalier  manner.  He  might  mention 
that  they  could  now  prove  that  their 
original  contention  was  correct,  and 
that  there  were  circumstances  connected 
with  this  railway  which  entitled  the 
House  to  some  further  information  than 
it  had  yet  received  with  regard  to  the 
object  of  this  Bill,  and  if  that  informa- 
tion were  not  supplied  he  should  cer- 
tainly oppose  the  further  progress  of 
the  Bill.  Before  he  did  so,  however, 
he  trusted  that  some  hon.  Member,  whe- 
ther connected  or  not  connected  with 
this  railway,  but  connected  with  the 
railway  interest  generally,  would  get 
up,  and,  with  greater  knowledge  than 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Wycombe  (Colonel  Gerard  Smith),  ex- 
plain to  the  House  what  were  some  of 
the  main  features  and  proposals  of  the 
Bill.  Recollecting  how  the  public  were 
— ^he  would  not  use  the  word  **  swindled," 
because  it  was   not  a   Parliamentary 
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word — but,  remembering^  how  the  public 
had  been  defrauded — [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: No,  no  !j— well,  he  would  say 
disappointed — in  the  expectation  they 
had  formed  when  they  invested  their 
money  originally  in  this  railway,  lie  did 
think  that  some  explanation  was  due  to 
the  House  before  it  coDs^nted  to  pass 
the  third  readings  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  NOEWOOD  said,  he  very  much 
indeed  regretted  that  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
pany (Colonel  Gerard  Smith)  did  not 
happen  to  be  present.  Of  course,  if  he 
had  been  present,  he  would  have  been 
able,  much  better  than  he  (Mr.  Nor- 
wood) was,  to  deal  with  the  strong  ex- 
pressions which  had  been  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet. 

SiE  EOBEET  PEEL:  I  did  not  use 
them. 

Mb.  N0EW0C)D  said,  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  had  heard  them  used. 

Sir  EGBERT  PEEL  :**  Disappointed 
in  their  expectations,"  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  NGEWGGD  said,  that  the  rij^ht 
hon.  Baronet  had  used  very  strong  lan- 
guage indeed,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so,  be- 
cause it  was  scarcely  justified  by  any- 
thing the  Bill  contained.  He  was  not 
pecuniarily  interested  in  the  Hull  and 
Barnsley  Eailway  and  Dock  Company  ; 
but,  as  his  name  was  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill  when  introduced  into  the  House, 
he  was  able  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that,  in  the  first  place,  this 
Bill  contained  no  money  power  what- 
ever. Nor  did  it  seek  power  to  construct 
any  new  work:^,  except  to  substitute  for 
an  authorized  line  another  line  of  less 
than  a  mile  in  length,  for  the  purpose  of 
forminfi:  a  moreconvenient  junction  with 
the  Midland  Eailway  than  the  line  now 
authorized.  It  was  also  necessary  to 
extend  the  line  for  the  completion  of  the 
Hull  and  Halifax  branch,  authorized  by 
the  Act  of  1882.  Owing  to  certain  finan- 
cial difficulties,  it  had  been  found  im- 
possible to  proceed  with  the  construction 
of  that  line  as  rapidly  as  was  originally 
expected. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL :  Have  the  Com- 
pany raised  the  money  ? 

Mr.  NORWOOD  believed  the  Com- 
pany had  not  raised  any  money  for  that 
line.  The  money  referred  to  in  the  Bill 
was  simply  money  already  authorized  to 
be  raised,  but  which  the  Company  pro- 
posed to  apply  to  the  construction  of  the 

Sir  RoUrt  Pesl 


substituted  junction.  It  had  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  Hull  and  Halifax 
and  Huddersfield  extension.  The  Bill 
was  originally  opposed  by  two  interested 
parties,  both  of  whom  had  been  satisfied, 
and  the  Bill  had  been  sent  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  by  whom  it  had 
passed  as  an  unopposed  measure.  It 
had  previously  passed  a  second  reading 
without  the  slightest  manifestation  of 
hostility  against  it,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  now  taking  the  unusual 
course  of  opposing  the  third  reading. 
He  joined  in  the  regret  which  had  been 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Wycombe  (Colonel  Gerard 
Smith) ;  and  he  thought  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  would  have  been  in  his 
place  if  he  had  had  the  slightest  idea 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  discussed  on  tiiat 
occasion.  He  believed,  however,  that 
there  was  very  little  to  be  explained. 
The  Money  Bill  of  last  year  passed  with 
the  full  knowledge  of  the  Houae.  A 
portion  of  the  capital  had  been  raised, 
and  it  had  been  devoted  to  the  purposes 
for  which  it  had  been  raised. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL :  All  the  money  ? 

Mr.  NOEWOOD  said,  he  believed, 
subject  to  correction,  that  a  certain 
portion  of  the  money  had  been  raised ; 
but  there  was  really  nothing  in  the 
present  Bill  which  gave  the  Hull 
and  Barnsley  Eailway  Company  any 
position  or  power  different  from  that 
which  it  already  possessed,  except  a 
power  of  exten^ng  the  period  for  the 
construction  of  the  Hull  and  Halifax 
Eailway,  and  of  substituting  the  con- 
struction  of  a  small  junction,  less  than  a 
mile  in  length,  for  a  junction  with  the 
Midland  Eailway  already  authorised. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  sati:»fied  with  this  explanation, 
and  would  not  deem  it  necessary  to  press 
his  opposition  further. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  very 
unsatisfactory  explanation  of  the  h^n. 
Member  who  had  ju^t  sat  down.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  and  himself  had  taken 
great  interest  in  this  Company  fur  the 
last  three  Sessions  running;  and  al* 
though  they  had  never  been  able  to 
prevail  upon  the  House  of  Commons  to 
arrest  the  downward  course  of  tho^a  un- 
fortunate persons  who,  in  their  capacity 
of  Directors,  were  deluding  the  puUio 
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jetr  aftor  year,  still,  at  tho  same  time, 
be  felt  certain  that  Parliament  would 
take  on  itself  a  tremendous  responsi- 
bility if  year  after  year  it  consented  to 
give  large  powers  to  the  Company  wkicli 
would  more  or  less  enable  them  to  ex- 
tract money  from  the  public,  while  time 
after  time  the  Company  came  down  to 
the  House  and  confessed  that  they  were 
unable  to  avail  themselves  of  their 
powers  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  This 
was  the  last  Session  of  the  present  Par- 
liament. He  did  not  suppose  that  his 
right  hoD.  Friend  and  himself  would  be 
able  to  stop  the  depredations  of  this 
undertaking ;  but,  at  any  rate,  certain 
points  ought  to  be  noticed.  The  Com- 
pany asked,  according  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  for  an  ex- 
tension of  time  on  account  of  being 
inrolved  in  fiYiancial  difficulties. 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  I  used  those  words.  If  I  did  so,  I 
will  withdraw  them.  I  merely  meant 
that  they  had  not  yet  raised  the  money. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  knew  perfectly 
well  that  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
raiain^r  money  at  the  present  day  if  the 
securities  were  sound.  Indeed,  money 
was  cheaper  than  ever  it  was  before  if 
there  was  good  security ;  but  this 
wretched  Hull  and  Barnsley  Railway 
had  not  got  6^.  on  its  own  account,  and 
yet  it  was  continually  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment for  fresh  powers  in  the  endeavour 
to  offer  some  kind  of  security  to  the 
piWic.  The  Company,  in  their  present 
Bill,  asked  for  an  extension  of  time ; 
last  year  they  also  asked  for  an  exten- 
sion of  time,  and  also  for  an  extennion 
of  their  powers,  in  order  that  they  might 
oomplpte  a  certain  line  of  railway.  This 
year  th«>y  came  down  to  Parliament  and 
announced  thst  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  railway  they  had  undertaken  last 
year  to  complete  was  to  be  abandoned. 
Clause  8  of  the  Bill  gave  them  power  to 
abandon  Railway  No.  1a,  which  was 
originally  authorized  by  the  Act  of  1880; 
and  DOW  they  asked,  in  addition,  for  a 
further  extension  of  time  to  enable  them 
ti  fx>mplete  other  portions  of  the  line. 
In  fact,  this  line  would  never  be  com- 
pleted by  the  present  Directors.  The 
hon-  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood), 
and  every  other  hen.  Member  who  ever 
had  a  connection  with  this  Company, 
knew  that  not  a  single  original  ehare- 
bolder  would  ever  receive  back  a  single 


6i.  he  had  embarked  in  it,  and  which 
would  never  have  been  embarked  but  for 
the  dangerous  and  special  facilities 
which  Parliament  had  granted  to  this 
Company.  He  would  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  Kome  passages  in 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.     It  said— 

"And  whereas  the  last-mentioned  sum  of 
£1,600,000  has  been  duly  raised,  and  the  prin- 
cipal works  authorized  by  the  said  Act  of  1880 
will  shortly  be  completed ;  ** 

and  then  it  went  on  to  say — 

**  And,  whereas  by  reason  of  the  difficulty  in 
raising  the  necessary  funds  for  that  purpose 
until  the  completion  of  the  aforesaid  works 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  1880." 

There  was  a  complete  contradiction  be- 
tween the  two  statements;  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  was  a  contradiction 
between  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  and  the 
view  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dover  (Major  Dickson), 
who  sat  below  him.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  said  that  only  a  portion  of  the 
money  had  been  raised,  whereas  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Major  Dickson) 
said  that  the  whole  of  it  had  been 
raised.  In  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  it 
was  certainly  distinctly  admitted  that 
the  money  authorized  to  be  raised  had 
been  raised.  He  trusted  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  if  he  received  further  en- 
couras^ement,  would  take  the  sense  of. 
the  House  upon  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill,  in  order  that  a  protest  might  bo 
recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  as 
to  the  extremely  unsatisfactory  manner 
in  which  Parliament  had  accorded  spe- 
cial facilities  to  this  Company. 

Mr.  DODDS  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  the  discus- 
sion had  expressed  a  hope  that  he  would 
receive  an  explanation  from  an  oflBcial 
Member  of  the  House,  or  from  some- 
one connected  with  railways  generally. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Dodds)  begged  to  say 
that  he  was  not  in  any  way,  directly  or 
indirectly,  connected  with  this  railway  or 
with  railways  generally.  He  was,  there- 
fore, able  to  speak  simply  in  the  publio 
interest  as  to  the  facts  disclosed  in  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  began 
by  saying  that  the  Company  had  ob- 
tained various  Acts  up  to  the  present 
time  for  raising  money  ;  but  he  did  not 
find  that  that  assertion  was  justified  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
must,  no  doubt,  be  read  in  connection  ' 
with  other  Acts,  but  it  contained  no 
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powers  for  increasing  its  capital.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Bill  in- 
volved the  ahandonment  of  some  works 
contemplated  by  previous  Acts  of  the 
Company.  That  was  true  in  this  sense, 
and  in  this  sense  only — that  this  Bill 
authorized  the  abandonment  of  a  spur 
line  of  railway  which  was  to  effect  a 
junction  with  the  Midland  Bail  way  at 
Cud  worth ;  but  it  authorized  the  con- 
struction of  another  line  as  a  substitute 
for  the  one  abandoned,  and  therefore, 
so  far  as  the  Bill  sought  to  abandon 
anything  originally  contemplated,  it 
merely  sought  to  abandon  a  small  piece 
of  line  for  the  purpose  of  substituting 
another  means  of  junction  with  the 
Midland  Bailway,  which  would  be  of  a 
less  expensive  character.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  Bill  enabled  the  Company 
to  raise  additional  capital.  From  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  Bill  there 
was  nothing  whatever  to  disturb  the 
arrangement  entered  into  last  year  as 
to  capital,  except  to  this  extent — that 
the  capital  of  the  Company  already 
authorized  to  be  raised  might  be  applied 
to  the  construction  of  another  junction. 
In  no  other  way  did  it  interfere  with 
the  arrangement  as  to  capital  which  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  Parliament  last 
year.  It  neither  enlarged  nor  dimi- 
nished the  power  of  the  Company  in 
that  respect. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL :  Has  not  money 
been  already  spent  on  the  line  which  is 
now  proposed  to  be  abandoned  ? 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  he  believed  that  no 
money  had  been  expended  on  the  aban- 
doned railway ;  but  the  line  sought  to  be 
abandoned  was,  of  course,  subject  to  the 
rights  of  such  owners  of  land  as  might 
be  affected  by  the  abandonment  in  any 
way  whatever.  It  was  one  of  the  most 
ordinary  of  the  Bills  which  came  before 
Parliament  from  time  to  time,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Hailway  Companies  who  had 
been  delayed  in  raising  their  capital.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  said  there 
was  an  apparent  contradiction  in  the 
Preamble — ^that  it  said  in  one  paragraph 
that  the  authorized  capital  had  been 
raised,  while  in  another  it  asked  for  an 
extension  of  time  in  which  to  raise  it. 
That  simply  meant  that  the  money 
would  not  be  raised  immediately,  and 
that  it  was  not  needed  for  immediate 
expenditure ;  and,  therefore,  an  exten- 
sion was  asked  of  the  time  in  which,  by 

Mr.  DoddM 


previous  Acts,  the  Company  were  re- 
quired to  raise  the  money.  As  he  had 
pointed  out,  the  only  deviation  from 
lormer  Acts  was  the  proposal  to  abandon 
a  small  junction  in  order  to  substitute  a 
fresh  one.  It  would  not  alter  the  capi- 
tal arrangement  in  the  smallest  degree ; 
but  it  simply  extended  the  time  within 
which  the  money  was  to  be  raised.  He 
knew  nothing  about  the  shareholders  of 
the  Company,  nor  had  he  the  slightest 
interest  in  the  railway;  but  be  would 
say  that  persons  who  took  shares  in  un- 
dertakings of  this  kind  did  so  on  their 
own  responsibility,  and  must  take  the 
consequences.  The  Bill  did  not  affect 
their  position  in  any  way  whatever,  but 
was  confined  to  the  two  very  small  pro- 
visions he  had  explained.  This  was  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  he*  failed  to 
see  why  it  should  be  opposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had  no  interest 
in  it.  It  was  also  opposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  equally  disinterested  in 
the  undertaking ;  and  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  they  should  offer  this 
opposition.  If  there  were  any  g^unds 
of  opposition  on  the  part  of  the  public 
interest,  such  opposition  would  have 
been  more  properly  raised  elsewhere,  if 
raised  at  all.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  consent  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  he 
thought  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Sir  Bobert 
Peel)  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  had  done  some  public  ser- 
vice  in  calling  attention  to  this  Bill; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  the 
explanations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  were 
perfectly  satisfactory.  It  was  not  a 
matter  to  be  wondered  at  that  anybody 
who  knew  the  history  of  this  Company 
should  display  a  certain  amount  of 
jealousy  in  regard  to  its  proceedings. 
He  had  himself  endeavoured,  in  uie 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  to  point  out 
the  unfair  character  of  the  legialation  of 
the  House  in  granting  special  faoilitiea 
to  this  Company  for  raising  capital  on 
Preference  Shares  on  Debentures ;  and 
he  had  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
many  of  the  shareholders  had  been 
brought  into  the  undertaking,  as  his 
riffht  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  by  betJiy 
told  that  they  would  have  5  per 
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out  of  the  capital  during  the  construc- 
tion of  works.  This  Bill,  however,  did 
not  affect  that  point,  but  it  was  simply 
A  measure  to  enable  the  Company  to 
finish  their  undertaking  by  bringing  it 
into  connection  with  the  Midland  Hail- 
way,  and  by  extending  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  works.  The  Bill  was 
certainly  one  which  the  House  would 
feel  bound  to  pass,  seeing  that  it  only 
granted  to  the  Company  reasonable 
ifadlities  for  the  completion  of  their 
works. 

Mb.    lewis    said,   he  should    not 
have  risen  to  say  a  word  upon  the  pre- 
sent occasion  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
extraordinary  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for    Stockton  (Mr.    Dodds),   who 
began  and  ended  with  one  key-note— 
namely,  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
know  what  respect  ought  to  be  paid  to 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  noble  Lord,  because  they  had  no 
interest  in  the  matter.     He  (Mr.  Lewis) 
certainly  recollected  a  case  where  the 
disinterestedness  of   an  hon.   Member 
with  reference  to  a  Private  Bill  assumed 
a  somewhat  different  aspect,  and  he  had 
not  expected  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockton,   of  all  persons  in  the  world, 
would  have    used    such  an  argument. 
The  hon.  Member  now  contended  that 
the  disinterestedness  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  noble  Lord  disqualified 
them  from  offering  an  opinion  to  the 
House,  whereas  he  claimed  for  himself 
the  right  of  guiding  the  verdict  of  the 
Huiue  on  the  ground  of  his  own  disin- 
terestedness.     As  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  knew 
a  little  of  the  proceedings  of  the  hon. 
Member,  who  acted  as  a  sort  of  deputy 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Walsall  (Sir 
Charles    Forster)    in    connection    with 
Private  Bill  legislation,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  take   advice  from    the    hon. 
Member,  but  would  prefer  that  of  the 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Sir  Arthur  Otway).     He  cer- 
tainly knew  enough  of  the  Hull  and 
Barosley  Railway  Company  to  feel  that 
any  additional  powers  they  sought  to 
obtain  ought  to  be   jealousy  watched. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  assert  their 
own  disinterestedness  in  the  matter,  and 
display  it  in  a  rather  more  reasonable 
and  consistent  fashion  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman — namely,    in    the    Division 

Lobby.      

8zB  ABTHUR  OTWAY  trusted  that 
Aece  woold  be  no  necessity  for  going 
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into  the  Lobby  at  all  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  could  not  say  that  there 
was  no  justification  for  the  inquiries 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  had  made.  No  doubt,  the 
circumstances  of  this  Company  really 
had  been  of  a  very  exceptional  cha- 
racter, and  on  a  previous  occasion  he 
had  himself  proposed  that  exceptional 
steps  should  be  taken  in  order  to  facili- 
tate certain  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
the  Company,  having  been  influenced 
by  the  statement  that  a  large  number 
of  persons  would  be  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment if  the  Bill  then  introduced 
were  not  passed.  He  had  not  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  conclude 
with  any  Motion  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL:  No;  I  only 
asked  for  information. 

SiE  ARTHUR  OTWAY  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
desire  to  do  so  after  he  received  the 
information  which  he  (Sir  Arthur 
Otway)  was  able  to  give  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  Bill.  He  would  first  explain 
that  the  Bill  had  not  been  before  him, 
but  that,  at  a  time  when  he  was  en- 
gaged with  Public  Business  in  the  Chair, 
it  had  been  passed  by  a  Committee  pre« 
sided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  and  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray). 
What  remained  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider was  whether  the  Bill,  as  it  was 
now  proposed,  really  contained  in  it 
any  provisions  of  such  an  unusual  cha- 
racter as  to  require  its  rejection  on  the 
third  reading.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  contained  nothing  whatever  to 
excite  their  suspicions.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  capital  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  1884  was  to  be  applied  to  certain 
purposes,  and  that  the  present  Bill  in- 
volved an  apparent  deviation  from  those 
purposes ;  but  it  did  not  do  so  in  fact. 
By  the  lyth  clause,  the  Company  were 
authorized  to  apply  the  money  which 
might  have  been  lawfully  applied  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway  authorized 
by  the  Act  of  1880,  and  by  the  present 
Bill  authorized  to  be  abandoned,  to  the 
construction  of  a  line  in  substitution, 
and  the  money  already  sanctioned  was 
directed  to  be  applied  to  the  construc- 
tion of  the  substituted  line.  What  was 
proposed  was  simply  an  arrangement 
for  a  junction  with  the  Midland  Railway    . 
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wbioh  would  be  more  convenient  and 
less  expensive  than  the  one  now  autho- 
rized at  Cudworth.  The  whole  length 
of  it  was  under  a  mile.  The  cost  of 
construction  would  be  very  small — about 
£5,000 — and  there  would  be  a  saving 
effected  of  about  £500.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  feel 
it  necessary,  therefore,  to  persevere  with 
his  opposition. 

SiE  EOBEET  PEEL:  Has  any  of 
the  line  now  authorized  been  con- 
structed ? 

Sm  AETHUE  OTWAY  said,  he 
really  did  not  know  how  far  any  portion 
of  the  line  originally  authorized  had  been 
completed,  but  he  was  speaking  simply 
of  that  part  of  the  line  which  was  before 
the  House  in  the  present  Bill.  He  would 
repeat  that  he  was  not  at  all  surprised 
that  information  had  been  sought  for, 
because  he  must  say  that  the  circum- 
stances of  this  railway  in  the  past  had 
been  of  a  peculiar  character;  but  in 
every  respect,  except  in  those  which 
had  been  ji mentioned,  the  provisions  of 
tho  Act  of  1884  were  completely  ad- 
hered to. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  said,  he  hoped 
that,  after  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  that,  of  course,  he  did  not 
mean  to  put  the  House  to  the  in- 
convenience of  a  division.  He  had 
merely  been  anxious  to  bring  the  case 
of  this  unfortunate  railway,  £rom  which 
the  public  had  suffered  so  much,  under 
the  notice  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  Company  were  defrauding, 
but  that  they  were  disappointing  the 
public,  who  had  been  induced  to  invest 
in  the  undertaking  by  the  5  per  cent 
they  expected  to  receive  for  every  £80 
representing  £100  Stock  they  took  up. 
Certainly,  me  explanation  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds), 
if  it  had  not  been  supplemented  by  the 
further  explanation  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  would  have  induced  him  to 
persist  in  his  opposition.  He  begged 
now,  having  entered  his  protest  against 
the  proceedings  of  this  Company  gene- 
rally, to  withdraw  any  further  opposi- 
tion. 

Motion  agr$$i  to  (Queen's  Comeni 
•igniBed). 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pas$ed. 
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POST  OFFICE— THE  INVENTIONS 
EXHIBITION. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  Whether  the  managers 
of  the  Inventions  Exhibition  are  ex- 
empted from  the  payment  of  postage  for 
circulars,  parcels,  and  letters ;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  that  part  of  the  Exhi- 
bition consists  of  illuminated  gardens, 
bands  of  music,  &o.  and  that  large 
profits  are  made,  and  that  no  such  ex- 
emption is  granted  to  any  similar  exhi- 
bition not  under  a  Eoyal  Commission, 
he  will  advise  the  Crown  that  the  exemp- 
tion should  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  No,  Sir. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  further  inquired 
whether  this  exemption  had  not  existed 
in  respect  to  previous  Exhibitions ;  and 
when  it  had  ceased  to  exist  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  has  existed  in  the  case  of 
other  Exhibitions.  I  will  inquire  on 
that  point ;  but  I  was  only  speaking  of 
the  future. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD :  I  have  the  autho- 
rity of  the  late  Postmaster  Gheneral  for 
that  statement. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  also  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Inventions  Exhibition  and  the  two  nre- 
vious  Exhibitions  have  been  or  will  be 
charged  with  Income  Tax  on  profits  as 
commercial  undertakings  ? 

Mb.  BIRKBECK  said,  that  before 
his  hon.  Friend  answered  the  Qnestaoa 
he  wished  to  ask,  Whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  in  the  case  of  the  International 
Exhibition  of  1851  a  profit  of  about 
£  1 50,000  was  made,  and  no  Income  Tax 
paid ;  and,  whether  he  was  aware  thai 
in  the  case  of  the  Fisheries  Exhibittoa 
of  1883  all  the  profits  were  handed  ovar 
to  charitable  objects  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  :  No  4oabt  it  U  eor- 
rect  that  the  profits  of  the  FisJieriei 
Exhibition  were  not  used  for  commeraal 
objects,  but  for  public  porpoeea.  la 
reply  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Hopwood),  I  have  to  atate  that» 
though,  strictly  speaking,  the  Invo^tiou 
Exhibition  and  the  previous  Exhibitioas 
cannot  be  said  to  be  commercial  und«- 
takings,  it  is  intended  by  the  ChanoaUor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  endeavour  to  chaigt 
Income  Tax  upon  the  pn^ta  of  tkoaa 
undertakinga. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


613         Pretention  of  Crime  (May  15,  1885)  {Ireland)  Act,  1882.         614 

objection  to  restoring  these  letters,  which 
were  seized  on  account  of  their  suspicious 
character. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DR.  MOLONY, 
MEDICAL  OFFICER,  ARKLOW  DIS- 
PENSARY  DISTRICT. 

Me.  W.  J-  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  Dr.  M.  J. 
Molony  was  recently  elected  medical 
officer  of  the  Arklow  Dispensary  Dis- 
trict by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  but 
was  refused  the  appointment  of  medical 
attendant  on  the  Constabulary,  which 
was  given  by  the  authorities  to  his  un- 
successful opponent,  who  had  only  ob- 
tained his  degree  three  weeks ;  whether 
be  is  aware  that  Dr.  Molony  had  consi- 
derable practice  in  the  mining  and  manu- 
facturing districts  of  England;  whe- 
ther it  is  usual  to  unite  the  two  offices 
in  country  districts  where  practice  is 
limited  and  stipends  small ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Constabulary 
mathoritiee  passed  over  an  experienced 
medical  man  in  favour  of  one  who  had 
only  just  obtained  his  qualification  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
Dispensary  doctors  have  no  priority  of 
claims  to  be  appointed  medical  attend- 
ants to  the  Constabulary.  Dr.  Halpin, 
who  was  appointed  in  this  instance,  ob- 
tained his  diploma  as  surgeon  in  May, 
lbS3,  and  as  physician  in  March  last. 
Dr.  Molony  obtained  both  diplomas  in 
December,  1882.  The  appointment  was 
made  by  the  Inspector  General  on  his 
own  responsibility ;  and  he  informed  me 
that  in  making  it  he  had  solely  in  view 
the  interests  of  the  Force. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882-~SECTION  84  (SEARCHES, 
&c.)— CASE  OF  MR.  JOHN  O'ROURKE, 
REDHILL,  NEWPORT,  CO.  MAYO. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
eretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  \a  true  that  Sub-In- 
jector Ball,  with  a  party  of  police, 
■earched  the  house  of  Mr.  John  O'Rourke 
for  arms  at  Bed  Hill,  Newport,  county 
Mayo,  on  the  2l8t  of  April  1884  ;  whe- 
ther, on  that  occasion,  Sub-Inspector 
Ball  carried  off  several  letters,  which 
have  not  since  been  restored  to  their 
ownar ;  and,  whether  there  is  now  any 
objection  to  restore  the  letters  in  ques- 
tion to  Mr.  O'Bourke? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
I  understand  that  there  will  now  be  no 


LAW  AND  POLICE-ALLEGED  BREACH 

OF  THE    LICENSING    LAWS    AT 

DYSART,  CO.  ROSCOMMON. 
Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  a  disturb- 
ance took  place  on  Sunday  1st  March 
1885,  in  a  public  house  kept  by  a  man 
named  Donohoe,  in  Thomas  Street,  Dy- 
sart,  county  Boscommon ;  whether  some 
of  the  parties  engaged  in  the  disturb- 
ance have  been  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment ;  and,  whether  the  police  have  pro- 
secuted the  keeper  of  the  public  house 
for  selling  drink  on  Sunday ;  and,  if  not, 
what  is  the  reason  of  the  failure  to  en- 
force the  Law  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
An  assault  was  committed  on  the  8th  of 
March  at  this  public-house  on  a  man 
who  was  in  the  habit  of  calling  there 
for  his  letters,  and  the  assailant  has 
been  sent  to  prison  for  a  month ;  but 
the  police  are  not  aware  of  any  breach 
of  the  Licensing  Act  having  taken 
place  ?     

Mb.  O'KELLY :  Did  not  the  assault 
take  place  on  a  Sunday  morning  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
Yes ;  on  Sunday*  8th  March. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  Chief  Secretary  to  say  that 
the  assault  took  place  on  a  Sunday 
morning  ?  If  the  public  -  house  was 
open  for  the  sale  of  drink  on  Sunday, 
was  not  that  a  breach  of  the  Licensing 
Act? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  breach  of  the 
Licensing  Act  occurred. 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  WiU  the  police  un- 
dertake to  make  an  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
They  have  fully  inquired  into  it,  and  the 
man  has  been  prosecuted  and  sent  to 
prison. 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  For  selling  the 
whisky  ? 

[No  reply."! 

PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882— FIRING  AT  THE  PERSON- 
CASE  OF  W.  R.  PERCEVAL. 
Mb.  small  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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Whether  a  private  inquiry  was  held  at 
Wexford,  od  the  2nd  May,  into  a  state- 
ment made  by  a  man  named  William 
Hobert  Percevaly  on  the  27th  April,  that 
he  had  been  fired  at  near  Ardcavan; 
whether  he  can  state  what  evidence  was 
taken  at  this  inquiry ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  constabulary  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  truth 
whatever  in  Perceval's  story ;  and,  whe- 
ther a  prosecution  will  be  instituted 
against  Perceval  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Perceval,  who  is  in  occupation  of  an 
evicted  farm,  reported  on  the  27th  ul- 
timo that  he  had  been  fired  at,  while 
driving  along  the  road,  and  an  inquiry 
has  been  held,  under  the  Prevention  of 
Orime  Act,  with  the  result  that  his  state- 
ment is  corroboratedby  several  witnesses, 
and  the  marks  of  shot  and  pellets  have 
been  found  in  his  croydon.  The  police 
have  come  to  no  such  conclusion  as  that 
alleged  in  the  Question. 

REPRESENTATION    OP    THE    PEOPLE 

ACT,  1884— SEC.  9— DUTIES  OF 

OVERSEERS. 

Mb.  JESSE  C0LLING8  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  If  his  attention  has 
been  caUed  to  the  following  notice  issued 
by  the  authorised  agent  of  the  Dorset 
Conservative  Association,  Shaftesbury 
Division : — 

'*  Private  and  Confidential. 

"  Donet  Conservative  Association, 
*•  Shaftesbury  Division, 
<<Newland  Offices,  Sherborne, 
<*  11th  March,  1885. 
"Dear  Sir, 

"Having  regard  to  the  9th  section  of  the 
Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884  (the 
last  Franchise  Act),  the  duties  of  the  overseers 
of  the  different  parishes  are  considerably  ex- 
tended, so  far  as  they  relate  to  entering  on  the 
rate  book  the  name  of  every  man  entitled  to  be 
registered  as  a  voter  who  is  an  inhabitant  occu- 
pier of  any  dwelling  house  in  their  respective 
parishes  within  the  meaning  of  that  Act.  It 
therefore  becomes  important  that  we  should  see 
that  the  overseers  to  be  appointed  in  vestry 
during  the  present  month  shall  be  men  who 
will  see  that  the  Conservative  voters  are  pro- 
perly entered. 

"  With  this  view,  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
that  steps  should  be  taken  in  order  to  secure, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  appointment  of  overseers 
who  are  themselves  Conservatives,  and  that  you 
shall  see  that  some  one  attends  the  vestry  with 
that  view. 

**  I  would  venture  to  remind  you  that  vestries 
hould  return,  previous  to  the  25th  March,  to 
he  justices  of  their  division,  a  list  ot  men  [ 

Mr,  Small 


qualified  to  serve  as  overseers,  and  this  lift 
should  contain  not  less  than  three  names.  It 
is  customary  for  the  justices  to  prick  the  two 
top  names  in  such  list,  unless  there  is  some  res- 
son  assigned  to  the  contrary.  You  will,  per- 
haps, bear  this  in  mind,  and  see  that  those  you 
wish  appointed  are  proposed  first. 

"  I  need  hardly  say,  if  any  notion  of  the  step 
I  advise  becomes  known  to  *the  other  side/ 
you  may  have  difficulty  in  carrying  oat  th« 
suggestion,  and  therefore  I  must  aak  yon  to 
receive  this  letter  in  the  strictest  privacy. 
"Yours  faithfully, 

"  (Signed)    J.  Tbevob  Davus, 

"Chief  Agent;" 
and,  whether  such  notice  is  a  violation 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  ? 

Mr.  FINOH-HATTON  inquired  whe- 
ther  the  Attorney  General  saw  any  primd 
facie  objection  to  what  was,  on  the  face 
of  it,  the  object  of  the  Circular — namely, 
that  Conservative  voters  should  be  pro- 
perly entered  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  he  hid 
received  several  copies  of  the  Gircultr, 
and  he  did  not  understand  that  its 
authenticity  was  denied.  He  regretted 
that  there  were  no  provisions  in  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Corrupt  and  Ille- 
gal Practices)  Act  to  deal  with  such  & 
case  as  this ;  because  when  the  Act  wu 
passed  it  was  not  contemplated  that  tha 
appointment  of  overseers  would  be  mtdt 
a  subject  of  political  contest.  Perhapi 
it  would  be  enough  that  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  subject,  as  he  wu 
sure  no  one  would  like  to  see  overseen 
turned  into  political  agents. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— ABK8 
LICENCE— NENAGH  PETTY  SESSIONS 
—CASE  OF  GEORGE  NAPIER. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  asked  th« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieatenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  George  Napier,  of 
Roscrea,  was  fined  in  a  penalty  of 
£2  \0$,  at  Nenagh  Petty  Seasiona  for 
having  in  his  possession  a  revolver  with- 
out having  paid  the  usual  Excise  Li- 
cence ;  whether  this  is  the  same  George 
Napier  who  was  accused  of  "riotoDS 
behaviour  "  and  *'  presenting  a  revolver 
at  children^'  in  the  streets  of  Nenagh; 
whether  he  will  receive  sworn  affidaviti 
to  the  effect  that,  on  the  occasion  of 
George  Napier's  trial  before  Petty  Sae- 
aions  Court  at  Nenagh,  Major  Warinf 
used  the  words  that — 

**  The  magistrates  who  gave  the  dcfendai* 
licence  to  carry  arms  did  not  use  discraboo  ia 
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in  a  maDner  he  oaght  not  to  have  done.** 
•*Yoa  are  a  Northman,  and  being  such  you 
oaght  to  know  better  when  and  where  to  use 
inns;*' 

and,  whether,  taking  into  account  the 
published  reports  of  these  words  of 
Major  Waring,  and  his  subsequent  de- 
nial of  their  accuracy,  he  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  into  the  conduct  of 
this  magistrate ;  and  also  whether  he 
will  furnish  a  Heturn  of  all  licences  to 
carry  arms  granted  by  the  Eoscrea  ma- 
gistrates ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  understand  that  George  Napier  was 
fined,  as  stated,  for  not  having  an  Ex- 
cise licence,  and  that  he  is  tbe  person 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  I  have  re- 
ceived an  explanation  from  Mr.  Waring 
which  satisfies  me  that  he  did  not  im- 
pute want  of  discretion  to  any  magis- 
trate ;  and  I  see  no  cause  for  an  inquiry 
into  his  conduct,  nor  for  a  Eeturn  of 
the  arms  licences  issued  in  the  Boscrea 
district. 

Me.  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  said  whether 
he  will  accept  the  sworn  affidavits  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN: 
If  the  hon.  Member  sends  me  any  docu- 
ment I  will  inquire  into  it ;  but  the  ma- 
gistrate has  already  given  me  a  full  ac- 
count. 

RAILWAYS  —  SOUTH     HETTON    AND 

SEAHAM  HARBOUR   COAL  RAILWAY 

—CASUALTY  AT  SEAHAM. 

Mb.  T.  0.  THOMPSON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  bis  attention  has  been  called  to 
an  accident  to  the  rope-drawing  waggons 
on  the  South  Hetton  and  Seaham  Harbour 
Goal  Railway  Line,  which  occurred  at 
8eahamHarbouronWednesday,by  which 
seven  very  young  children  were  seriously 
injured  ;  and,  if  he  will  inquire  whether 
any  precautions  are  taken  to  prevent 
children  resorting  for  play  to  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  line  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  caused  an  inquiry ;  but 
the  Report  was  not  yet  ready. 

IXLAKD  REVENUE-SPIRIT  DUTIES. 
Colonel  NOLAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  If  it  is  legal  to  extract  the 
spirits  from  sherry  or  other  wine  which 
has  paid  Duty  without  payin^i:  a  fresh 
I>aty  on  the  spirit  so  extracted  ? 


ply. 

foUE 


Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  This  is.  not  a  subject  to 
which  I  have  paid  much  attention ;  but 
I  understand  from  the  Inland  Revenue 
that  the  Duty  to  be  paid  on  the  import 
of  wide  is  a  Wine  Duty  only ;  and  no 
one  can  distil  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing spirits  without  obtaining  the  per- 
mission of  the  Excise,  and  also  paying 
another  Duty. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-CRIMINAL  RETURNS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  there  would  be  any  objec- 
tion to  laying  upon  the  Table  a  Return 
of  offences  committed  in  England  during 
the  year  1 884,  similar  to  that  from  time 
to  time  made  of  offences  committed  in 
Ireland  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
,  said,  he  believed  the  facts  would  be 
bund  in  statistics  already  published. 
There  would  be  a  difficulty  in  publish- 
ing the  facts  in  the  same  form  as  the 
Irish  Returns ;  because  in  Ireland  they 
were  obtained  from  one  authority — the 
Constabulary  —  and  in  England  the. 
Police  Authorities  were  independent. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  figures  would  be  prepared 
so  as  to  be  intelligible  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  would  inquire. 

ASIA-SOUTH  COAST  OF  ARABIA- 

H.M.SS.    "DRAGON"   AND    "ARAB"— 

SEIZURE  OF  NATIVE  FORTS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  with  reference  to  the 
blockade  and  capture  from  Machy  Maki- 
ber  of  six  strongly  fortified  forts  on  the 
Red  Sea  littoral,  and  the  deportation  of 
that  chief  and  his  followers  to  Aden, 
Whether  the  forts  in  question  were  or 
were  not  in  British  territory ;  if  in  Bri- 
tish territory,  whether  Machy  Makiber 
had  committed  any  offence  against  Bri- 
tish Law;  if  not  in  British  territory, 
whether  Machy  Makiber  was  attacked 
on  any  ground  connected  with  slave  deal- 
ing, piracy,  or  any  violation  of  Inter- 
national Law ;  what  reason  was  given 
by  the  Indian  Government  which  in- 
duced the  Admiralty  to  allow  two  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships  to  be  employed  in  the 
blockade  and  capture ;  did  the  capture 
of  the  forts  involve  any  loss  of  life,  Arab 
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arrived  when  it  would  be  possible  to 
give  to  the  House  information  which  is 
usually  given  at  the  close  of  the  Session 
with  regard  to  any  conclusions  which 
the  Government  may  have  arrived  at  as 
to  the  withdrawal  of  certain  Bills  or 
proceeding  with  them.  I  will  only 
venture  to  remind  the  House  that  we 
are  now  not  at  the  beginning  of  a  Ses- 
sion, and  that,  therefore,  we  shall  not 
present  to  the  House  a  list  of  Bills 
framed  as  if  we  were.  We  are,  as  I 
conceive,  much  nearer  to  the  close  of  the 
Session  than  the  beginning ;  and  al- 
though many  will,  no  doubt,  be  dis- 
appointed at  the  inability  of  the  House 
to  prosecute  certain  important  and  inte- 
resting subjects  of  legislation,  yet  we 
have  this  consolation — that  the  House 
has  accomplished  a  very  great  legislative 
work  already  —  a  work,  perhaps,  quite 
enough  in  itself  to  commemorate  this  Ses- 
sion as  one  distinguished  in  the  important 
description  of  its  Business.  The  Bills 
which  we  intend  to  introduce  are  these. 
I  may  mention  one  Bill,  though  it  is 
now  on  the  Paper,  and  therefore  not 
strictly  within  the  purview  of  what  I 
have  to  say — namely,  the  Crofters  Bill, 
because  that  is  a  Bill  to  which  we  not 
only  attach  a  very  great  deal  of  im- 
portance, but  to  which  we  also  think  it 
our  duty  to  eive  a  special  precedence  in 
order  to  its  being  passed  into  law  at  a 
very  early  period,  "if,  happily,  it  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  House.  There 
is  also  a  Bill  before  the  House  of  Lords 
relating  to  Scotland — namely,  the  Scot- 
tish Secretary  Bill,  which  has  just  been 
introduced  there,  and  which  we  hope 
will  reach  this  House,  and  which  we  are 
very  desirous  to  see  passed  into  law. 
With  regard  to  Wales,  we  propose  to 
introduce  a  measure  for  the  promotion 
of  intermediate  education  ;  and  in  order 
that  we  may  give  that  Bill  every  chance 
which  it  is  in  our  power  to  afford,  we 
propose  to  introduce  it  on  a  very  early 
day— I  hope,  certainly,  before  Whit- 
suntide. With  respect  to  Ireland,  of 
course  there  is  one  subject  which  is  not 
a  matter  of  choice  but  of  necessity  for 
us  to  consider — namely,  the  subject  of 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  Upon 
that  subject  I  have  to  say,  without 
entering  into  any  detail,  which  would  be 
quite  contrary  to  the  rule  and  practice 
of  the  House,  that  we  shall  embody 
various  provisions  of  that  Act  which  we 
deem  to  be  both  valuable  and  equitable 
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in  a  Bill,  and  it  will  be  our  duty  to  press 
it  upon  the  attention  of  the  House  vrith 
a  view  to  its  being  passed  into  law. 
There  are  two  other  subjects  on  which 
we  should  have  been  most  anxions  had 
the  circumstances  of  the  Session  been 
more  favourable — that  is  to  say,  had 
not  the  House  of  Commons  gone  through 
already  so  much  exhausting  labour — 
there  are  two  other  subjects  upon  which 
we  should  have  been  most  desirous  to 
present  measures  to  the  House,  one  of 
them  relating  to  local  government  in 
Ireland,  and  the  other  relating  to  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  I  will  not  attempt 
to  determine  at  this  moment  the  com- 
parative value  of  those  measures,  which 
may  be  differently  viewed  by  different 
persons,  and  by  different  sections  of  the 
House;  but  I  will  say  that  both  of  them 
are  measures  with  regard  to  which  the 
Government  feel  that  they  have  un- 
fulfilled obligations,  and  it  is  a  matter 
to  them  of  great  regret  that  they  cannot 
ask  the  House  to  deal  with  either  of 
them  during  what  remains  of  the  present 
Session  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  ["  Oh, 
oh!"]  I  am  bound  to  say  that  some 
indications  which  have  just  reached  my 
ears  do  not  at  all  seem  to  weaken  any 
opinion  I  might  formerly  have  enter- 
tained as  to  the  duty  which  we  have  with 
respect  to  those  subjects,  and  as  to  the 
fact,  very  much  to  be  regretted,  that  we 
have  no  power  of  redeeming  this  obli- 
gation during  this  year.  So  that,  hav- 
ing referred  to  the  Bills  with  regard  to 
Scotland  already  before  Parliament,  and 
that  there  are  important  Bills  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  I  have  only  to  mentioa 
the  proposal  we  shall  feel  it  our  dntj  to 
make  in  regard  to  the  subject-matter 
now  touched  by  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act,  and  also  to  ask  the  favourable  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  Welsh  In- 
termediate Education  Bill  when  it  is 
introduced.  I  may  say,  with  respect  to 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  that  we 
shall  endeavour  to  find  a  very  early  day 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to  which 
I  have  referred,  but  it  will  be  after  tb« 
Whitsuntide  Kecess. 

Mr.  BULWEE,  as  a  point  of  Ordtr, 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  Prime  Minister,  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  House,  after 
answering  a  Question,  to  proceed  to 
make  a  statement  having  no  reference 
to  the  Question  answered,  and  so  preroot 
another  hon.  Member  from  patting   % 
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QaeetioD,  as  he  was  about  to  do  when 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  interposed  his 

statement  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  right  hon. 
Oeotleman  was  quite  regular.  He  W6W 
making  a  statement,  and  had  not  finished 
it  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
put  his  Question;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  can  put  any  Ques- 
tion he  pleases  after  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  sat  down. 

Ma.  GOBST  :  With  reference  to  the 
Btatement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  just  made,  we  understood  him 
to  say  there  were  certain  valuable  and 
equitable  provisions  of  the  expiring 
Insh  Act  which  he  proposed  to  renew. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  those  valuable 
and  equitable  provisions  will,  when  re- 
newed, apply  to  Ireland  only,  or  to  the 
United  Kingdom  generally  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think  I 
ought  to  enter  upon  any  explanation 
with  regard  to  the  particulars  of  the 
Act.  The  best  satisfaction  I  can  give 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
to  the  House,  is  the  engagement  I  have 
entered  into,  that  we  will  endeavour  to 
find  an  early  opportunity  after  Whit- 
suntide of  introducing  the  Bill. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  East  India  Loan 
Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
name  a  day  for  the  second  reading ;  but 
every  facility  for  the  discussion  of  the 
•abject  would  be  afforded.  With  re- 
gard to  the  course  of  Business  next 
week,  on  Monday  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  proceed  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply in  the  first  instance  with  a  Vote  on 
Aoeoont,  which  it  was  necessary  to  take; 
secondly,  they  proposed  to  hear  the 
statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate  on  the 
Crofters  Bill,  and  to  obtain  the  first 
reading  of  that  measure ;  and,  thirdly, 
they  proposed  to  take  the  Telegraphs 
Acts  Amendment  Bill.  On  Tuesday 
and  Wednesday,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  they  would  have  no  control  over 
the  proceedings.  On  Monday  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  state  exactly  what  they 
int«ided  to  do  on  Thursday.  The  Go- 
vernment were  anxious  to  make  what 
might  be  found  the  most  convenient 
arrangement  with  regard  to  moving  the 
adjoomment  of  the  House  for  the  Whit- 
suntide Hecess ;  but  he  could  not  state 
until  Monday  what  that  arrangement 
would  be. 


on 


SIX 


Lord  EANDOLPH  CHXIECHILL 
What  is  the  amount  of  the  Vote 
Account  ? 

Mr.    GLADSTONE:     It  is  for 
iveeks 

Mr."  MITCHELL  HENRY:  Con- 
sidering  the  disappointment  there  will  be 
that  there  is  to  be  no  remedial  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland  this  year,  I  would 
earnestly  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  consider  whether  one  very  small 
measure  might  not  be  introduced — ^that 
is  to  say,  such  an  amendment  of  the 
Tramways  Act  as  will  enable  railways 
to  be  made  in  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland,  for  which  that  measure  was 
specially  intended  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Nothing  I  have 
said  would  preclude  the  consideration  of 
any  proposal  of  the  kind.  I  am  only 
under  a  pledge  to  the  House  to  state 
what  Bills  might  be  considered  of  first- 
class  importance  which  would  be  under- 
taken by  the  Government  in  the  present 
Session.  When  my  hon.  Friend  says 
there  has  been  no  remedial  legislation 
for  Ireland  this  year,  I  would  remind 
him  that  Ireland  has  received  this  year 
an  Act  of  enfranchisement.  [^Derisive 
laughter  from  the  Irish  Members.']  I  . 
think  I  heard  expressions  of  ridicule ; 
but  I  hope  that  measure  may  be  con- 
sidered in  the  nature  of  remedial  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
meant  legislation  special  to  Ireland. 
^Mr.  O'BRIEN:  Might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  any  measures 
for  passing  the  second  reading  of  the 
Labourers  Act  before  the  introduction 
of  their  new  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  not  used 
the  expression  **  Coercion  Bill."  ["  Oh, 
oh  !  ^^  from  the  Irish  Members.]  Well,  it 
is  best  to  keep  our  good  humour  under 
all  circumstances.  We  are  very  desirous 
of  securing  an  opportunity  of  going  for- 
ward with  the  Labourers  Bill;  but  I 
am  not  in  a  positon  to  give  a  particular 
pledge  about  it. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  With  re- 
f  erence  to  the  answer  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  an  hon.  Member  opposite,  I 
wish  to  ask,  if  it  should  be  the  intention 
to  extend  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  to  the  United 
Kingdom,  whether  he  will  give  fair  No- 
tice of  such  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  so  that  the  people  of  Eng-   j 
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land  may  know  that  they,  too,  are  to  be 
subject  to  coercion  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  certainly 
undertake  that  anything  that  is  done  in 
relation  to  the  subject-matter  now  em- 
braced in  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
will  be  done  with  fair  Notice. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  for  what  period 
it  was  proposed  to  ask  the  House  to  re- 
new the  Act  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  will  be  one 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  I 
state  one  provision  of  the  Bill,  there  is 
no  reason  why  I  should  not  state  the 
others. 


CENTftAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—"THE  PENJDEH  INCIDENT" 
—THE  PAPERS. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  a  Question  arising  out 
of  his  answer  to  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position. Do  I  understand  him  to  say 
that  we  are  to  expect  no  Papers  relating 
to  the  Penjdeh  incident  until  the  nego- 
tiations with  regard  to  the  proposed 
agreement  with  Kussia  are  completed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  It  is 
not  my  duty  to  prepare  those  Papers, 
and  the  Question  had  better  be  addressed 
to  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice).  I  understend  the  Papers  now 
laid  on  the  Table  come  down  to  the 
Penjdeh  incident,  and  that  they  do  not 
come  later  than  the  Penjdeh  incident, 
and  it  is  not  thought  there  would  be 
any  advantage  in  laying  later  Papers 
until  the  matter  is  concluded.  We 
trust  the  conclusion  may  be  very  near 
at  hand. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 

ISTAN-A  RUSSIAN  ENVOY 

AT  CABUL. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  of 
some  importance.  A  statement  has  ap- 
peared in  the  papers  that  the  Hussian 
Grovernment  had  sent  an  intimation  that 
they  wished  to  send  an  Envoy  to  Cabul. 
In  the  interests  of  the  peace  of  India,  I 
should  like  to  know  if  that  statement  is 
true ;  and,  if  it  is  not,  that  there  may 
be  an  opportunity  given  of  contradict- 
ing it  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  know  nothing 
of  any  such  application  on  the  part  of 
Russia. 


Mr.  J<f$8s  CoUings 


THE  PAPAL  SEE  — DIPLOMATIC  COM. 
MUNICATION  WITH  THE  VATICAN- 
MR.  ERRINGTON. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked, 
Whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  in  Tkt 
Standard^  that  the  authorities  of  the 
Vatican  had  given  to  Mr.  Erring^ton 
three  names  for  submission  to  the  Eng- 
lish Government  with  reference  to  the 
appointment  to  the  See  of  Dublin ;  aad, 
whether  the  Government  were  now  con- 
sidering which  of  the  three  names  they 
would  recommend  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  As  far  as  lam 
concerned,  I  know  nothing,  and  I  will 
go  further,  and  say  I  believe  nothing. 
I  have  read  Ths  Standard  with  consider- 
able care ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  missed  that 
paragraph. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)- 
RELIEF  OF  KASSALA. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked,  Whether  any 
steps  had  been  taken  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  or  of  the 
Government  of  the  Khedive  to  inform 
the  Governor  or  Commander  at  Kass&U 
that  no  effort  was  to  be  made  to  relieve 
the  garrison,  and  to  advise  a  surrender 
in  order  to  prevent  a  massacre  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  informatioft 
is  only  general,  and  I  cannot  answer  the 
Question ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
give  Notice  of  it,  I  will  take  care  to 
obtain  as  good  an  answer  as  I  can. 

SEA  COAST  FISHERIES—FISHING  VBS- 
SELS-TRAWLERS'  LIGHTS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Birkbeck, 

Mr.  chamberlain  stated  that  he 
was  glad  to  say  that  he  thought  they 
had  at  last  arrived  at  a  satiafactoiy 
settlement  of  the  somewhat  difficaU 
question  of  trawlers'  lights.  The  fact 
was  that  various  bodies  of  smack  owners 
had  from  time  to  time  made  altematitt 
suggestions  for  the  use  of  a  distinctiT* 
light  for  smack  owners  and  trawl^t, 
and  some  months  ago  the  Board  of  Trade 
sanctioned  one  of  these  proposals  in  the 
shape  of  what  was  known  as  the  duplex 
lantern.  That  lantern  had  now  been 
legalized,  and  would  continue  a  legal 
light.  The  sailing  smack  owners^  or  a 
considerable  proportion  of  them,  had  ex- 
pressed preference  for  a  white  light  at 
the  mastnead,  together  with  the  om  of 
a  flare,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  bad 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  wooH  b# 
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their  daty  to  recommend  that  this  light 
also  should  be  sanctioned  upon  certain 
conditions,  which,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
had  heen  mutually  agreed  to. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—"THE  PENJDEH  INCIDENT" 
—THE  PAPERS. 

Mb.  CEEAPLIN  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, Whether  he  could  give  the  House 
a  clearer  indication  when  the  Papers  re- 
latiog  to  the  Penjdeh  incident  would 
he  presented,  and  whether  they  might 
be  expected  before  Whitsuntide  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  on  the  night 
of  the  division,  told  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  rati6oation  of  the  pro- 
posed agreement  would  certainly  be  re- 
ceived, or  was  expected,  within  two  or 
three  days  at  latest.  Several  days  had 
elapsed  since  then,  and  now  it  appeared 
that  there  was  to  be  an  indefinite  de- 
Uy. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  never  stated 
that  I  could  name  a  day  within  two  or 
three  days  within  which  the  negotiations 
would  be  concluded.  What  I  certainly 
did  was  to  express  my  opinion  that  it 
▼oold  be  desirable  that  the  House  should 
have  the  whole  case  before  it.  That,  I 
am  afraid,  is  not  quite  possible.  I  can- 
not undertake  to  say — if  it  depended  on 
oorselTes  exclusively  I  could  say  very 
well — but  I  caonot  undertake  to  say  ab- 
solutely, as  it  does  not  depend  upon 
us,  bj  what  day  the  negotiations  will 
have  coDcluded.  Therefore,  I  cannot  pro- 
mise to  g^ve  the  entire  Papers  by  a  par- 
ticular day.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
anxious  that  the  Papers  should  be 
given  at  as  late  a  day  as  they  can  be 
given  before  the  Whitsuntide  Hecess,  I 
myself  will  communicate  with  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  with  a  view  to  see  whe- 
ther anything  of  that  kind  may  be 
done. 

Mr.  BOTJEKE  asked  whether  the 
Papers  ordinarily  coming  from  the  In- 
dia Office  and  those  relating  to  the  con- 
ference at  Bawul  Pindi,  and  also  the 
despatch  of  the  Earl  of  Dufferin  with 
respect  to  the  Busso-Afghan  Frontier, 
would  be  included  in  those  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  believe  that 
the  Papers  which  come  direct  from  the 
India  Office  will  be  more  conveniently 
included  in  those  presented. 


OJ^DUE  OF  TEE  BAY. 

0 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

FORESTRY. 
MOTION   FOB   A   SELECT   OOMMITTBE. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  Forestry  in 
this  country ;  and  to  move — 

*'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  'whether,  by  the  establishment  of  a 
Forest  School,  or  otherwise,  our  Woodlands 
could  be  rendered  more  remunerative," 

said,  that,  as  last  year  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  the  House  on  the 
subject,  he  would  not  trespass  long  on 
their  indulgence.  The  subject  was  one 
of  considerable  importance.  England 
was  almost  the  only  country  without  a 
Forest  School.  Such  institutions  existed 
in  Prussia,  Saxony,  Hanover,  France, 
Switzerland,  Austria,  Sweden,  Spain, 
Eussia,  and,  in  fact,  in  almost  every 
other  country.  The  need  for  a  Forest 
School  in  England  had  by  no  means  re- 
ference only  to  the  State  forests.  There 
were  some  2,800,000  acres  under  wood  ; 
while,  in  the  Colonies,  the  forests  were 
estimated  to  cover  no  less  than 
340,000,000  acres.  In  fact,  our  inte- 
rests in  this  respect  were  larger  than 
those  of  any  other  country  in  the  world. 
He  would  only  give  two  instances  out  of 
many  which  might  be  quoted  to  show 
how  much  might  be  efifected  in  this  di- 
rection. Thirty  years  ago,  the  Landes 
was  one  of  the  poorest  and  most  wretched 
regions  in  France.  It  had  been  judi- 
ciously planted,  and  was  now  one  of  the 
most  prosperous.  The  increase  of  value 
was  estimated  at  no  less  than  £40, 000, 000. 
In  India,  15  years  ago,  the  net  forest 
revenue  was  only  £52,000  ;  while,  since 
the  establishment  of  a  Forest  Depart- 
ment, it  had  risen  to  over  £400,000, 
which,  of  course,  would  represent  an 
immense  increase  in  capital  value.  Com- 
petent authorities  had  estimated  that 
there  were  over  5.000,000  acres  of  land 
in  this  country  which  might  be  planted 
with  advantage.  M.  Boppe,  one  of  the 
greatest  French  authorities,  had  recently 
visited  this  country  on  behalf  of  the 
India  Office,  and  dearly  indicated  his 
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opinion,  though  he  expressed  it  as  cour- 
teously as  possible,  that  we  were  behind 
other  countries  in  the  management  of 
our  woodlands.  Our  own  highest  autho- 
rities were  of  the  same  opinion.  Mr. 
Brown,  in  his  standard  work  on  Forestry j 
said  that — 

**  If  our  woodlands  had  been  judiciouslj 
managed,  we  should  not  find  so  great  a  part  of 
the  woodlands  of  Oreat  Britain  in  the  unprofit- 
able state  in  which  they  are." 

Mr.  Cruikshank,  in  his  Practical  Forester^ 
said  that — 

'*  Nothing  was  more  common  than  to  see  trees 
planted  in  situations  for  which  they  were  utterly 
unsuited," 

and  he  gave  many  illustrations.  The 
Journal  of  Horticulture  said  that — 

'*It  is  little  less  than  deplorable  to  witness 
the  miles  of  woods  that  are  practically  valueless 
from  a  commercial  point  of  view,  whereas, 
under  skilled  8uper\'i8ion,  they  might  yield  a 
substantial  revenue  to  their  owners,  and  in  ad- 
dition be  an  advantage  to  the  trading  and  agri- 
cultural community.'* 

And  the  same  view  has  been  ably  advo- 
cated by  The  Journal  of  Forestry,  At  a 
recent  meeting  of  the  Convention  of 
Royal  and  Parliamentary  Burghs  of 
Scotland,  held  in  Edinburgh  on  the  8th 
of  April  last,  on  the  motion  of  the  Lord 
Provost  a  unanimous  resolution  was 
adopted  in  support  of  the  Motion  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  moving.  Indeed, 
80  necessary  was  a  scientific  training 
that  the  officers  intended  for  the  Indian 
Forest  Service  were  sent  to  study  at 
Nancy.  No  doubt,  that  was  an  admir- 
able institution ;  but,  naturally  enough, 
it  was  specially  adapted  to  French  re- 
quirements. For  instance,  one  of  the 
subjects  was  French  law ;  ag^in,  of 
course,  French  technical  terms  were 
used.  The  India  Office  proposed, 
he  believed,  that  a  part  of  the  course 
should  in  future  be  passed  at  Cooper's 
Hill,  but  that  the  students  should 
spend  some  time  in  France  to  study 
the  practical  part.  The  fact  that  we 
had  to  send  our  young  officials  to  a 
foreign  School  of  Forestry  was  an  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  truth  of  two  things 
—first,  the  advantage  and  importance 
of  the  systematic  course  of  training  of 
those  who  were  to  be  engaged  in  the 
management  of  woodlands ;  and  second, 
that  such  systematic  training  could  not 
be  obtained  in  this  country.  With  re- 
spect to  the  latter  point,  he  was  informed 
that  the  West  Indies  having  recently 
applied  to  the  Colonial  Office  for  some- 

Sir  John  Lubhock 


one  to  advise  them    on   their  Forest 
management,  it  had  been  impossible  to 
find  any  person  in  this  country  compe- 
tent to  do  so.     The  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  Cyprus  had  also  been  compelled  to 
intrust  their  forests  to  foreigners.   They 
were  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin   (Dr.   Lyons)  for    several  inte- 
resting reports  on  Forest  management; 
but  he  would  leave  his  hon.  Friend  to 
deal  with  them.  The  present  was,  for  two 
reasons,  a  particularly  favourable  time 
for  the  inquiry  he  proposed;  because 
Dr.  Schlich,    the  head  of  the   Indian 
Forest  Service,  was  now  in  England,  and, 
he  believed,  that  this  was  also  the  case 
with  his  predecessor,  Dr.  Brandis.  They 
would,  therefore,  have  the  advantage  d 
the  advice  and  co-operation  of  both  those 
gentlemen.  He  believed,  secondly,  those 
gentlemen  were,  with  the  India  Office, 
engaged  in  considering  the  organization 
of  the  instruction  of  Indian  officials  on 
the  subject.     He  was  always  reluctant 
to  ask  the  aid  of  the  Oovemment  for 
any  object  that  could  be  effected  by  pri- 
vate enterprize ;  but  it  was  almost  im- 
possible for  private  individuals  to  estab- 
lish for  themselves  a  satisfactory  Foroit 
School.    It  was,  indeed,  a  case  which 
could  not  be  left  altogether  to  private 
enterprize,  because  a  Forest  School  ne- 
cessarily required  access  to  a  oonaideraUe 
area  of  forest.  If  a  well-organized  Forest 
School  was  established,  the  Indian  stn- 
dents  would  afford  a  valuable  nudess 
in  the  first  instance.     He  did  not,  how- 
ever, wish  to  express  any  decided  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  a 
Oovemment  School  of  Forestry.     It  wu 
a  subject  for  inquiry,  and  he  thought  it 
at  least  worthy  of  consideration  whether 
some    intermediate    system    might   be 
adopted  which  would  enable  some  one 
or  more  existing  institutions  to  benefit 
by  the  national  forests  and  woodlandf 
for  the  instructions  of  younff  persona  in 
forestry.     He  also  urged  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee,  on  the  ground 
that  anything  which  tended  to  rerite 
the  interests  of  agriculture  was  of  tht 
greatest   importance  and  ought  to  bt 
encouraged.     At  present,    the    landsd 
interest  was  so  greatly  depressed  that 
they  ought  not  to  nejglect  aoy  step  hf 
which  its  condition  might  be  improved. 
To  show  the  demand  for  timber,  he  re- 
minded the  House  that  our  annaal  im« 
port  was  about  £16,000,000.     He  bt- 
ueyed  that  the  average  income  dexml 
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from  woodlands  might  be  substantially 
inereased.  Moreover,  he  thought  it  was 
clearly  desirable  that  the  whole  question 
should  be  investigated,  before  the  Go- 
vernment committed  themselves  to  a 
new  system  of  training  for  the  Indian 
Forest  officials.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
consider  that  he  had  made  out  a  strong 
case,  at  any  rate,  for  inquiry,  and  that 
the  House  would  accede  to  his  Motion. 
In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  move  for 
the  Select  Committee  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Da.  LYONS,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
said,  he  would  remind  hon.  Members 
that  he  bad,  for  some  years  past,  called 
attention  to  this  subject  in  connection 
with  Ireland.  It  was,  undoubtedly,  the 
case  that,  of  late  years,  a  very  consider- 
able diminution  had  taken  place  in  the 
amount  of  wood  planted.  Ireland  had 
formerly  been  able  to  carry  on  a  large 
amount  of  iron  smelting  by  means  of 
her  wood,  and  the  smelting  had  come  to 
an  end  when  the  supply  of  wood  had 
ceased.  He  had  to  thank  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurioe)  and  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  for  the  ready  assistance  which 
they  had  given  him  in  investigating 
the  important  subject  of  Forestry.  In 
Beports,  which  included  the  greater 
portion  of  Europe,  it  was  clearly  laid 
down  that  those  countries  could  no 
longer  afford  to  export  an  unlimited 
amonnt  of  timber  to  this  country.  It 
was  the  same  with  regard  to  the  United 
States  and  to  Canada,  where  the  timber 
had  been  recklessly  cut  down,  and  where 
constant  forest  fires  destroyed  as  much 
timber  as  would  have  supplied  European 
demands  for  some  years.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  London  Uni- 
versity (Sir  John  Lubbock)  had  referred 
to  our  timber  imports  as  amounting 
to  £16,000,000.  That  Return,  he  (Dr. 
Lyons)  thought,  must  refer  to  timber 
akme,  without  other  Forest  produce, 
such  as  tar,  pitch,  resin,  and  bark.  The 
whole  of  the  Forest  produce  imported 
into  this  country  really  amounted  to 
about  £30,000,000.  With  regard  to 
European  countries,  France  was  not  in 
a  pontion  to  supply  all  her  own  indus- 
trial wants,  but  was  importing  a  large 
amount  of  timber  every  year.  We  must 
alao  look  for  a  cessation  of  the  timber 
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supply  from  the  Baltic  in  a  very  short 
time;  the  countries  in  that  neighbour- 
hood had  lately  been  supplying  small 
timber,  which  showed  that  they  were 
cutting  down  miniature  trees.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  a  vast  amount 
of  good  had  been  done  by  the  enclosure 
of  existing  forests,  and  the  planting  of 
new  ones;  and  equally  certain  was  it 
that  one  of  the  main  economic  causes 
which  had  hindered  the  progress  of 
Ireland  had  been  the  destruction  of  her 
forests.  The  forests  had  been  destroyed, 
partly  in  order  to  prevent  the  natives 
from  sheltering  there  from  their  oppres- 
sors, and  partly  for  smelting  purposes. 
The  amount  of  woodland  in  Ireland  was 
decreasing  ;  there  were  now  45,000 
acres  less  than  in  1841.  The  total 
amount  of  timber  now  standing  in 
Ireland  was  only  350,000  acres,  flow 
much  that  was  below  the  amount  of 
woodland  Ireland  ought  to  possess,  was 
seen  from  the  fact  that  the  best  authori- 
ties had  held  that  to  keep  a  country  in 
good  order  and  insure  the  proper  growth 
of  crops  from  one-third  to  one-fourth 
ought  to  be  protected  by  woodland. 
Moreover,  it  had  been  conclusively 
proved  that  the  absence  of  forests  was 
productive  of  torrential  rains,  which 
caused  much  devastation  along  the 
course  of  the  natural  systems  of  drainage 
in  a  country.  The  amount  of  woodland 
possessed  by  Great  Britain,  though 
much  larger  in  proportion  than  that  of 
Ireland,  was  small  compared  with  other 
countries.  In  Prussia  there  were 
34,000,000  acres,  in  France  22,000,000 
acres,  in  Austria  23,000,000  acres,  and 
in  Hungary  22,000,000  acres  of  wood- 
land. To  the  excellent  management 
and  cultivation  of  her  forests  he  believed 
that  the  present  prosperity  of  Hungary 
was  in  a  great  measure  due.  It  had 
been  well  and  truly  said  that  shelter 
was  as  good  as  half  food  for  cattle,  and 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
amount  of  timber  in  the  British  Empire 
was  infinitely  below  what  it  ought  to  be 
for  the  proper  protection  of  the  soil, 
the  proper  protection  of  fiocks  and  herds, 
and  for  the  general  development  of 
industry.  The  question  of  our  timber 
supplies  was  of  the  greatest  agricultural, 
commercial,  and  industrial  importance 
to  this  country.  At  present,  a  large 
amount  of  timber  was  imported  into 
this  country ;  and  if,  through  the 
breaking  out  of  war,  one  single  year's 
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supply  was  stopped,  many  industries 
would  be  ruined,  probably,  for  five 
years  to  come.  How  much  might  be 
done  by  the  State  for  Forestry  was,  he 
thought,  shown  by  the  conduct  of  our 
Indian  Government.  The  Indian  Fo- 
restry Department  had  saved  the  Indian 
Forests  from  the  destruction  and  devas- 
tation to  which  they  were  rapidly  be- 
coming a  prey,  and  had  made  their 
administration  financially  and  in  every 
way  a  great  success. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider, 
whether,  by  the  establishment  of  a  Forest 
School  or  otherwise,  our  Woodlands  could  be 
rendered  more  remunerative,'' — {Sir  John  Lub^ 
boek,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  HEEBERT  MAXWELL  sup- 
ported  the  Motion.  He  said,  that  it  was 
jDr.  Johnson  who,  on  the  occasion  of  his 
visit  to  Scotland,  said  that  during  the 
whole  of  his  travels  in  that  country  he 
only  noticed  two  trees  which  were  large 
enough  to  hang  a  man  upon.  If  that 
was  a  true  picture  of  Scotland  at  that 
time,  it  must  be  said  that  the  face  of  the 
country  had  been  very  much  altered, 
and  that  they  were  fairly  entitled  to 
put  forward  a  claim  for  encouragement 
by  the  Government,  inasmuch  as  they 
had  done  a  great  deal  for  themselves — 
private  enterprize  had  undoubtedly  done 
a  great  deal  to  reafi'orest  many  of  the 
barren  hillsides  of  Scotland.  He  might 
instance  the  county  of  Inverness,  which 
now  contained  over  900,000  acres  of 
woodland — he  thought  the  largest  area 
of  woodland  in  any  county  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  not  even  excepting 
Yorkshire.  Perhaps  no  stronger  argu- 
ment could  be  put  forward  in  favour  of 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee,  as 
suggested,  than  that  used  by  the  lion. 
Baronet  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  (Sir 
John  Lubbock),  when  he  said  that  this 
was  the  only  great  country  of  Europe 
which  took  no  notice  at  all  of  the  na- 
tional property  in  its  forests.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  said  that  we  had  3,000,000 
acres  under  wood  in  England,  and  yet, 
as  regarded  the  proper  management  of 
that  immense  property,  the  Government 
did  absolutely  nothing.    On  the  con- 
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trary,  the  Government,  not  very  loog 
ago,  oflPered  a  direct  discouragement  to 
the  formation  of  additional  woodlands 
when  the  Act  was  passed  for  rating  of 
woodlands.     He   did  not   complain  of 
woodlands  being  rated.    They  were  pro- 
perty, and  as  such  should  berated ;  but, 
nevertheless,  it  was   a  discouragement 
to  those  who  were  inclined  to  continue 
planting  to  find  that  what  must  for  some 
time  to  come  be  their  most  unremunera- 
tive  property  was  to  be  subject  to  rating. 
What  might  they  expect  from  the  sit- 
tings of  the  proposed  Committee  ?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  yesterday  that  little  conld 
be  expected  from  a  Committee  at  this 
period  of  the  Session.     [Mr.  Gladstone 
dissented.]     Then  he  must  have    mis« 
understood  him.     If  they  were  not  to 
.expect  the  establishment  of  a  School  of 
Forestry  in  this  country,  an  immense 
amount  of  information  would,   at  all 
events,  be  collected  and  placed  at  the 
disposal   of    the   public.     It  might  be 
asked,  what  was  the  difference  between 
Forestry  and  any  other  description  of 
culture,    such   as  horticulture?     Why 
should  the  State  be  expected  to  take 
steps  to   encourage  Forestry?     There 
was     this     great    distinction    between 
Forestry  and  all  other  sorts  of  rural 
industry  —  namely,   that   it   called  for 
an  amount  of  foresight,  and  patience, 
and  self-denial  on  the  part  of  thoee  en- 
gaged in  it  which  was  not  the  case  to 
the  same  extent  with  such  pursuits  as 
agriculture  and  horticulture.     The  re- 
turns were  not  immediate.     They  might 
expect,  from  the  labours  of  this  Com- 
mittee, that  it  would  make  accessible  to 
the  public  a  vast  amount  of  knowledge 
in  regard  to  Forestry,  which  was  not  at 
present  accessible  to  them.     They  might 
expect  that  information  would  be  a>l- 
lected  as  to  the  best  kinds  of  timber  to 
plant.     There  was  an  immense  quantity 
of  money  wasted  just  now  in  miataken 
Forestry  operations.     No  one  who  bad 
spent  any  portion  of  his  life  in  studying 
the  subject  could  fail  to  be  distrMed 
in  going  through  the  country  to  sm 
hundreds   and   thousands   of   acree  of 
neglected  woodland.     Considering   Um 
amount  of    private    energy   and    self- 
denial   involved    in    the    formation    of 
woodlands,  it  was  not  too  much  to  a^k 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  re- 
cognize that,  and  to  take  steps  to  plate 
within  the  reach  of  the  public  the  ' 
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possible  information  on  the  subject.  ' 
The  present  Prime  Minister,  as  they 
all  knew,  took  a  great  deal  of  pleasure 
in  some  of  the  pursuits  connected  with 
the  arboriculture  of  tbe  country ;  and  it 
was  surely  not  too  much  to  expect  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  extend 
his  energies  to  the  constructive  arts  of 
arboriculture  as  well  as  to  the  destruc- 
tive arts. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  answer 
the  earnest  appeal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) ; 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  must  accompany 
my  complete  answer  to  that  appeal  with 
a  iriticism  on  the  manner  of  it,  and  the 
phrase  which  he  has  employed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  hoped  I  would 
consent  to  extend  my  energies,  and  add 
constructive  to  destructive  arts  in  respect 
to  arboriculture.  I  should  have  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been 
disposed  to  contend — as  I  am  disposed 
to  contend — that  those  who  cut  down  the 
trees  are  the  only  true  Conservatives. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  most  truly, 
that  there  are  multitudes  of  ill-managed 
woods  in  this  country.  Why  are  they 
BO  ill-managed?  Simply  because  of 
the  superstition  of  their  owners,  which 
prevents  them  from  properly  thinning 
and  clearing  them.  I  am  prepared  to 
contend  that  there  is  nothing  that  does 
more  to  increase  the  ground  of  complaint 
with  ra<ipect  to  the  condition  of  our 
woods  and  plantations  in  general,  than 
that  superstition  of  a  multitude  of  their 
owners,  which  leads  them  to  think  that 
it  is  a  kind  of  sacrilege  to  cut  down  a 
tree;  and,  moreover,  it  tends  to  injure 
their  woods,  instead  of  its  being  the 
only  ready  way  of  keeping  them  in  a 
gooid  condition.  I  agree  cordially  with 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken, 
in  thinking  that  it  is  quite  worth  while 
to  appoint  the  Committee  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Lubbock) ; 
but  I  must  make  a  certain  reservation. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  bound,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  to  the  establishment 
of  any  Forestry  School,  and  I  will  give 
the  reasons  why  I  do  not  think  there 
should  be  any  foregone  conclusion  upon 
that  subject.  My  hon.  Friend  who  made 
this  Motion — and  I  feel  we  are  indebted 
to  him  and  to  those  who  have  supported 
it — has  spoken  of  the  Forestry  Schools 
that  were  instituted  abroad.  Now,  that 
is  quite  true ;  but  there  are  two  obser- 
vations to  be  made — first  of  all,  that  in 
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foreign  countries  they  depend  much 
more  on  the  direct  aid  of  Government 
than  we  do  in  this  country ;  and,  se- 
condly, that  the  scale  of  operations  to 
be  conducted  is  infinitely  larger.  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  we  are  all  agreed  as 
to  the  amount  of  field  that  is  open.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
stated,  I  think,  that  in  the  county  of 
Inverness  there  wore  900.000  acres  of 
wood.  I  am  convinced  that  that  must 
be  a  complete  error  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  there  can  be 
nothing  approaching  to  that  figure  in 
the  county  of  Inverness.  In  fact,  I 
have  heard  from  those  who  have  looked 
into  the  subject  that  the  whole  amount 
of  woodland  in  Scotland  does  not  reach 
900,000  acres.  I  would  not  venture  to 
give  a  confident  opinion  upon  that  mat- 
ter;  but  I  am  convinced  it  is  an  error  to 
pay  that  there  are  900,000,  or  anything 
like  900,000  acres  of  woodland  in  In- 
verness. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL:  I  may 
have  been  wrong  in  the  figure  I  have 
given ;  but  of  this  I  am  sure,  that  the 
acreage  under  wood  in  Inverness  is 
larger  than  in  any  other  county  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  wish  to 
contest  that  point.  There  are  very  large 
acreages  in  one  or  two  other  Scottish 
counties ;  but  I  am  convinced  that  they 
do  not  amount  to  anything  like  the 
figure  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL:  I  think 
it  is  400,000  acres. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
could  not  afford  even  that.  My  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  was  under- 
stood by  me  to  say  that  there  were 
2,800,000  acres  of  wood  in  England.  I 
am  disposed  to  question  that  figure 
also. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  That  in- 
eludes  Scotland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  At  all  events,  I 
believe  this,  that  there  is  plenty  of  room 
for  improvement  in  the  management  of 
woods  in  this  country.  Everything  is 
done  almost  at  haphazard.  There  is  no 
fixed  tradition,  there  is  no  authoritative 
system,  and  I  may  say,  though  the  land 
agents  are  a  body  of  men  quite  as  in- 
telligent as  any  other  class  in  the  com- 
munity, and  in  many  cases  of  very  high 
intelligence  indeed,  yet  it  is  rare  to  find 
a  land  agent,  as  far  as  I  know,  who  has  ^i ^ 
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any  practical  or  useful  knowledge  of 
Forestry.  You  will  find  them  men  ad- 
mirably qualified  for  every  other  depart- 
ment of  their  duty,  and  yet  unable  to 
lend  assistance  in  this  respect.  I  said  I 
wished  to  be  quite  free  on  the  question 
of  the  establishment  of  a  Forestry 
School,  and  I  mentioned  one  reason 
why  we  should  be  free.  But  another 
matter  is  this — allusion  has  been  most 
properly  made  to  the  study  of  Forestry 
in  India ;  and  eulogiums  have  been  pro- 
nounced, which  I  believe  to  be  hardly 
deserved,  upon  the  leading  servants  of 
the  Indian  Government  who  have  been 
connected  with  that  interesting  subject. 
The  Indian  Government  has  had  the  most 
special  reasons  for  giving  attention  to  it. 
First  of  all  there  was  the  great  question 
whether,  when  pursued  on  a  large  and 
systematic  scale,  it  was  possible  to  make 
Forestry  profitable,  which  hitherto  it 
had  not  been.  I  certainly  have  the  hope 
that  that  question  either  has  received, 
or  is  in  course  of  receiving,  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  in  the  Indian  Dominions 
of  Her  Majesty.  But,  besides  that,  it 
must  be  recollected  that  in  India  there 
have  been  most  important  reasons  con- 
nected with  climate,  with  the  provision 
of  a  due  supply  of  moisture  in  the  air, 
and  with  the  regular  growth  of  the  food 
of  the  people,  which  are  not  present 
here,  and  which  give  an  altogether  ex- 
traordinary importance  to  the  subject  of 
Forestry  in  India.  But  the  Indian  Go- 
vern ment  had,  and  still  has.  a  School  of 
Forestry  in  India  as  well  as  in  England  ; 
and  that  latter  school  it  should  be 
known,  as  I  understand,  though  it  be- 
longs to  the  Indian  Government,  is  not 
in  any  way  confined  to  persons  connected 
with  India,  or  contemplating  residence 
in  India.  I  understand  it  is  allowed  to 
anyone  desirous,  and  able  to  pay  the 
necessary  fees,  to  be  a  candidate  for  ad- 
miesion  to  that  school.  It  is  possible 
that  very  valuable  assistance  may  be  de- 
rived from  that  school  for  the  purposes 
of  afforesting  in  England.  But  I  think 
that  besides  the  comparatively  limited 
scale  of  operations  in  this  country  we 
have  some  other  difficulties  to  deal  with 
which  ought  not  to  be  left  out  of  view. 
First,  our  woods  are  so  broken  down 
into  detail,  that  the  number  of  properties 
on  which  there  is  the  amount  of  wood 
that  wonld  admit  of  the  large  applica- 
tion of  systematic  training  is  not  great. 
I  myself  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do 
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with  one  estate,  which,  although  not  so 
large  in  regard  to  growth  of  timber  as 
some  estates  in  Scotland,  is  almost  as 
large  as  any  in  England.     It  has  some- 
where  about  6,000   or    7,000  acres  of 
wood,  and  that  is  a  growth  extremely 
rare,  not  in  Scotland,  but  in  Eoplaoa. 
But  besides  the  fact  that  our  woods  are 
so  cut  down  into  small  bits  of  patchwork 
on  the  face  of  the  country,  it  must  never 
be  forgotten  that  they  are  not  kept  here 
to  any  large  estent  for  the  purpose  of 
profit  as  woods,  but  for  the  purposes  of 
landscape  beauty,  and  of  pleasure  and 
of  sport— of  sport  above  all.     All  these 
things  must  go,  I  think,  to  moderate  oar 
expectations  as  to  what  can   be  done; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  quite  true 
that  my  interest  in  these  subjects  has 
certainly  caused   me  constantly  to  ob- 
serve, from  the  manner  in  which  woods 
are  managed,  and  the  degree  of  accom- 
plishment and    attainment  brought  to 
the  management  of  them,  how  much 
might  be  gained  if  there  were  more  of 
common  tradition  on  the  subject — which 
common  tradition  must  be  the  fruit  of  a 
good  deal  of  training.    There  are  some 
parts  in  this  country — in  the  Midland 
counties— where,  I  believe,   the  art  of 
woodcutting  is  practised  with  a  nicetj, 
and,  I  believe,   with  an  actual  beauty, 
which  is  not  to  be  found  anywhere  else; 
but  there  are  other  parts  where  scarcely 
anyone  knows  how  to  cut  down  a  tree. 
That  deficiency  indicates  a  general  waot 
of  attention  to  the  subject.     I  will  not 
enter  any  further  into  the  matter.    The 
subject  is  one  of  very  great   interest; 
and  I  have  some  considerable  hope  that 
great  utility  will  arise  from  the  inquiries 
of  this  Committee.     I   think    the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just    sat  down  ^Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  did  not  catch  exacly 
what  I  said  yesterday  with  regard  to  the 
appointment   of  Select  Committees  at 
this  period  of  the  Session.     What  I  did 
say  was  that  it  was  unadvisable  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  to  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  to  conduct  inquiries   which 
could  not  produce  satisfactory  results; 
but  as  regards  the    Select    Committee 
now  a^ked  for,  in  the  first  place,  mj 
hoD.  Friend  who  has  asked  for  it  hat 
given  special  reasons  why  at  this  mo- 
ment the  appointment  should  be  made ; 
and.  in  the  second  place,  althnoj^h  it  b 
true  that  the  working  time  will  be  short, 
and  that  a  Dissolution  is  likely  to  inter* 
vene  between  this  Session  and  next,  ttiU 
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a  partial  inquiry  this  Session  may  per- 
fectly well  be  made,  and  taken  up  in  a 
future  Session  and  carried  on  to  its  com- 
pletion. Therefore,  it  will  be  under- 
stood that  we  remain  perfectly  free  with 
respect  to  the  direction  which  the  in- 
quines  of  the  Committee  may  take,  and 
the  recommendations  it  may  make,  upon 
which  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Crown  for  the  time 
being  to  pass  judgment.  With  that  due 
and  just  reservation,  I  can  give  my 
heurty  support  to  the  proposal,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  very  great  benefit 
may  result  from  the  inquiries  which  the 
Committee  may  make. 

Sib  WALTER  B.BARTTELOT  said, 
be  thought  the  House  was  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  for  having  brought  for- 
ward the  subject;  and  he  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  was  greatly  pleased  at  the 
acceptance  of  the  Motion  by  the  Govern- 
ment, for  he  quite  agreed  with  the  re- 
marks that  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  to  the  effect 
that  the  art  of  thinning  out  trees  had 
been  tremendously  neglected  in  this 
country.  It  was  one  of  those  subjects 
which  required  large  study,  and  ought 
to  be  more  cultivated  than  it  was.  Few 
men  knew  how  to  thin  a  plantation,  and 
scarcely  two  would  agree  as  to  the  pro- 
per time  when  the  thinning  should  take 
place.  It  was  on  tbis  account  that  our 
plantations  in  England  had  suffered  so 
severely.  He  also  agreed  entirely  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  to 
the  area  of  land  under  wood  in  this 
country.  He  did  not  think  that  any- 
thing like  the  area  was  under  wood 
which  had  been  stated  by  some  hon. 
Members.  In  the  county  of  Sussex 
tbej  had  turned  their  attention  towards 
growing  timber,  but  especially  under- 
wood for  the  purpose  of  providing  hop 
poles,  hoops,  and  other  matters,  and 
had  greatly  increased  the  value  of  these 
woods,  though  he  was  very  sorry  to  say 
that  lately,  not  only  had  timber  and 
bark  fallen,  but  underwoods  had  been 
reduced  in  value  quite  35  per  cent.  An 
tdditionai  result  was  that  they  found 
employment  for  large  numbers  of  poor 
people  during  the  winter  months.  In 
porBning  that  course,  however,  they 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact 
which  he  had  just  stated,  that  the  value 
of  this  underwood    and    timber    had 


greatly  depreciated ;  and  he  was  afraid 
it  would  not  be  until  there  was  a  dimi- 
nution of  the  supply  from  abroad  that 
the  value  of  timber  in  this  country  would 
rise  to  a  fair  level.  He  was  informed, 
however,  that  nearly  all  the  timber  near 
the  rivers  of  America,  and  except  in  the 
interior  of  France,  Italy,  and  Spain,  had 
been  cut,  and  there  was  but  little  chance 
of  many  large  supplies  reaching  us  in  the 
future  from  those  countries.  Therefore, 
there  was  every  opportunity  for  the 
profitable  growth  of  woods  and  timber; 
and  he  hoped  that  we,  in  this  country, 
should  not  neglect  planting  such  kinds 
as  would  grow  fairly  well  on  land  that 
was  not  good  for  agricultural  purposes. 
He  believed  that  this  Committee  would 
do  a  great  deal  of  good,  and  he  should 
be  glad  if  one  of  the  results  of  the  in- 
quiry was  to  teach  young  men  the  art  of 
cultivating  timber.  As  it  was,  there  was 
considerable  difficulty  in  getting  men  to 
manage  woods  properly.  He  hoped  that 
the  general  result  of  their  labours  would 
be  to  increase  the  growth  of  timber  every- 
where, giving  increased  employment  to 
the  working  classes  in  the  winter  which 
it  was  hardly  possible  to  procure  in 
any  other  way. 

Dr.  FARQUHAESON  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  congratulating  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  on  the  ac- 
ceptance of  his  Motion  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  (Dr.  Farquharson)  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  at  length  Forest 
culture  was  to  be  placed  in  this  country 
upon  a  satisfactory  basis.  He  (Dr. 
Farquharson)  came  from  a  part  of  the 
country  where  a  great  deal  of  planting 
was  going  on,  and  which  was  well  known 
to  the  Prime  Minister ;  and  although 
that  planting  was  conducted  liberally, 
largely,  and  well,  yet  there  was  in  it  a 
little  too  much  of  the  haphazard  mode 
of  which  they  had  just  heard.  They 
heard  a  great  deal  in  these  days  of  in- 
creasing the  agricultural  output  of  the 
soil;  but  they  heard  very  little  about 
the  great  increase  in  the  value  of  their 
land,  which  might  result  from  a  proper 
method  of  planting  and  growing  trees 
on  waste  land.  A  great  deal  of  waste 
land  had  been  taken  in  for  agricultural 
purposes  which  would  never  repay  the 
expense;  whereas,  if  it  were  planted, 
they  would  obtain  an  excellent  crop  of 
trees  which  would  pay  in  every  case, 


Y  2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


643 


Forestry. — 


{COMMONS} 


Select  Committee, 


644 


any  practical  or  useful  knowledge  of 
Forestry.  You  will  find  them  men  ad- 
mirably qualified  for  every  other  depart- 
ment of  their  duty,  and  yet  unable  to 
lend  assistance  in  this  respect.  I  said  I 
wished  to  be  quite  free  on  the  question 
of  the  establishment  of  a  Forestry 
School,  and  I  mentioned  one  reason 
why  we  should  be  free.  But  another 
matter  is  this — allusion  has  been  most 
properly  made  to  the  study  of  Forestry 
in  India ;  and  eulogiums  have  been  pro- 
nounced, which  I  believe  to  be  hardly 
deserved,  upon  the  leading  servants  of 
the  Indian  Government  who  have  been 
connected  with  that  interesting  subject. 
The  Indian  Government  has  had  the  most 
special  reasons  for  giving  attention  to  it. 
First  of  all  there  was  the  great  question 
whether,  when  pursued  on  a  large  and 
systematic  scale,  it  was  possible  to  make 
Forestry  profitable,  which  hitherto  it 
had  not  been.  I  certainly  have  the  hope 
that  that  question  either  has  received, 
or  is  in  course  of  receiving,  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  in  the  Indian  Dominions 
of  Her  Majesty.  But,  besides  that,  it 
must  be  recollected  that  in  India  there 
have  been  most  important  reasons  con- 
nected with  climate,  with  the  provision 
of  a  due  supply  of  moisture  in  the  air, 
and  with  the  regular  growth  of  the  food 
of  the  people,  which  are  not  present 
here,  and  which  give  an  altogether  ex- 
traordinary importance  to  the  subject  of 
Forestry  in  India.  But  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment had,  and  still  has.  a  School  of 
Forestry  in  India  as  well  as  in  England  ; 
and  that  latter  school  it  should  be 
known,  as  I  understand,  though  it  be- 
longs to  the  Indian  Government,  is  not 
in  anyway  confined  to  persons  connected 
with  India,  or  contemplating  residence 
in  India.  I  understand  it  is  allowed  to 
anyone  desirous,  and  able  to  pay  the 
necessary  fees,  to  be  a  candidate  for  ad- 
mission to  that  school.  It  is  possible 
that  very  valuable  assistance  may  be  de- 
rived from  that  school  for  the  purposes 
of  afforesting  in  England.  But  I  think 
that  besides  the  comparatively  limited 
scale  of  operations  in  this  country  we 
have  some  other  difficulties  to  deal  with 
which  ought  not  to  be  left  out  of  view. 
First,  our  woods  are  so  broken  down 
into  detail,  that  the  number  of  properties 
on  which  there  is  the  amount  of  wood 
that  would  admit  of  the  large  applica- 
tion of  systematic  training  is  not  great. 
I  myself  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do 

Mr,  OladiUme 


with  one  estate,  which,  although  not  so 
large  in  regard  to  growth  of  timber  as 
some  estates  in  Scotland,  is  almost  as 
large  as  any  in  England.  It  has  some- 
where about  6,000  or  7,000  acres  of 
wood,  and  that  is  a  growth  extremely 
rare,  not  in  Scotland,  but  in  England. 
But  besides  the  fact  that  our  woods  are 
so  cut  down  into  small  bits  of  patchwoik 
on  the  face  of  the  country,  it  must  never 
be  forgotten  that  they  are  not  kept  here 
to  any  large  extent  for  the  purpose  of 
profit  as  woods,  but  for  the  purposes  of 
landscape  beauty,  and  of  pleat^ureand 
of  sport — of  sport  above  all.  All  these 
things  must  go,  I  think,  to  moderate  oar 
expectations  as  to  what  can  be  done; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  quite  true 
that  my  interest  in  these  subjects  bu 
certainly  caused  me  constantly  to  ob- 
serve, from  the  manner  in  which  woods 
are  managed,  and  the  degree  of  accom- 
plishment and  attainment  brought  to 
the  management  of  them,  how  muck 
might  be  gained  if  there  were  more  of 
common  tradition  on  the  subject — which 
common  tradition  must  be  the  fruit  of  a 
good  deal  of  training.  There  are  some 
parts  in  this  country — in  the  Midland 
counties — where,  I  believe,  the  art  of 
woodcutting  is  practised  with  a  nicety, 
and,  I  believe,  with  an  actual  beauty, 
which  is  not  to  be  found  anywhere  else; 
but  there  are  other  parts  where  scarc^  i 
anyone  knows  how  to  cut  down  a  tree. 
That  deficiency  indicates  a  general  waot 
of  attention  to  the  subject.  I  will  not 
enter  any  further  into  the  matter.  The 
subject  is  one  of  very  great  interest; 
and  I  have  some  considerable  hope  that 
great  utility  will  arise  from  the  inquiries 
of  this  Committee.  I  think  the  h^o. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  (Sir 
Herbert  MaxweU)  did  not  catch  exacly 
what  I  said  yesterday  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  Select  Committees  al 
this  period  of  the  Session.  What  I  did 
say  was  that  it  was  unadvisable  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  to  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  to  conduct  inquiries  wbidi 
could  not  produce  satisfactory  reealts; 
but  as  regards  the  Select  Commitiee 
now  aoked  for,  in  the  first  place,  raj 
hon.  Friend  who  has  asked  for  it  has 
given  special  reasons  why  at  this  ibo- 
ment  the  appointment  should  be  made ; 
and.  in  the  second  place,  althnnsrh  it  is 
true  that  the  working  time  will  beabort« 
and  that  a  Dissolution  is  likely  to  inter- 
vene between  this  Session  and  next*  sdB 
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a  partial  inquiry  this  Session  may  per- 
fectly well  be  made,  and  taken  up  in  a 
future  Session  and  carried  on  to  its  com- 
pletion. Therefore,  it  will  be  under- 
stood that  we  remain  perfectly  free  with 
respect  to  the  direction  which  the  in- 
quines  of  the  Committee  may  take,  and 
the  recommendations  it  may  make,  upon 
vbich  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Crown  for  the  time 
being  to  pass  judgment.  With  that  due 
and  just  reservation,  I  can  give  my 
hearty  support  to  the  proposal,  and  I 
Biocerely  hope  that  very  great  benefit 
may  result  from  the  inquiries  which  the 
Committee  may  make. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
be  thought  the  House  was  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  for  having  brought  for- 
ward the  subject;  and  he  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  was  greatly  pleased  at  the 
acceptance  of  the  Motion  by  the  Govern- 
ment, for  he  quite  agreed  with  the  re- 
marks that  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  to  the  effect 
that  the  art  of  thinning  out  trees  had 
been  tremendously  neglected  in  this 
ooantry.  It  was  one  of  those  subjects 
which  required  large  study,  and  ought 
to  be  more  cultivated  than  it  was.  Few 
men  knew  how  to  thin  a  plantation,  and 
scarcely  two  would  agree  as  to  the  pro- 
per time  when  the  thinning  should  take 
place.  It  was  on  this  account  that  our 
plantations  in  England  had  suffered  so 
severely.  He  also  agreed  entirely  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  to 
the  area  of  land  under  wood  in  this 
country.  He  did  not  think  that  any- 
thing like  the  area  was  under  wood 
which  had  been  stated  by  some  hon. 
Members.  In  the  county  of  Sussex 
thej  had  turned  their  attention  towards 
growing  timber,  but  especially  under- 
wood for  the  purpose  of  providing  hop 
poles,  hoops,  and  other  matters,  and 
had  greatly  increased  the  value  of  these 
woods,  though  he  was  very  sorry  to  say 
that  lately,  not  only  had  timber  and 
hark  fdllen,  but  underwoods  had  been 
reduced  in  value  quite  35  per  cent.  An 
Additional  result  was  that  they  found 
Moployment  for  large  numbers  of  poor 
people  during  the  winter  months.  In 
pOTsoing  that  course,  however,  they 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact 
vhich  he  had  just  stated,  that  the  value 
ol  thia  underwood    and    timber    had 


greatly  depreciated ;  and  he  was  afraid 
it  would  not  be  until  there  was  a  dimi- 
nution of  the  supply  from  abroad  that 
the  value  of  timber  in  this  country  would 
rise  to  a  fair  level.  He  was  informed, 
however,  that  nearly  all  the  timber  near 
the  rivers  of  America,  and  except  in  the 
interior  of  France,  Italy,  and  Spain,  had 
been  cut.  and  there  was  but  little  chance 
of  many  large  supplies  reaching  us  in  the 
future  from  those  countries.  Therefore, 
there  was  every  opportunity  for  the 
profitable  growth  of  woods  and  timber ; 
and  he  hoped  that  we,  in  this  country, 
should  not  neglect  planting  such  kinds 
as  would  grow  fairly  well  on  land  that 
was  not  good  for  agricultural  purposes. 
He  believed  that  this  Committee  would 
do  a  great  deal  of  good,  and  he  should 
be  glad  if  one  of  the  results  of  the  in- 
quiry was  to  teach  young  men  the  art  of 
cultivating  timber.  As  it  was,  there  was 
considerable  difficulty  in  getting  men  to 
manage  woods  properly.  He  hoped  that 
the  general  result  of  their  labours  would 
be  to  increase  the  growth  of  timber  every- 
where, giving  increased  employment  to 
the  working  classes  in  the  winter  which 
it  was  hardly  possible  to  procure  in 
any  other  way. 

Dk.  FARQUHAESON  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  congratulating  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  on  the  ac- 
ceptance of  his  Motion  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  (Dr.  Farquharson)  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  at  length  Forest 
culture  was  to  be  placed  in  this  country 
upon  a  satisfactory  basis.  He  (Dr. 
Farquharson)  came  from  a  part  of  the 
country  where  a  great  deal  of  planting 
was  going  on,  and  which  was  well  known 
to  the  Prime  Minister ;  and  although 
that  planting  was  conducted  liberally, 
largely,  and  well,  yet  there  was  in  it  a 
little  too  much  of  the  haphazard  mode 
of  which  they  had  just  heard.  They 
heard  a  great  deal  in  these  days  of  in- 
creasing the  agricultural  output  of  the 
soil;  but  they  heard  very  little  about 
the  great  increase  in  the  value  of  their 
land,  which  might  result  from  a  proper 
method  of  planting  and  growing  trees 
on  waste  land.  A  great  deal  of  waste 
land  had  been  taken  in  for  agricultural 
purposes  which  would  never  repay  the 
expense;  whereas,  if  it  were  planted, 
they  would  obtain  an  excellent  crop  of 
trees  which  would  pay  in  every  case, 
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and  which  would  confer  great  bene6ts 
on  the  country  in  the  improvement  of 
the  climate  and  in  other  ways.  He 
thought  it  was  discreditable  that  they 
had  to  send  to  France  or  Germany  to 
learn  a  science  which  their  young  men 
might  as  well  learn  at  home,  if  they  had 
the  proper  materials ;  for  he  was  sure 
that  if  they  had  in  Scotland  sufficient 
opportunity,  they  would  be  able,  from 
the  excellent  woods  there,  to  teach  the 
young  men  how  planting  should  be 
carried  on.  As  an  instance,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to 
the  afforesting  operations  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Lord  fcieafield,  so  admirably 
managed  by  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Poitamouth  (Mr.  T.'  C. 
Bruce).  At  the  present  time,  he  had  a 
successor  to  a  forester  who  was  very 
ansious  to  obtain  some  instruction,  fo 
as  to  be  able  to  do  things  on  a  better 
and  more  scientific  scale,  and  he  did 
not  know  where  to  get  opportunities  of 
instruction  without  sending  him  abroad 
at  great  expense.  He  should  hope  that, 
in  luture  years,  he  would  get  that  in- 
struction at  home.  He  was  very  glad 
to  hear  of  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee, for  he  was  certain  that  from  its 
deliberations  g^eat  good  would  ensue. 
There  were  many  thousands  of  acres  of 
waste  land  in  England  that  might  very 
profitably  be  afforested. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  the 
discussion  came  very  appropriately  at  a 
time  when  the  Committee  on  Irish  In- 
dustries was  sitting;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  two  Committees  would 
recommend  the  Government  to  take 
greater  interest  than  they  had  hitherto 
done  in  the  development  of  those  indus- 
tries, including  Forestry,  especially  as 
there  was  no  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom where  improved  methods  of  Fo- 
restry would  be  of  more  advantage  than 
in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dub- 
lin (Dr.  Lyons),  who  had  made  himself 
remarkable  by  devotion  to  this  ques- 
tion, had  dealt  instructively  with  many 
branches  of  the  subject ;  but  there  was 
one  to  which  he  had  not  referred — 
namely,  the  fact  that  whilst  we  taught 
our  poorer  children  all  sorts  of  useless 
subjects,  we  gave  them  no  instruction  in 
those  technical  arts  by  which  they  could 
obtain  a  livelihood.  In  the  Black  Fo- 
rest and  in  Switzerland  the  young  people 
were  profitably  employed  in  making  the 

J)r.  Farquharson 


thousands  of  toys  which  were  imported 
into  this  country.  There  was  no  reason 
why  many  thousands  of  our  unemplored 
and  starving  population  might  not  find 
the  means  of  subsistence  in  tbisiudiistrj. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  deprecated  the 
interference  of  the  State;  but  the  State 
had,  in  Holland,  reclaimed  the  land 
from  the  sea,  and  here,  at  home,  as  he 
(Mr.  Dawson)  had  said,  was  expending 
its  resources  in  teaching  many  subjects 
to  the  children  of  the  poor,  which,  from 
a  wage- earning  point  of  view,  were 
absolutely  useless.  It  would  be  much 
wiser  that  children  should  receive  g'X)d 
technical  training  in  the  trades  by  which 
they  were  to  make  their  living. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  glad  that  the  Government  had  con- 
sented to  the  appointment  of  the  C«>m- 
mittee ;  and  he  took  as  an  illustration 
of  the  gross  ignorance  on  this  suhjeit 
the  wretched  condition  of  the  trees  in 
Kensington  Gardens.  He  thought  one 
had  no  need  to  go  further  than  that 
locality  to  see  what  a  lamentable  want 
existed  of  scientific  Forestry  in  this 
country.  With  regard  to  the  Indian 
Forest  Department,  great  compliments 
were  paid  to  it;  but  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  considered  they  were  a  little 
too  laudatory.  No  douht,  the  Indian 
Government  had  honestly  desired  to 
eHtablish  it  efficiently,  and  had  been  ts 
successful  as  could  reasonably  be  hoped ; 
but  jet  it  had  not  been  so  successful  u 
some  people  seemed  to  think,  bectufe 
they  had  not  had  here  at  head-quartors 
a  School  which  would  be  a  foundation 
from  which  young  men  could  be  petit 
out  to  do  good.  Whatever  had  been 
done  of  good  had  been  done  by  sendtog 
young  men  abroad  to  France  and  Ger- 
many, where,  on  account  of  ignorance 
of  the  language  and  otherwise,  Xhej 
laboured  under  disadvantages.  Tbe 
Indian  Forestry  Department  had  been 
petted  and  praised  in  anticipation ;  hot 
it  had  not  yet  succeeded  in  establishing 
scientific  Forestry,  and  its  receipts  were 
derived  largely  from  cutting  down  wood, 
giving  it  something  of  the  nature  of  a 
commercial  Department. 

Mr.  ACKERS  said,  he  was  grati6ed 
to  find  that  for  once  England,  ^otkad, 
and  Ireland  were  thoroughly  united  on 
this  matter,  for  the  subject  was  one  in 
which  the  Three  Kingdoms  were  equillj 
interested.    There  was  no  good  8cho4 
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of  Forestry  in  the  country ;  and  nobody 
need  go  farther  than  our  magnificent 
Parks  and  Gardens  to  see  that  the  art  of 
Forestry  was  absolutely  unknown  in 
this  country.  Thousands  of  our  best 
trees  were  killed  because  similar  treat- 
ment was  apparently  applied  to  all  trees 
alike,  and  it  did  not  appear  to  be  known 
that  what  was  good  for  one  tree  killed 
another.  While  agreeing  with  the  Prime 
Minister  that  there  should  be  no  fore- 
gone conclusion,  he  hoped  the  matter 
would  not  be  entered  upon  with  the  idea 
that  a  School  of  Forestry  was  not  neces- 
sary, and  that  Government  assistance 
fihould  not  be  giv^en  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pdnted  to  consider  whether,  by  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Forest  School,  or  otherwise,  our 
voodlands  could  be  rendered  more  remune- 
ntive. 

Retohed,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately refolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply.— (iTr.  llibbert.) 

Hotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)- CASE 

OF  THE  BROTHERS  DELAHUNTY. 

OBSEEVATIONS. 

Me.  KENNY  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  conviction  and  sentence  of  the 
Brothers  Delahunty  at  the  Cork  Winter 
Aasizes  of  1882 ;  and  to  move — 

**ThAt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  that  in- 
quiry  be  granted  by  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieotenant  of  Ireland  to  investigate  certain 
important  matters  which  have  since  transpired 
calculated  to  throw  material  doubt  upon  tho 
original  conviction," 

when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
Bot  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

Hcoie  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after 
Seven  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
Monday,   l%th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.1  —  Sat  First  in  Parliament  —  The 
Viscount  St.  Vincent,  after  the  death  of  bis 
brother. 

Public  BjhLB—Seeond  Reading  —  Consolidated 
Fund  (No.  £)•;  Registration  (Occupation 
Voters)  •(111);  Registration  of  Voters  .Scot- 
land) •  (112);  Registration  of  Voters  (Ire- 
land)»(116). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Local  Gt)vemment  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act) 
(No.  3) ♦(84). 

i?e^r^— Barristers  Admission  (Ireland)*  (100). 

Third  Reading  ^Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Provisional  Order  *  (96),  tLndpaeeed, 

SOUTH-EASTERN  AND  LONDON.  CHAT- 
HAM.  AND  DOVER  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES (ARBITRATION)  BILL. 
MOTION. 

The  Eabl  of MILLTOWN,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  re- committed  to  the 
same  Select  Committee  to  whom  ihe  said 
Bill  W8S  committed,  said,  that  the  Bill 
was  promoted  by  the  South -Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  for  the  purpose  of  having 
referred  to  arbitration  certain  matters 
in  dispute  between  them  and  the  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Bailway  Company, 
which  disputes,  he  believed,  arose  out 
of  one  of  those  lamentable  arrange* 
ments  by  which  Railway  Companies 
were  frequently  in  the  habit  of  depiiv- 
ing  the  public  of  the  benefit  of  compe- 
tition. The  amount  in  question  was 
something  approaching:  to  £10.000,000. 
The  Bill  came  in  due  course  before  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  passed  a  second 
reading  without  any  comment  what- 
ever. If  there  had  been  anything  very 
erroneous  in  principle  about  the  Bill, 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  Table  (the  Earl 
of  Redesdale)  would,  no  doubt,  as  he 
always  did.  have  taken  notice  of  it.  His 
noble  Friend's  attention  had  evidently 
been  called  to  the  Bill,  for  he  made  the 
remark  that  he  presumed  that  both 
parties  assented  to  the  proposed  arbitra- 
tion ;  but  be  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  ascertain  whether  that  was  the 
case  or  not,  and  tho  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
believed  that  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Company  did  not  con- 
sent to  arbitration,  but  was  vehemently 
opposed  to  it ;  but  the  contention  of  the 
otlier  party  was  that  the  matter  could 
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not  possibly  be  dealt  with  by  the  ordi- 
nary Courts  of  Law,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  referred  to  arbitration.  Whether 
they  were  right  or  wrong  in  that  con- 
tention he  knew  not.  After  being  read 
a  second  time,  the  Bill  was  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Cam- 
pordown).  The  counsel  for  the  pro- 
moters stated  the  object  of  the  Bill,  and 
read  the  Preamble  to  the  Committee; 
but  no  sooner  had  he  come  to  the  first 
enactment  clause,  when  the  counsel  for 
the  other  side  got  up  and  objected  to 
the  Bill  being  proceeded  with,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  objectionable  in 
principle,  because  it  was  a  Bill  to  oust 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  struck 
with  that  argument,  asked  for  a  prece- 
dent ;  and  although  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  a  precedent  was  necessary 
for  an  Act  of  Parliament,  their  Lord- 
ships every  Session  being  called  upon  to' 
pass  Acts  wholly  without  precedent,  yet 
the  promoters'  counsel  was  able  to  cite 
the  precedent  of  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  Arbitration  Bill  of 
1869,  the  Preamble  of  which  was  almost 
on  all  fours  with  the  present  Bill.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  however, 
demanded  a  precedent  for  acting  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  way.  Now,  his  point 
was  that  if  there  were  no  precedent  at 
all  it  did  not  in  the  least  affect  the 
question  ;  because  by  reading  the  Bill  a 
second  time  their  Lordships  had  decided 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  a 
proper  one ;  and  what  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  to  do  was  to  inquire  whe- 
ther the  allegations  in  the  Preamble 
could  be  sustained  by  evidence.  The 
Committee,  however,  absolutely  refused 
to  hear  one  word  on  the  merits,  and  said 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  because  of  its  principle.  The 
action  of  the  Committee  had  created,  so 
far,  amostdangerous  precedent  in  regard 
to  Private  Bills;  because  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  in  reading  a  Bill  a  second 
time,  affirmed  generally  its  principle, 
subject  to  the  proof  of  its  Preamble  in 
Committee,  and  in  this  case  the  Com- 
mittee had  declined  to  allow  any  evi- 
dence to  be  given  in  support  of  the 
Preamble.  Tho  Committee,  ho  sub- 
mitted, had  committed  an  error  of  judg- 
ment, as  the  wisest  men  were  liable  to 
do ;  and  he,  therefore,  now  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  re-committed. 


The  EarJ  of  MiUtown 


Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to 
the  same  Select  Committee  to  whom  tho  Btid 
Bill  was  committed.*'— (rA«  Earl  of  MiUt^n.) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN.  as 

Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  wished  to  give  his  version  of 
what  took  place.     The  Committee  were 
perfectly  unanimous  in  their  decision, 
and  after  reflection  he  thought  they  had 
arrived  at  what  was  the  only  sensible 
conclusion    in  the  matter.      The  Bill, 
which  was  not  an  ordinary  one,  was 
brought  forward  by  the  South-Eastem 
Kail  way  Company  for  the  settlement  of 
certain  disputes  between  them  and  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Company, 
and  the  latter  Company  was  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill.    The  Preamble  said 
that,  whereas  under  agreements  large 
sums  of  money  had  been  divided  be- 
tween the  two  Companies,  and  whereas 
disputes  had  arisen  as  to  the  validity  of 
such    agreements — what    the    dii$put€S 
were  was  not  stated — and  whereas  claims 
had  been  made  by  each  Company  upon 
the  other  involving  long  and  intricate 
investigations    and    many   complicated 
matters  which  were  unsuited  for  a  Court 
of  Law — that  was,  unsuited  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  South-Eastem  Company— 
therefore  it  was  expedient  to  appoint  a 
Court  of  Arbitration,  to  which  ail  claims 
in  connection  with  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  Companies  were  to  be  referred. 
That  Court  of  Arbitration  was  to  be  em- 
powered, if  it  thought  fit,  to  declare  the 
agreement  void,  to  alter,  vary,  or  reednd 
it  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  to  require  the 
two  Companies  to  enter  into  a  new  or 
modified  agreement.     It  simply  came  to 
this,  therefore — that  the  South-Eastem 
Kailway  Company  having  a  dispute  with 
the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Rail- 
way Company,  which  was  actually  at 
that  moment  before  a  Court  of  Law,  in- 
troduced this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
stopping  all  the  operations  of  the  CcMHts 
of  Law,  and  of  substituting  a  Court  of 
Arbitration  which  they  proposed  to  net 
up.     It  would  be  acknowledged  that, 
even  if  the  parties  were  agreed,  such  m 
Bill  was  not  quite  of  an  ordinary  dia* 
racter;   but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  tiw 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Companv 
opposed  the  measure  tooth  and  naiL 
their  contention  being  that  the  Question* 
at  issue  were  at  that  moment  before  a 
Court  of  Law.     The  noble  Earl  had  r«^ 
ferred  to  a  precedent  cited  by  one  of  ih« 
counsel  for  thgigjfgjii^^g^ij^^^ittnHi 
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to  point  out,  however,  that  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  two  cases. 
In  the  case  of  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Act  of  1 869  the  parties  were 
agreed ;  but  in  the  case  under  con- 
Bideration  they  were  disagreed.  He 
thought  that  was  a  tolerably  important 
difference  between  the  two  oases.  The 
soble  Earl  said  this  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  if  there  was  any- 
thing objectionable  in  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  the  noble  Earl  nt  the  Table  (the 
Earl  of  Redesdale)  would  have  stepped 
in.  When  the  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  the  noble  Earl  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  information  that  the  measure 
was  opposed.  The  Bill  was  handed  over 
by  the  House  to  a  Select  Committee; 
and  if  the  Committee  discovered  in  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill— that  was  to  say, 
in  its  principle — something  which,  in 
their  opinion,  appeared  objectionable, 
and  that  it  was  inadvisable  to  proceed 
with  it.  he  asked  their  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  would  be  right  to  put  the  parties 
to  the  additional  expense  of  inquiring 
into  facts,  quarrels,  and  disputes  be- 
tween the  different  officials  and  Chair- 
men of  the  Companies  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  made  up  their  minds  that 
the  principle  of  the  measure  was  one 
which  it  was  not  expedient  for  them  to 
sanction  ?  The  noble  Earl  said  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  what  the 
Committee  had  done;  but  in  1876  the 
South  Wales  Atlantic  Steamship  Com- 
pany Bill  was  unanimously  rejected  by 
a  Committee  on  the  preliminary  objec- 
tion that  it  was  a  Bill  to  alter  existing 
legal  rights.  He  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  the  Committee  over 
which  he  presided  gave  a  most  attentive 
consideration  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill; 
hut  the  objections  to  it  appeared  so  over- 
whelming to  them  that  they  thought  it 
was  inadvisable  to  proceed  any  further 
with  it.  If  their  Lordships  wished  to 
re-commit  the  Bill,  he,  of  course,  would 
bow  to  any  decision  which  might  be 
arrived  at ;  but  he  should  like  to  point 
ont  that  the  principle  of  the  measure 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House  itself.  Was  it  right,  when 
there  were  two  parties  to  a  dispute,  and 
when  that  dispute  was  before  a  Court  of 
Law,  that  on  the  application  of  one  of 
those  parties  a  Bill  should  be  passed 
totally  suspending  the  operation  of  the 
Conrts  of  Law,  calling  into  question 
and  possibly  upsetting  an    agreement 


which  had  been  acted  on  by  both  parties 
for  20  years?  He  submitted  that  a 
question  of  that  kind  ought  to  be  de« 
cided  in  the  House.  At  the  same  time, 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  uphold 
the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  the  noble 
Earl  moved  the  re-committal  of  this 
Bill  on  the  ground  that,  having  been 
read  a  second  time  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  the  principle  of  the  measure 
was  thereby  admitted.  He  thought  that 
was  a  wrong  contention.  The  pith  of 
this  Bill  was  contained  in  the  Preamble; 
and  when  their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
re- commit  it  they  were  virtually  asked 
to  say  that  the  Preamble  had  been 
proved.  The  point  they  had  to  consider 
was,  whether  it  was  advisable  to  allow 
such  a  Bill  to  proceed  ?  The  questions 
in  dispute  between  the  two  Companies 
were  at  that  moment  before  the  Law 
Courts ;  and  until  the  Courts  had  given 
a  decision  in  the  matter  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  an  objectionable  proceeding  to 
come  forward  and  ask  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  special  Court  to  consider  the 
question.  If  their  Lordships  consented 
to  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  they 
would  virtually  come  to  a  decision  to 
allow  the  measure  to  proceed. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  decline  to 
give  any  countenance  to  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl.  He  demurred  entirely 
to  the  proposition  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Earl  that  that  House,  by  reading  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  had  affirmed  its  prin- 
ciple, so  as  to  take  the  consideration  of 
that  principle  out  of  the  province  of  the 
Select  Committee.  The  Members  of  that 
House,  who  were  not  Members  of  the 
Standing  Orders  or  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, knew  nothing  of  the  merits  of 
any  Private  Bill ;  and  if  the  House  were, 
under  such  circumstances,  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  Select  Committee, 
the  present  system  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  would  be  a  perfect  de- 
lusion and  a  snare,  and  ought  to  be 
abolished.  But  if  there  was  one  case  in 
which  such  a  course  would  be  more  ob- 
jectionable than  another  it  would  be  in 
regard  to  the  present  Bill.  The  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  would  never  have 
been  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
Table,  if  he  had  not — as  he  expressly 
stated  in  his  note  upon  it— assumed,  as 
of  course,  that  both  Companies  con- 
cerned had  consented  to  it.  The  pro- 
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not  possibly  be  dealt  with  by  the  ordi- 
nary Courts  of  Law,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  referred  to  arbitration.  "Whether 
they  were  right  or  wrong  in  that  con- 
tention he  knew  not.  After  being  read 
a  second  time,  the  Bill  was  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Cam- 
perdown).  The  counsel  for  the  pro- 
moters stated  the  object  of  the  Bill,  and 
read  the  Preamble  to  the  Committee ; 
but  no  sooner  had  he  come  to  the  first 
enactment  clause,  when  the  counsel  for 
the  other  side  got  up  and  objected  to 
the  Bill  being  proceeded  with,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  objectionable  in 
principle,  because  it  was  a  Bill  to  oust 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  struck 
with  that  argument,  asked  for  a  prece- 
dent ;  and  although  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  a  precedent  was  necessary 
for  an  Act  of  Parliament,  their  Lord- 
ships every  Session  being  called  upon  to' 
pass  Acts  wholly  without  precedent,  yet 
the  promoters'  counsel  was  able  to  cite 
the  precedent  of  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  Arbitration  Bill  of 
1869,  the  Preamble  of  which  was  almost 
on  all  fours  with  the  present  Bill.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  however, 
demanded  a  precedent  for  acting  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  way.  Now,  his  point 
was  that  if  there  were  no  precedent  at 
all  it  did  not  in  the  least  affect  the 
question  ;  because  by  reading  the  Bill  a 
second  time  their  Lordships  had  decided 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  a 
proper  one ;  and  what  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  to  do  was  to  inquire  whe- 
ther the  allegations  in  the  Preamble 
could  be  sustained  by  evidence.  The 
Committee,  however,  absolutely  refused 
to  hear  one  word  on  the  merits,  and  said 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  because  of  its  principle.  The 
action  of  the  Committee  had  created,  so 
far,  a  most  dangerous  precedent  in  regard 
to  Private  Bills;  because  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  in  reading  a  Bill  a  second 
time,  affirmed  generally  its  principle, 
subject  to  the  proof  of  its  Preamble  in 
Committee,  and  in  this  case  the  Com- 
mittee had  declined  to  allow  any  evi- 
dence to  be  given  in  support  of  the 
Preamble.  The  Committee,  ho  sub- 
mitted, had  committed  an  error  of  judg- 
ment, as  the  wisest  men  were  liable  to 
do ;  and  he,  therefore,  now  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  re- committed. 

The  EarUf  MiUtown 


Moved,  « That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to 
the  same  Select  Coramitteo  to  whom  tho  sud 
Bill  was  committed."— (TA*  Earl  of  HiUts^n.) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  wished  to  give  his  version  of 
what  took  place.  The  Committee  were 
perfectly  unanimous  in  their  decision, 
and  after  reflection  he  thought  they  had 
arrived  at  what  was  the  only  sensible 
conclusion  in  the  matter.  The  Bill, 
which  was  not  an  ordinary  one,  was 
brought  forward  by  the  South-Eastem 
Hallway  Company  for  the  settlement  of 
certain  disputes  between  them  and  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Company, 
and  the  latter  Company  was  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  The  Preamble  said 
that,  whereas  under  agreements  large 
sums  of  money  had  been  divided  be- 
tween the  two  Companies,  and  whereas 
disputes  had  arisen  as  to  the  validity  of 
such  agreements — what  the  disputes 
were  was  not  stated — and  whereas  claims 
had  been  made  by  each  Company  upon 
the  other  involving  long  and  intricate 
investigations  and  many  complicated 
matters  which  were  unsuitedfor  a  Court 
of  Law — that  was,  unsuited  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  South-Eastem  Company— 
therefore  it  was  expedient  to  appoint  a 
Court  of  Arbitration,  to  which  ail  daimi 
in  connection  with  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  Companies  were  to  be  referred. 
That  Court  of  Arbitration  was  to  be  em- 
powered, if  it  thought  fit,  to  declare  the 
agreement  void,  to  alter,  vary,  or  reednd 
it  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  to  require  the 
two  Companies  to  enter  into  a  new  or 
modified  agreement.  It  simply  came  to 
this,  therefore — that  the  South-Eastem 
Kailway  Company  having  a  dispute  with 
the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Rail- 
way Company,  which  was  actually  at 
that  moment  before  a  Court  of  Law,  in- 
troduced this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
stopping  all  the  operations  of  the  Coorta 
of  Law,  and  of  substituting  a  Court  of 
Arbitration  which  they  proposed  to  set 
up.  It  would  be  acknowledged  that, 
even  if  the  parties  were  agre^,  such  a 
Bill  was  not  quite  of  an  ordinary  dia- 
racter;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Companv 
opposed  the  measure  tooth  and  naiL 
their  contention  being  that  the  oueetioa* 
at  issue  were  at  that  moment  befors  a 
Court  of  Law.  The  noble  Earl  had  r^ 
ferred  to  a  precedent  cited  by  one  of  the 
counsel  for    " 
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to  point  out,  however,  that  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  two  cases. 
lu  the  case  of  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Act  of  1869  the  parties  were 
agreed  ;  but  in  the  case  under  con- 
eideration  they  were  disagreed.  He 
thought  that  was  a  tolerably  important 
difference  between  the  two  cases.  The 
noble  Earl  said  this  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  if  there  was  any- 
thing objectionable  in  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table  (the 
Earl  of  I^edesdale)  would  have  stepped 
in.  When  the  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  the  noble  Earl  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  information  that  the  measure 
was  opposed.  The  Bill  was  handed  over 
by  the  House  to  a  Select  Committee; 
and  if  the  Committee  discovered  in  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill — that  was  to  say, 
in  its  principle — something  which,  in 
their  opinion,  appeared  objectionable, 
and  that  it  was  inadvisable  to  proceed 
with  it,  he  asked  their  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  would  be  right  to  put  the  parties 
to  the  additional  expense  of  inquiring 
into  facts,  quarrels,  and  disputes  be- 
tween the  different  officials  and  Chair- 
men of  the  Companies  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  made  up  their  minds  that 
the  principle  of  the  measure  was  one 
which  it  was  not  expedient  for  them  to 
sanction  ?  The  noble  Earl  said  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  what  the 
Committee  had  done;  but  in  1876  the 
South  Wales  Atlantic  Steamship  Com- 
pany Bill  was  unanimously  rejected  by 
a  Committee  on  the  preliminary  objec- 
tion that  it  was  a  Bill  to  alter  existing 
legal  rights.  He  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  the  Committee  over 
which  he  presided  gave  a  most  attentive 
consideration  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill; 
bat  the  objections  to  it  appeared  so  over- 
whelming to  them  that  they  thought  it 
was  inadvisable  to  proceed  any  further 
with  it.  If  their  Lordships  wished  to 
re-commit  the  Bill,  he,  of  course,  would 
bow  to  any  decision  which  might  be 
arrived  at ;  but  he  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  principle  of  the  measure 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  discussed  in 
the  House  itself.  Was  it  right,  when 
there  were  two  parties  to  a  dispute,  and 
when  that  dispute  was  before  a  Court  of 
Law,  that  on  the  application  of  one  of 
those  parties  a  Bill  should  be  passed 
totally  suspending  the  operation  of  the 
Courts  of  Law,  calling  into  question 
and  possibly  upsetting  an    agreement 


which  had  been  acted  on  by  both  parties 
for  20  years  ?  He  submitted  that  a 
question  of  that  kind  ought  to  be  de- 
cided in  the  House.  At  the  same  time, 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  uphold 
the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  the  noble 
Earl  moved  the  re-committal  of  this 
Bill  on  the  ground  that,  having  been 
read  a  second  time  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  the  principle  of  the  measure 
was  thereby  admitted.  He  thought  that 
was  a  wrong  contention.  The  pith  of 
this  Bill  was  contained  in  the  Preamble; 
and  when  their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
re-commit  it  they  were  virtually  a^ked 
to  say  that  the  Preamble  had  been 
proved.  The  point  they  had  to  consider 
was,  whether  it  was  advisable  to  allow 
such  a  Bill  to  proceed  ?  The  questions 
in  dispute  between  the  two  Companies 
were  at  that  moment  before  the  Law 
Courts ;  and  until  the  Courts  had  given 
a  decision  in  the  matter  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  an  objectionable  proceeding  to 
come  forward  and  ask  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  special  Court  to  consider  the 
question.  If  their  Lordships  consented 
to  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  they 
would  virtually  come  to  a  decision  to 
allow  the  measure  to  proceed. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  decline  to 
give  any  countenance  to  the  Motion  of 
ihe  noble  Earl.  He  demurred  entirely 
to  the  proposition  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Earl  that  that  House,  by  reading  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  had  affirmed  its  prin- 
ciple, so  as  to  take  the  consideration  of 
that  principle  out  of  the  province  of  the 
Select  Committee.  The  Members  of  that 
House,  who  were  not  Members  of  the 
Standing  Orders  or  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, knew  nothing  of  the  merits  of 
any  Private  Bill ;  and  if  the  House  were, 
under  such  circumstances,  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  Select  Committee, 
the  present  system  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  would  be  a  perfect  de- 
lusion and  a  snare,  and  ought  to  be 
abolished.  But  if  there  was  one  case  in 
which  such  a  course  would  be  more  ob- 
jectionable than  another  it  would  be  in 
regard  to  the  present  Bill.  The  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  would  never  have 
been  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
Table,  if  he  had  not— as  he  expressly 
stated  in  his  note  upon  it — assumed,  as 
of  course,  that  both  Companies  con- 
cerned had  consented  to  it.  The  pro- 
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meters  of  the  Bill,  after  tbey  had  seen 
that  note,  omitted  to  inform  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  Table,  or  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  that  there  was  no 
such  consent.  It  was  only  the  other 
day  that  the  House,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  late  Earl  Cairns,  refused  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  a  Bill  similar  to  this 
in  principle,  which  proposed  to  alter  a 
Parliamentary  contract  between  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  and  their  lessees,  be- 
cause it  was  not  consented  to.  The 
House,  when  it  read  the  present  Bill  a 
second  time,  was  left  in  ignorance  that 
it  was  not  consented  to.  He  noticed  also 
that  the  Bill  provided,  forsooth,  to  lay 
new  duties  on  the  Lord  Chancellor  by 
casting  on  him  the  task  of  appointing 
arbitrators.  His  consent  to  undertake 
this  duty  had  never  been  asked,  and,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  entirely  objected  to 
it.  The  Motion  to  re- commit  the  Bill 
was  entirely  without  justification. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  reply, 
said  that  he  neither  advocated  nor  op- 
posed the  Bill ;  but  contended  that  the 
Committee  had  acted  wrongly  in  the 
matter.  He  thought  that  the  whole 
House  was  the  proper  tribunal  to  con- 
sider the  principle  of  a  Bill. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

EGYPT  (THE  SOUDAN) -ABANDON- 
MENT BY  ENGLAND. 
RESOLUTION. 

Thb  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  in  rising  to 
move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  until  a* 
settled  government  has  been  established  in  the 
Eastern  Soudan,  in  the  interests  of  civilization, 
of  the  native  population,  and  of  commerce,  and 
for  the  security  of  Egypt,  this  country  cannot 
relievo  itself  of  the  responsibilities  it  has  in- 
curred  through  the  warlike  operations  that  have 
during  the  lust  two  years  been  twice  under- 
taken in  that  part  of  the  Soudan/' 

said,  the  Kesolution  told  its  own  story. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  saw  evil 
in  all  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  did ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  con^i^ratulated  him  on  the 
efforts  he  was  making  to  maintain  peace, 
for  he  did  not  thiuk  that  they  were  in  a 
position,  without  an  ally  or  friend,  to 
enter  into  a  contest  with  Kussia  with  a 
light  heart.  He  hoped  that  the  efforts 
of  the  noble  Earl  might  lead  to  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  that  great  question. 
But  in  regard  to  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Egypt,  he  confessed  he  was 

The  Lord  Chancdlor 
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unable  to  find  anything  for  satisfaction 
from  beginning  to  end.  If  there  could 
be  a  free  expression  of  opinion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  Government  in  regard  to  this 
matter  would  be  supported  by  a  majority 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  know  why 
their  troops  were  ever  sent  to  Egypt ; 
for  it  appeared  to  him  that  it  could  not 
matter  to  England  who  ruled  in  that 
country — whether  it  were  Ismail,  Tewfik, 
or  Arabi — provided  only  one  thing,  and 
that  was  that  the  Suez  Canal  was  safe. 
But  it  was  to  the  interest  of  whoever 
ruled  in  that  country  that  the  Canal 
should  be  safe,  and  the  only  danger  the 
Canal  had  ever  run  was  the  outcome  of 
the  interference  of  this  country;  because 
it  was  well  known  that  Arabi's  chief 
engineer  did  all  he  could  to  induce 
Arabi  to  break  up  the  Canal.  But  the 
Motion  which  he  was  about  to  submit  to 
the  House  did  not  turn  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  Egypt,  but  upon  the  question  of 
the  Soudan ;  and,  looking  at  that  ques- 
tion, he  could  not  help  feeling  very 
strongly  that  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment enthroned  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
on  the  seat  of  the  Pharoahs,  and  an- 
nounced that  they  intended  to  give  up 
the  Soudan,  that  was  a  very  high- 
handed act  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  a  country  which  was  nothing 
but  an  intruder  in  Egypt.  In  doing  so 
they  entirely  gave  the  go-by  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  and  to  Turkey, 
the  Suzerain  of  Egypt.  Let  them  as- 
sume for  a  moment  the  position  of  things 
reversed,  and  Turkey  in  the  same  posi- 
tion with  reference  to  this  country  a«i  this 
country  was  with  reference  to  Turkey 
and  Egypt,  and  that  Turkey,  being  dis- 
satisfied with  our  rule,  bombarded  Ports- 
mouth, seized  London,  and  occupied 
England,  and  then  announced  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  Gt>vemme3t'8  mal- 
administration of  affairs  in  Ireland,  she 
would  hand  over  that  country  to  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  ancient  Milesian 
Kings,  of  whom,  out  of  168,  history 
tells  us  only  20  died  natural  deaths.  Ho 
thought  that  was  a  fair  analogy  to  draw, 
and  ho  could  perceive  no  difference  ia 
the  two  cases.  However,  the  point  to 
which  he  wihhed  especially  to  direit  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  the  question 
of  the  Eastern  Soudan ;  and  in  doing  so 
he  would  not  again  refer  to  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  Lord  Wolseley** 
aquatic  exi>edition  up  the  Nile,  which 
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Bad  at  least  shown  this — that  our  troops 
Bhould  have  been  sent  out  sooner,  nor 
would  he  dwell  upon  the  delay  of  Her 
Majesty's  GoverDment,  which  was  the 
direct  cause  of  its  failure.  Every  man 
knew  the  strong  things  Lord  Wolseley 
had  said  with  reference  to  that  delay  ; 
aod  how  he  had  written  home  to  a  friend 
sajing— 

**  What  would  I  not  give  now  for  those  three 
months  that  were  wasted  while  Mr.  Gladstone 
WIS  making  up  his  mind  !  '* 

AW  those  matters  were  fully  gone  into  a 
few  days  since  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Bury);  and,  therefore,  he 
would  confine  himself  to  the  question  of 
the  Eastern  Soudan.  It  mattered  not 
what  cause  took  them  there,  whether  it 
was  to  smash  Osman  Digna  or  to  relieve 
the  garrisons  who  were  slaughtered  by 
their  delay  in  starting  ;  it  mattered  not 
whether  it  was  to  relieve  Gordon  or  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Mahdi.  It  was 
sufficient  that  they  had  been  there,  and 
had  done  what  they  had  done,  and  that 
they  were  still  in  that  country.  The  Go- 
vernment and  those  who  supported  them 
had  incurred  responsibilities  which  they 
could  not  cast  aside,  and  he  was  anxious 
to  bring  those  responsibilities  home  to 
them.  What  were  those  responsibili- 
ties ?  On  the  2nd  of  August,  1883,  only 
20  months  ago,  Mr.  Power,  with  two 
other  Englishmen  and  a  guide,  and  three 
camels,  was  on  his  way  to  join  General 
Hicks,  and  described  the  people  around 
8aakin  as  very  handsome  and  beauti- 
fully built,  and  although  they  looked 
most  fierce,  they  were  gentle,  civil,  and 
good-natured  fellows.  Let  them  com- 
pare that  state  of  things,  when  a  party 
of  three  Englishmen  and  a  guide,  with 
DO  armed  escort,  could  travel  quietly 
from  Saakin  to  Berber,  with  the  state 
of  things  existing  now,  when  no  one 
could  move  out  of  camp  unless  strongly 
escorted,  like  a  Cabinet  Minister  in 
London.  That  would  give  a  measure 
of  the  responsibilities  this  country  had 
incurred  by  its  interference.  Nothing 
could  show  better  the  results  of  the 
policy  that  had  been  pursued  than 
the  change  that  had  taken  place  in 
the  character  of  that  population.  In 
his  original  Eesolution  he  had  asked 
the  House  to  affirm  that  the  railway  that 
had  been  commenced  from  Suakin  to 
Berber  should  be  completed ;  but  many 
noble  Lords  had  urged  upon  him  that 
they  were  not  prepared  to  do  so,  and  he 
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had  therefore  left  it  out  of  his  present 
Motion,  though  he  believed  a  railway 
to  be  the  real  civilizing  element  in  that 
country.  If,  however,  the  House  would 
affirm  the  rest  of  the  Eesolution,  the 
major  would  include  the  minor ;  for  the 
first  thing  the  Government  would  have 
to  do  in  establishing  a  settled  govern- 
ment would  be  to  make  a  railway.  The 
benefits  of  a  railway,  commercially  and 
strategically  speaking,  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  untold.  Tho  strategical  bene- 
fits would  be  discussed  by  his  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  who  would  second  the 
Eesolution  (Lord  Napier  of  Magdala) ; 
but  with  regard  to  its  commercial  value, 
he  believed  it  was  put  before  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  a  railway  from 
Suakin  to  Berber  would  tap  all  the  un- 
known wealth  supposed  to  exist  in  that 
part  of  Africa  —  a  fact  of  which  the 
Marquess  of  Hartington  seemed  to  be 
aware  when  he  recently  spoke  on  the 
subject.  General  Gordon,  in  a  letter 
dated  the  1 7th  of  December,  1882,  ex- 
pressed the  view  that  no  real  progress 
could  be  reckoned  on  in  the  Soudan 
until  a  railway  was  made  between 
Suakin  and  Berber.  A  railway  was 
a  iin9  qud  nan  for  the  well-being  of 
the  Soudan.  Now,  there  might  be  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  the  construction  of 
this  railway  ;  but  they  were  certainly 
not  insuperable.  He  had  just  had  a 
conversation  with  a  gentleman  who  had 
constructed  1,200  miles  of  rail  way  through 
a  country  very  like  the  Eastern  Soudan, 
and  who  was  ready  to  form  a  Company 
for  the  purpose  of  completing  the  rail- 
way projected  there.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  could  not  get  rid  of  all 
their  responsibility  to  those  whom  they 
would  leave  in  the  Soudan  for  the  next 
five  months.  The  Government  proposed 
to  give  the  friendly  tribes  a  few  thou- 
sand pounds  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
protect  the  railway  that  had  been  begun. 
They  should,  at  least,  make  the  pounds 
guineas.  The  way  to  treat  the  friendlies 
was  to  pay  them  well,  to  organize  them, 
as  had  been  done  in  India,  and  to  teach 
them  to  trust  you.  They  ought  to  learn 
that  by  working  for  us  they  would  bene- 
fit themselves.  Thoy  would  naturally 
prefer  to  carry  British  gold  in  their 
loin-cloths,  rather  than  British  lead  in 
their  loins.  If  the  confidence  of  the 
Natives  could  be  gained,  the  country 
would  surely  subside  into  quietude,  and 
then  trade  and  commerce  could  be  de    j 
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veloped.  If  the  Government  should  now 
cast  aside  the  responsibilities  which  they 
had  incurred,  and  if  the  treasure  and 
blood  of  this  country  had  been  spent  and 
spilt  for  no  purpose,  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  could  only  be  de- 
scribed as  insensate.  It  was  a  policy 
which  would  make  England  ridiculous 
and  the  laughing  stock  of  the  civilized 
world.  Personally,  he  felt  very  strongly 
upon  this  question  of  the  Soudan,  as  all 
those  of  their  Lordships  who  had  had 
friends  and  relatives  there  would  no 
doubt  do.  The  first  Expedition  had  been 
successful,  as  it  practically  opened  up 
the  road  to  Berber  ;  and  he  understood 
that  it  was  confidently  stated  by  General 
Graham  that  he  was  prepared  to  march 
to  that  place  if  he  had  been  instructed 
to  do  so.  The  Government  should  not 
have  put  an  end  to  that  Expedition  by 
bringing  General  Graham  and  the  troops 
home.  The  consequence  had  been  a 
large  amount  of  slaughter  and  expendi- 
ture of  money  without  any  practical 
result ;  and  the  second  Expedition  was 
deemed  necessary  through  the  incom- 
pleteness of  the  first,  and  the  vacillation 
and  inconsistency  of  the  Government. 
In  the  second  Expedition,  every  man, 
whether  Native  or  British,  who  perished 
in  it,  was  as  much  slain  by  the  vacil- 
lation and  inconsistency  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  if  slain  and  done 
to  death  by  their  hands.  In  their 
Lordships'  House  the  breath  of  public 
opinion  circulated  freely  ;  they  did  not 
inhale  the  mephitic  and  Caucusified  at- 
mosphere which  '*  elsewhere  "  numbed 
the  senses  and  paralyzed  independent 
action,  and  he  trusted  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  decline  to  support  him 
in  voting  for  the  Resolution.  Feeling 
strongly  as  he  did  the  responsibilities 
the  Government  had  incurred,  he  wished 
to  purge  his  conscience  of  any  responsi- 
bility in  leaving  the  Soudan  to  barba- 
rism, after  all  the  waste  of  treasure  and 
blood  which  had  taken  place.  For  if 
we  now  ingloriously  retired  what  re- 
cords, what  monuments  should  we  leave 
of  our  temporary  occupation  of  the  land 
of  the  Pharaohs  ?  Why,  nothing  but 
chaos,  perpetuated  slavery,  an  accursed 
name,  an  abandoned  railway,  and  bleach- 
ing skeletons. 

Lord  NAPIER  or  MAGDALA,  in 
seconding  the  Resolution,  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  if  the  Ear.  of  I)ufi*erin's 
proposals  had  been  carried  out  Egypt 
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would  be  now  in  a  much  better  state. 
He  would  not  now  refer  to  the  causes 
which  had  altered  the  state  of  Egypt; 
but  say  that  a  great  burden  had  been 
undertaken  by  the  Government.    When 
they  occupied    that    country,  they  in- 
curred the  full  responsibility  of  govern- 
ment.    He  believed  that,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  notion  of  the  abandonment 
of  the  Soudan  by  Egypt  was  referable 
to  the  opinion   expressed  by  Genenl 
Gordon  that  the   insurrection  was  the 
result  of  the  bad  government  of  the 
^gyp^^&Qs.  It  appeared  scarcely  honour- 
able to  restore  a  government  which  Ge- 
neral Gordon  described  in  such  strong 
terms.     But  there  was  a  better  course 
open,   and  that   was  to    improve    the 
government  of  the  Soudan,   instead  of 
abandoning    all    control    of    it.     Few 
people  would  now  approve  the  Mission 
of  General  Gordon  to  Khartoum.    Ge- 
neral Gordon  was  a  great  man  ;  but  he 
was  sent  upon  an  impossible  task.    He 
would  not  re-open  the  wound  caused  by 
the  delays  and  refusals  to  relieve  him ; 
but  by  General  Gordon's    defeat  and 
death  their  military  character  bad  sus- 
tained a  great  blow — he  would  almost 
say  an  irretrievable  blow.     It  was  the 
opinion  of  that  man  that  the  possession 
of  Khartoum  and  the  Frontier  of  the 
Nile  were  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  Egypt.     To  that  end,  and  also  to  re- 
cover their  military  character,  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  their  Forces  should  retake 
Khartoum.     That  was  then  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  and  to  accomplish 
the  object  a  railway  from    Suakin  to 
Berber  was  a   necessary  consequence. 
Why  Her  Majesty's    Government  had 
now  abandoned   that  idea  he  did  not 
know.    At  what  time  bad  they  aban- 
doned it  ?    Just  at  the  very  time  when 
success  was    attending  upon    Qenertl 
Gordon.    From  private  letters  which  he 
had  received,  it  appeared  that  General 
Graham  himself  was  most  anxious  to  go 
forward.    English  officers  were  30  miles 
from  Suakin  among  the  tribes,  and  wen* 
perfectly  safe.    It  was  only  necessary  to 
get  control  of  the  land  between  the  Nii« 
and  the  Red  Sea,  and  then  they  would 
be  in  a  fair  way  to  get  the  tribes  on 
their  side.    Their  presence  between  th* 
Rod  Sea  and  the  Nile  would  have  bad  a 
most  material  influence  on  the  tribes, 
and  would  have  gone  a  long   iray  to- 
wards the  establishment  of  a   »eCt]«<i 
government  at  Khartoum,  and  towaris 
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the  future  security  of  Egfypt.  He  did 
not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  had  any  reasons  which  were 
nothefore  the  public,  and  which  had 
led  to  the  sudden  abandonment  of  this 
Expedition.  He  was  not  aware  that  it 
had  been  caused  by  the  health  of  the 
troops.  The  climate  had  not  been  com- 
plained of,  although  warm.  The  troops 
had  been  supplied  with  all  necessaries, 
and  probably  suffered  no  more  than  the 
troops  suffered  in  India.  It  was  pos- 
sible that  the  want  of  those  troops  for 
other  purposes  might  have  caused  their 
withdrawal.  They  had  been  called  for 
Beserve  and  for  other  purposes ;  but  it 
had  been  quite  open  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  when  they  made  up  their 
minds  to  go  to  Khartoum,  to  supplement 
the  British  Army  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  have  prevented  the  unnecessary 
abandonment  of  this  Expedition.  He 
most  cordially  supported  the  view  of 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  brought  forward 
this  Motion,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  brought  to  consider  it 
fevourably. 

Ifored  to  resolve,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  Hoose,  until  a  settled  government  has  been 
established  in  Eastern  Soudan,  in  the  interests 
of  cinlizatioD,  of  the  native  population,  and  of 
eommerce,  and  for  the  security  of  Egypt,  this 
country  cannot  relieve  itself  of  the  respon- 
nbilities  it  has  incurred  through  the  warlike 
operations  that  have,  during  the  last  two  years, 
been  twice  undertaken  in  that  part  of  the 
Soudan."— (TAtf  Earl  of  Wemyts.) 

Lord  WENTWOETH  said,  he  was 
•orry  the  noble  Earl  had  persevered  with 
a  proposition  which  was  contrary  to  the 
almost  unanimous  conviction  of  the 
people.  Among  those  politicians  who 
would  shortly  have  to  face  a  General 
Election,  he  did  not  know  where  to  find 
anyone,  whether  Conservative  or  Liberal, 
who  was  willing  to  come  forward  in  sup- 
port of  the  measures  insisted  on  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  Hesolution  and  speech, 
and  he  had  hoped  that  in  their  Lordships' 
House  also  the  universal  feeliog  of  re- 
lief would  have  prevailed,  and  that  the 
Marquess  of  Hartington's  announce- 
ment would  have  been  acquiesced  in 
with  a  good  grace.  Their  Lordships 
were  asked  to  pass  a  Eesolution  hostile 
to  the  evacuation  of  the  Soudan,  though 
the  recall  of  the  Forces  was  so  much 
approved  everywhere  else  that  in  **  an- 
<^er  place"  its  announcement  called 
ibrth  congratulations  from  one  of  the 
most  eloquent  and  enlightened  of  Con- 


servative Leaders — a  noble  Lord  who 
was  generally  excessively  adverse  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  He  thought  he  was 
justiBed  in  appealiug  to  the  political 
friends  of  that  noble  Lord  not  to  con- 
demn a  measure  which  they  had  not  the 
most  distant  chance  of  reversing,  and 
which  was  so  decisively  approved  by 
those  Tories  who  would  bear  the  brunt 
of  the  coming  elections.  The  overwhelm- 
ing weight  of  public  opinion  against  the 
Resolution  rendered  the  discussion  purely 
academic.  It  was  now  fully  understood 
that  to  make  and  hold  a  railway  in  the 
Soudan  would  be  to  inflict  on  themselves 
an  open  wound  which  would  never  heal 
while  they  were  there.  To  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  region  it  must  be  what  the 
Channel  Tunnel  would  be  to  us — an  en- 
trance for  aliens  who  would  enslave 
them.  For  the  time  being  we  had  be- 
come their  enemies,  and  it  would  be 
difficult  to  bring  to  a  close  their  blood 
feud  against  us.  He  read  in  The  Ttmes 
of  May  1 1  that  an  unquenchable  fire  of 
resentment  against  us  burned  in  the 
hearts  of  the  Hadendowas.  A  railway 
from  Suakin  to  Berber  would  be  a  total 
failure  as  a  commercial  undertaking ;  all 
it  could  do  would  bo  to  destroy  the  pre- 
sent carrying  trade.  That  the  inhabi- 
tants well  knew,  and  they  would  never 
consent  to  their  own  ruin.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington's  assurances  were 
most  satisfactory  on  every  point  but  one 
—that  of  the  proposed  gift  of  Suakin  to 
some  Foreign  Power.  It  was  not  ours 
to  give  away,  though  if  it  were  he 
would  regret  such  a  transfer  the  more 
deeply,  because  last  year  one  of  the 
Marquess  of  Hartington's  motives  in 
sending  the  first  of  those  ghastly  Ex- 
peditions was  to  preserve  Suakin  from 
being  taken  by  any  other  Power — an 
object  which  might,  to  some  extent,  ex- 
plain and  excuse  its  occupation  by  us, 
unless  after  going  there  to  keep  foreigners 
out  we  now  came  away  to  let  them  in. 
But  he  had  a  confident  hope  that  with 
friendly  pressure  from  their  supporters 
in  **  another  place"— those  supporters 
on  whom  the  noble  Marquess  on  the 
Opposition  Bench  once  conferred  the 
title  of  **Mahdi8  below  the  Gangway" 
— the  Government  would  reconsider  the 
matter,  and  remove  what  looked  like  a 
grave  inconsistency  from  an  otherwise 
well-considered  settlement.  According 
to  the  telegram  he  had  already  quoted 
from  The  Ttmes  of  May  11,  there  werej 
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not  10  Natives  of  Suakin  who,  in  their 
hearts,  were  not  for  Osman  Digna,  and 
who  had  not  living  orslaughtered  friends 
and  relatives  in  his  Army  ;  and  when- 
ever the  English  left  they  would  rise 
and  unite  with  their  fellow-countrymen. 
In  Frank  Power's  posthumous  Letters 
from  Khartoum^  he  described  those 
Hadendowas  about  Suakin,  who  in  con- 
sequence of  the  efforts  to  exterminate 
them  were  now  our  formidable  enemies, 
as 

"  Very  handsome,  beautifully  built,  and  like 
reddish  bronze  statues.  ...  I  never  snw  one 
of  them  unarmed ;  but  though  they  look  most 
fierce  they  are  gentle,  civil,  good-natured 
fellows." 

He  would  venture  to  urge  on  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  Government 
the  enfranchisement  of  Suakin  from  all 
foreign,  Egyptian,  or  Turkish  misrule, 
and  on  that  basis  to  conclude  a  real  and 
durable  peace  in  the  Soudan.  Having 
adverted  to  the  only  part  of  their  inten- 
tion which  ought  not  to  be  ratified,  he 
could  the  more  warmly  join  in  the 
thanks  and  congratulations  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  received  for  the 
moral  courage  with  which  they  had 
wiped  out  a  bad  debt.  They  had  ex- 
plained their  altered  views  with  a  frank- 
ness and  a  dignity  which  deserved  the 
entire  respect  of  friends  and  foes.  All 
must  make  mistakes  sometimes ;  but  it 
was  a  proof  of  superior  statesmanship 
that  they  had  not  yielded  to  the  moral 
cowardice  of  remaining  in  the  vicious 
circle  of  a  war  waged  for  a  railway 
which  had  first  to  be  made  to  render 
warlike  operations  practicable.  On 
former  occasions  he  had,  unfortunately, 
had  to  differ  about  the  Soudan  from  the 
noble  Earl  who  led  the  Government  in 
that  House;  he  hoped  it  would  now 
not  be  thought  impertinent  in  him  to 
assure  the  noble  Earl  of  the  grateful 
sense  he  should  ever  entertain  of  the 
wisdom,  patriotism,  and  humanity  of  the 
actual  policy  of  his  Colleagues  and  him- 
self. Those  who  expected  the  Soudanese 
to  take  over  in  a  lump  all  the  results  of 
European  civilization — cast  iron,  cotton, 
capitalists,  not  to  speak  of  public-houses, 
police,  and  prisons  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  all  the  adventurers  who  would 
not  fail  to  rush  into  a  newly  opened  out 
country,  builders  of  railways,  and  foun- 
ders of  settled  governments  by  paper 
resolutions — were  too  much  dominated 
by  the  idea  of  a  uniform  plau  for  the 

Lord  Wentworth 


human  species  which  they  would  treat 
as  if  it  all  started  from  the  same  point, 
proceeded  on  one  line,  and  must  arrive 
at  an  identical  goal.  They  forgot  to 
reckon  with  the  indelible  characteristics 
of  different  races.  The  gnrm  of  a  modem 
English  statesman  or  Peer  had  been 
contained  in  the  contemporaries  of  Alfred 
or  William  the  Norman;  but  Arabs 
could  by  no  possible  process  of  natural 
selection  and  survival  of  the  fittest  be- 
come the  ancestors  of  men  resembling 
their  Lordships.  Every  race  was  con- 
fined to  its  own  type  and  ideal,  which 
it  might  or  might  not  realize,  but  from 
which  it  could  not  deviate.  There  was 
an  equivocation  of  meaning  in  such 
words  as  ** barbarism"  and  "civiliza-  . 
tion,"  which  would  mislead  if  they  pro-  * 
ceeded  to  convert  philanthropic  formu- 
las and  commonplaces  into  action  upon 
mankind  in  distant  parts  of  the  world. 
It  was  a  serious  mistake  to  regard 
nomadic  life  as  necessarily  barbarous, 
because  it  was  incompatible  with  that 
particular  kind  of  refinement  which  ve 
habitually  and  exclusively  called  **  civi- 
lization." The  ideas  which  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  express  to  their  Lordships 
had  been  made  clearer  and  stronger  in 
his  mind  by  reading  a  volume  published 
in  ls76  by  the  celebrated  Orientalist, 
Ernest  Eenan.  From  an  account  he 
gave  of  the  Soudanese  Arabs,  it  would 
seem  they  had  been  settled  where  they 
now  were  before  the  Anglo-Saxons  came 
to  England.  During  all  that  time  their 
political  existence  had  been  growing 
round  the  great  fundamental  institution 
of  the  family  far  more  entirely  than  had 
ever  beenthe  case  among  ourselves.  They 
had  never  known  anything  like  mon- 
archy, feudalism,  aristocracy,  or  dem<i* 
cracy,  in  our  sense  of  those  words.  The 
Soudanese  nomads  bad  preserved  their 
language  in  unchanged  purity  ;  while  in 
the  towns  it  had  everywhere  decayed. 
It  was  unfair  to  accuse  the  Bedouins  of 
being  the  principal  or  the  real  authors 
of  the  Slave  Traae,  which  had  its  source 
in  the  market  demand  of  Turkish  cities. 
If  that  was  stopped  the  traffic  would 
cease.  He  believed  that  negroes  were 
invariably  well  treated  among  the 
Hadendowas.  Certainly,  on  the  whole, 
the  Arabs  had  been  benefactors  to  the 
Black  races  of  the  Soudan.  The  Islamic 
movement,  which  had  spread  so  enor- 
mously among  the  negroes,  and  the 
Arabic  language   and  Uteratare   wet« 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


665 


Egypt 


{May  18,  1885} 


{I7t€  Soudan). 


666 


better  adapted  to  the  Africans  tlian  any 
European  influences,  and  had  done 
much  ta  help  them  to  evolye  a  civiliza- 
tioa  of  their  own.  Respect  for  the  noble 
EarPs  motives  had  led  him  on  into  those 
remarks  on  his  abstract  proposition. 
His  excuse  must  be  that  it  was  impos- 
sibiA  to  treat  any  opinion  of  his  with 
indifference.  He  would,  however,  ask 
him  whether  he  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  haying  made  his  speech,  without 
requiring  the  House  to  pronounce  on 
the  random  responsibilities  ho  would  so 
Hberally  incur;  but  if  the  noble  Earl 
pressed  the  question  to  a  division,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  in  no  way  asso- 
ciate itself  with  theories  which — if  by 
any  possibility  they  could  be  reduced  to 
practice— would  exhauht  the  vitality  of 
England  in  order  to  complete  the  devas- 
tation of  the  Soudan.  lu  conclusion,  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  moved. 

To  leavo  out  all  the  words  after  the  first 
P*  That  *').  and  insert  the  following  words  ("this 
Honae  accepts  with  satisfaction  the  promise  of 
Her  Majesty *s  Govemment  to  recall  Her  Forces 
fn>m  the  Soadan,  and  considers  the  construction 
of  a  railway  from  Suakin  by  military  force 
throogh  a  hostile  popalation  would  be  incon- 
bstent  with  the  pledge  just  given  to  Parliament 
tod  the  country.  Moreover  this  House  declines 
to  atsuice  any  responsibility  for  commercial, 
drihzin^,  or  philanthropic  enterprises  outside 
the  admitUKi  oblif?ations  and  interests  of  Great 
Britain.')- (rA#  Xwrf  fFerUworth.) 

The  Duks  of  AHGYLL  :  A  few  days 
ago  £  addressed  to  your  Lordships  a  few 
words,  from,  which  you  might  gather 
that  my  feeling  is,  in  this  matter,  with 
my  noble  Friend.  But  it  by  no  means  fol- 
lows that  we  are  to  be  bound  to  vote  for 
an  adverse  Resolution,  even  when  two 
and  two  make  four ;  and  I  have  heard 
the  suggestion  somewhere,  about  how 
far  it  is  expedient  to  commit  one  House 
of  Parliament  to  an  abstract  expression 
of  opinion  on  a  course  of  policy  which 
has  abready  been  determined  on  by  the 
Executive  Oovernmeot,  with  at  least  the 
silent  sanction  of  the  other  House.  But 
my  doubts  as  to  my  course  have  been 
relieved  and  solved  by  the  adverse  and 
counter  Motion  and  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sac  down.  I  should, 
indeed,  be  ashamed  of  myself  if  I  could 
vote  for  this  Amendment — so  weak,  so 
inconsistent  in  its  terms,  so  at  variance 
with  everything  that  is  reasonable ;  and 
vhea  I  turn  from  the  words  of  the  Mo- 


tion to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  I 
am  confirmed  in  my  private  opinion  that 
it  is  my  duty  to  vote  with  my  nohle 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss).  The 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
referred  to  how  this  matter  may  be  dealt 
with  at  the  elections ;  but  we  in  this 
House  at  least  are  free  from  such  influ- 
enaes,  and  can  state  our  opinions  freely 
on  questions  of  public  policy ;  and,  being 
free  to  do  so,  it  is  our  duty  to  do  so. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Cross  Benches  i?,  I  believe,  thoroughly 
wrong  in  his  impression  of  the  state  of 
public  feeling.  There  is.  no  doubt,  a 
general  sense  of  relief  in  getting  out  of 
a  great  difficulty  which  is  felt  by  those 
on  both  sides;  but  my  belief  is  that,  as 
regards  the  people,  there  is  a  great  mass 
of  opinion  wholly  unformed  which  is 
passive  on  this  question,  and  which  de- 
sires to  be  informed  on  the  merits  of  it ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  these  persons 
will  be  much  enlightened  by  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Cross  Benches. 
The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  courage  of 
the  Government  in  wiping  out  a  bad 
debt ;  but  is  that  a  debt  due  by  the  Go- 
vernment, or  by  others  to  the  Govern- 
ment ?  The  noble  Lord  must  remember 
that  it  is  a  debt  due  by  the  Government 
— a  bad  debt— and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
says  they  were  brave  in  wiping  it  out. 
I  will  pass,  however,  from  this  matter  to 
lay  before  your  Lordships  seriously  the 
grounds  upon  which  I  disagree  with  the 
course  which  the  Government  has  pur- 
sued in  this  question ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible to  state  these  grounds  without 
going  a  little  into  the  whole  of  the 
Egyptian  Question.  It  is  very  easy  to 
attack  the  Government  on  the  whole  of 
their  Egyptian  policy — I  rather  suspect 
there  are  one  or  two  Members  of  the 
Government  who  could  do  it  admirably. 
But  that  is  not  my  object.  It  may  be 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to  find  fault 
with  a  course  which  has  been  full  of 
difficulties  and  mistakes,  and  which  the 
Government  themselves  would  admit 
has  been  full  of  misadventures ;  but 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
not  concerned  immediately  in  the  poli- 
tical contest,  I  feel  that  it  is  my  duty  to 
say  wherein  I  think  the  Government  has 
been  right,  as  well  as  where  it  has  been 
wrong,  and  where  there  were  difficulties 
more  or  less  insuperable.  At  the  very 
beginning  of  their  coming  into  Office  the 
clouds  were  gathering  on  the  horizon  , 
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over  the  Nile  Valley,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible not  to  see  that  there  were  great  diffi- 
culties in  their  way.  In  the  first  place,  I 
think  that  the  Government  started  with 
this  great  difficulty— that  our  English 
and  British  interests  are  identified  with 
the  strength  of  one  of  the  great  remain- 
ing Mahommedan  Empires  in  the  world. 
We  may  give  what  reason  for  it  we  like ; 
but  it  is  a  fact  that  there  is  not  at  pre- 
sent a  single  Mahommedan  Government 
in  the  world  with  which  Europeans  are 
in  contact  which  is  not  in  a  state  of 
hopeless  decrepitude  and  decay.  You 
have  the  Government  of  Persia,  you 
have  the  Government  of  Turkey,  you 
have  the  Government  of  Egypt,  and 
those  smaller  Governments  which  have 
been  already  swallowed  up  by  the  am- 
bition of  France.  That  is  a  difficulty 
for  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  not  responsible.  They  could  not 
make  the  Egyptian  Government  a  good 
Government;  and  they  have  had  the 
additional  difficulty  of  having  to  deal 
with  the  traditional  jealousy  of  the 
French  people,  and  their  claim  to  exer- 
cise a  superior  influence  in  Egypt  over 
that  exercised  by  other  nations.  And  I 
must,  in  passing,  say  that  France  has 
one  great  claim  to  influence  in  Egypt 
which  we  have  not.  It  was  through  the 
genius  of  one  of  her  sons,  and  against 
the  influence  and  the  power  of  this 
country,  that  the  Suez  Canal  was  con- 
ceived and  cut.  These  were  insuperable 
difficulties  with  which  the  Government 
had  to  deal.  I  do  not  admit  that  the 
evil  of  the  Dual  Control  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  late  Government.  The 
Dual  Government  was  a  very  great  im- 
provement — at  least,  we  all  used  to  think 
80  and  to  say  so — upon  the  previous 
condition  of  things ;  but  it  brought  us 
into  intimate  contact  with  French  offi- 
cials in  a  degree  and  in  a  manner  that 
might  awaken  jealousies  and  cause  fric- 
tion. These  were  among  the  difficulties 
of  the  problem  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  to  deal  in  the 
beginning,  and  for  which  we  ought  to 
give  them  due  credit  in  regard  to  the 
course  which  they  pursued.  Then  came 
Arabi's  rebellion.  Having  had  some 
private  means  of  observing  the  growth 
of  misgovemment  in  Egypt,  the  crowds 
of  adventurers  who  settled  upon  her, 
and  the  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
them  who  were  enjoying  salaries  and 
doing  nothing  at  all,  and  believing  at 
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first  that  Arabi's  rebellion  was  a  rebel- 
lion of  the  Native  Egyptians  against  the 
monstrous  misgovemment  of  their  coun- 
try, I  had  a  great  amount  of  sympathy 
with  it.  But  further  inquiry  convinced 
me  that  there  was  no  hope  in  Arali; 
and  it  was  impossible  for  any  English 
Government  to  allow  the  Government  of 
Egypt  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  Janissa- 
ries, who  I  believe  would  have  been  a 
purely  military  Government.  There 
would  not  have  been  an  Army  full  of 
civilized  officers,  such  as  the  Army  of 
France  or  that  of  any  other  European 
country,  but  one  simply  of  Janissaries. 
When  that  rebellion  arose  I  recognized 
the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  support  the  Khedive.  Any  other 
English  Government  in  their  place 
would,  I  think,  have  taken  that  course ; 
I  doubt  whether  any  other  Government 
would  have  found  it  possible  to  shrink 
from  it.  Then  we  get  a  step  further. 
When  our  Fleet  was  sent  to  Alexandria 
the  bombardment  of  that  place  if  Arala 
was  obstinate  was  inevitable  in  conse- 
quence. Our  ships  would  not  stand  by 
and  see  powerful  fortifications  raised 
against  themselves.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Gt)vemment  can  be  held  responsible 
for  the  bombardment  of  the  forta  of 
Alexandria.  It  was  a  bombardment  of 
the  forts— not  of  the  town — and  that 
destruction  of  property  which  took  place 
in  the  town  arose,  not  from  the  doiii* 
bardment  by  our  ships,  but  from  the 
excesses  of  the  population  and  the  troops 
of  Arabi.  Therefore,  I  cannot  say  I 
think  the  Government  were  to  blame 
for  that.  But  look  at  the  consequences; 
look  at  the  irritation  in  Egypt  caused 
by  the  immense  loss  of  property  in  con- 
nection with  the  military  operations. 
The  English  Government  ofi^ered  the 
French  Government  co- operation  in  the 
military  operations.  The  French  Go- 
vernment refused  that  co-operation,  and 
left  us  to  act  alone.  I  have  asked  my- 
self again  and  again  whether  up  to  this 
step  there  is  any  point  in  the  course  of 
their  policy  at  which  we  could  reason* 
ably  say  that  the  Government  could 
have  taken  any  other  course  than  that 
which  they  pursued;  and  I  have  not 
been  able  to  fix  on  any  one  which  any 
other  Government  would  not  probably 
have  taken.  Then  we  come  to  the  landing 
of  the  Army.  The  bombardment  of  Alex- 
andria was  found  to  be  insoflScient,  anl 
we  had  to  land  our  Army  and  to  figbt 
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the  E^;yptiaii  Army.  That  campaign 
ended  in  the  destruction  of  the  Egyptian 
Army — in  the  complete  demoralization 
and  destruction  of  the  Egyptian  Army. 
That,  in  itself,  was  a  most  deplorable 
consequence.  It  destroyed  tlie  only  arm 
in  Egypt  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
and  good  government,  and  it  threw 
upon  us  an  immense  responsibility.  The 
only  circumstance  we  can  rejoice  at  in 
reference  to  the  history  of  that  Egyptian 
Campaign  is  the  conduct  of  our  troops 
on  this  and  on  all  other  occasions.  I 
suppose  there  never  has  been  a  Military 
Expedition  so  nicely  and  accurately 
planned  and  crowned  with  such  com- 
plete success.  But  that,  I  maintain, 
threw  on  us  the  full  responsibility  of  our 
being  the  masters  of  Egypt.  "We  had 
bombarded  Alexandria ;  we  had  landed 
our  troops ;  we  had  destroyed  the  Egyp- 
tian Army;  we  were  the  masters  of 
Egypt.  And  now  we  come  to  the  sum- 
mit of  the  watershed  from  which  the  two 
different  policies  divide.  This  is  the 
point  at  which  I  venture  to  think  Her 
Majesty's  Q-ovemment  began  to  err. 
They  did  not  see,  or  would  not  ac- 
knowledge, that  we  were  the  complete 
masters  of  Egypt  and  responsible  for  its 
government.  And  here  I  cannot  but 
allude  to  a  pontiment  expressed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  and  repeated  more  or  less 
by  several  of  his  Colleagues,  and  that  is 
the  general  doctrine  that  England  is 
orerweighted  by  her  duties  as  they 
stand  at  present — a  dangerous  doctrine 
for  any  English  GK>vemment  to  lay  down. 
I  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
Government  under  Lord  Aberdeen  be- 
fore the  Crimean  "War,  and  I  remember 
well  the  painful  force  with  which  ac- 
cnsations  were  made  against  us,  not  so 
much  that  we  did  this  or  did  the  other, 
hat  that  we  were  a  Government  at  whose 
head  was  a  statesman  who  had  spoken 
•0  loudly  in  favour  of  peace  that  all  the 
Governments  of  Europe  believed  that  he 
would  never  go  to  war.  It  is,  I  think, 
dangerous  for  any  Government,  and 
•specially  for  any  Prime  Minister,  to  be 
credited  all  over  the  world  with  holding 
the  doctrine  that  England  is  over- 
weighted with  her  duty.  There  is  a 
•en*©  in  which  we  may  all  possibly  agree 
with  this  doctrine  which  the  Government 
have^  preached  over  and  over  again.  In 
l^iiament  there  are  many  obstructions 
to  legiaUthe  functions.     We  cannot, 
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either  of  us  on  either  side,  carry  all  the 
measures  that  we  should  like  to  see  pass ; 
and  in  that  sense  I  can  understand  that 
a  great  Parliamentary  Leader  like  Mr. 
Gladstone  should  fret  under  the  difficulty 
of  his  position,  and  should  say  that  in 
respect  of  legislative  work  we  are  over- 
weighted. But  if  you  say  that  England 
is  overweighted  by  her  Empire  in  the 
world,  that  is  a  very  different  thing ; 
and  I  am  afraid  that  is  the  opinion  which 
is  attributed  to  him,  and,  what  is  more, 
it  is  the  mistaken  policy  on  which  the 
Government  have  acted.  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  often  taunted  with 
having  no  policy.  I  do  not  agree  with 
that.  They  have  always  had  a  policy, 
and  it  was  founded  on  that  doctrine  to 
which  I  have  referred— -that  we  were  to 
get  out  of  Egypt  as  fast  as  we  could. 
There  have  been  circumstances  in  which 
I  should  entirely  agree  with  that  policy. 
There  are  very  few  of  us — I  doubt 
whether  any  party  in  the  country  has 
formed  a  deliberate  desire  to  conquer 
and  annex  Egypt.  We  did  not  wish  to 
go  there  in  a  military  capacity,  but  the 
force  of  circumstances  sent  us;  and  if  we 
could  see  in  Egypt  a  good  and  firm  Go- 
vernment established  it  would  be  our 
duty  to  go  out  and  leave  it  to  conduct 
the  administration  of  that  country.  But 
what  I  cannot  understand  is  that  men 
in  the  position  of  my  noble  Friends 
should  delude  themselves  into  the  belief 
that  in  course  of  a  few  weeks  or  months, 
or  even  in  the  course  of  a  year,  a  year 
and  a  half,  or  two  years,  having  des- 
troyed the  Egyptian  Army  and  put  the 
Egyptian  Government  completely  under 
their  feet,  they  could  almost  immediately 
set  up  a  Government  in  Egypt  which 
would  be  able  to  hold  its  ground  against 
any  other  Power.  To  establish  a  settled 
and  firm  Government  in  Egypt  after  all 
that  has  occurred  must  be  the  work  of  a 
long  time.  I  myself  have  no  belief  in  a 
firm  or  settled  Government  in  the  hands 
of  Turkish  Pashas.  There  may  be  good 
men  among  them ;  but  the  great  mass 
of  the  Turkish  Pashas  are  incurably 
corrupt.  But  the  Government  of  Egypt 
has  hitherto  been  a  Government  of 
Turkish  Pashas ;  and  how  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
could  have  been  led  to  suppose  that 
under  such  a  system  of  rule  it  would  be 
possible  to  establish  a  firm  and  settled 
Government  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand.   Then  the  next  great  step  was 
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the  announcement  of  the  withdrawal 
from  the  Soudan.  As  to  that  I  will  only 
say  this — that  if  it  was  determined  to 
withdraw  from  the  Soudan  for  political 
and  financial  reasons,  it  was  our  absolute 
duty,  being  the  masters  of  Egypt,  to  see 
that  the  garrisons  in  the  Soudan  were 
safe.  That  I  hold  to  have  been  an 
honourable  obligation  which  should 
have  been  fully  recognized.  Our  re- 
peated declarations  that  we  would  not 
hold  the  Soudan  were  fatal  to  their 
safety.  They  could  not  get  out ;  it  struck 
terror  into  their  hearts ;  it  inspired  their 
enemies  with  courage,  and  rendered 
their  delivery  almost  impossible.  We 
come,  my  Lords,  to  the  next  step,  which 
was  the  sending  out  of  General  Gordon. 
Now,  here,  again,  I  have  never  been  able 
to  see  the  erreat  debt  which  attached  to 
my  noble  Friends  below  me  for  sending 
out  General  Gordon.  He  had  governed 
the  Soudan  with  universal  acceptability, 
except  to  the  slave  traders.  He  was 
beloved  by  the  people ;  he  had  a  per- 
sonal influence  such  as  no  other  man 
ever  had  in  that  country ;  and  I  think  it 
was  not  unnatural  that  the  Government 
should  say — **  Here  is  the  man  to  get  us 
out  of  this  difficulty."  But  then  the 
policy  was  monstrous  that  you  should 
send  such  a  man  as  General  Gordon — 
perhaps  the  noblest  character  of  our 
modem  times — and  intimate  that  on  no 
account  would  you  help  him.  If  you 
sent  General  Gordon  you  were  bound  by 
every  obligation  of  honour  as  well  as 
policy  to  hold  yourselves  in  readiness  to 
rescue  him  by  arms.  As  things  then 
stood,  to  many  of  us  in  this  country  it 
seemed  possible  that  the  personal  in- 
fluence of  General  Gordon — so  pure, 
so  powerful,  so  magnetic  in  its  character 
— might  have  been  able  to  withdraw  the 
garrisons  without  fighting.  We  thought 
it  was  possible.  I  confess  that  I  did ; 
and,  therefore,  I  was  not  sorry  to  see 
General  Gordon  sent.  We  come  to  the 
time  when  it  was  perfectly  well  known — 
in  May,  1684 — that  General  Gordon  was 
besieged.  I  remember  very  well,  some- 
where about  the  10th  of  May,  when  I 
first  heard  that  the  Government  would 
not  acknowledge  that  General  Gordon 
was  besieged  or  beset.  I  think  there 
was  some  dispute  as  to  the  particular 
word  that  ought  to  be  applied ;  but  the 
Government  knew  from  the  end  of  April 
that  they  could  not  get  a  communication 
from  General  Oordon,   and  that  they 
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could  not  get  a  communication  to  General 
Gordon.  They  were  giving  large  bribes 
to  individual  Arabs  to  get  messages  sent 
through ;  and  that  was  the  time,  I 
think,  when  the  moral  obligation  of  the 
Government  came  into  force,  and  when 
not  a  moment  ought  to  have  been  lost 
in  organizing  an  Expedition  for  his  reliet 
But  the  time  was  lost ;  we  did  not  know 
how  to  make  up  our  minds ;  and  from 
May  to  August  no  determination  was 
taken  by  the  Government.  I  cannot 
help  saying  that  I  believe  that  delay, 
leading  to  the  fall  of  Khartoum,  will  re- 
main a  permanent  blot  on  the  memory 
of  the  Government  of  this  country. 
When  Lord  Wolseley's  wonderful  Ex- 
pedition—for, as  regards  the  conduct  of 
the  soldiers  and  the  energy  of  every  man 
in  that  Expedition,  it  has  been  one  of 
the  most  wonderful  Expeditions — it  has 
been  the  admiration  of  the  world — was 
known  to  have  failed  in  its  main  purpose, 
when  it  was  known  that  the  life  of 
Genera]  Gordon  had  been  sacrificed  at 
the  last  moment,  not  only  by  delay,  bat 
by  treachery  in  his  own  camp — whea 
that  was  fully  known  the  Prime  Minist6r 
came  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  announced  that 

'*  After  mature  deliberation  the  GoTerDmcnt 
had  determined  that  it  was  stiU  their  doty  to  go 
on  to  Khartoum,  to  overthrow  the  power  of  ths 
Mahdi,  to  open  up  the  Berber  route,  to  constroct 
the  Suakin  Kail  way," 

and,  in  short,  to  go  on  with  the  Expedi- 
tion. What  was  the  secret  of  that  de- 
termination? The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Wentworth)  talks  of  the  universal  as- 
sent with  which  the  miserable  retreat 
from  the  Soudan  is  now  received.  Does  he 
not  know  that  there  was  the  same  silent 
assent  to  the  announcement  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  would  carry  on  their 
victorious  arms  to  Khartoum ;  does  ha 
not  know  that  public  opinion  to  a  Urgt 
extent  in  this  country  is,  and  on  suck 
subjects  always  must  be,  as  clay  in  the 
hands  of  the  potter  ?  The  Government 
are  responsible  for  the  policy,  and  et- 
peoially  when  a  man  so  dibtinguiahed, 
so  eloquent,  and  with  the  illuatriosi 
career  of  Mr.  Gladstone  announces  a 
policy  of  this  kind  they  are  willing  and 
ready  to  agree  with  it.  That  announce- 
ment was  made  on  the  1 9th  of  Febmarr. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Marquees  near  ma 
(the  Marquess  of  Eipon)  the  other  night 
tried  to  make  out  in  conversation  witk 
me  that  it  was  made  at  a  time  when  it 
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was  doubtful  whether  General  Gordon 
was  killed  or  not.  My  noble  Friend  is 
kind  to  the  Government ;  but  I  cannot 
agree  with  him  as  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  no  doubt  as  to  the  death  of  General 
Gordon.  The  truth  was  that  the  spirit 
of  the  country  up  to  that  time  was  in  a 
state  of  ferment  and  excitement.  The 
Cbrenmient  has  always  shown  itself 
sensitive  of  the  ups  and  downs  of  public 
opinion ;  and  against  that  policy  which 
^Qj  themselves  announced  there  was 
the  firm  everlasting  operation  of  this 
doctrine  of  overweighting — that  Eng- 
land is  overweighted,  and  too  weak  to 
do  this— and  that  the  moment  public 
excitement  relaxed — as  it  was  sure  to 
do  when  there  was  no  more  fighting, 
and  no  more  telegrams  giving  accounts 
of  glorious  actions  and  bloody  fights — 
the  doctrine  of  overweighting,  that 
fatal  doctrine  of  overweighting  had 
then  its  place,  and  intimations,  first 
taken  up  by  and  made  through  the 
Press  and  then  in  Parliament,  were 
made  that  it  was  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion whether  we  should  go  to  or  fall 
back  from  Khartoum.  I  think  all  these 
variations  of  policy  have  been  the  source 
of  the  greatest  evil,  and  will  be  in  future 
times,  which  are  not  far  distant,  a  source 
of  great  danger  to  this  country.  An- 
other reason  has  been  found  out  now 
for  going  back  from  our  resolution  to 
go  to  Khartoum,  and  that  is,  that  the 
Hahdi  is  not  quite  so  strong  as  we  sup- 
posed him  to  be.  I  never  believed  in 
the  invasion  of  Lower  Egypt  by  the 
Mahdi.  My  reason  for  wishing  the 
Expedition  to  be  sent  to  Khartoum  was 
the  reason  which  the  whole  country  felt 
at  the  time,  and  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment gave  way  —  namely,  that  the 
honour  and  interests  of  England  were 
coooemed.  But  if  this  argument  is  to 
have  any  weight,  if  it  turns  out  that  the 
Mahdi  is  not  so  strong  as  he  was  before, 
what  is  the  real  lesson  to  be  learnt  from 
that  ?  I,  for  one,  should  be  glad  if  we 
are  to  go  out  of  the  Soudan  to  hear  that 
the  MsJidi  bad  established  a  powerful 
Qovemment  there.  The  only  chance 
for  peace  in  that  country  is  that  one 
great  man  should  establish  an  Empire. 
That  has  been  the  natural  course  of 
civilization  in  the  Monarchies  of  the 
East  But  I  complain  that  we  are  not 
restoring  the  country  to  one  man  who 
would  be  able  to  found  a  settled  Go- 
vernment lor  the  benefit  of  the  people; 
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we  are  restoring  the  country  to  absolute 
anarchy,  where  every  tribe  is  cutting 
the  throats  of  the  other,  and  where  the 
Mahdi  is  one  of  a  dozen  struggling 
Chiefs,  who  leave  the  country,  as  cen- 
turies before,  in  misery  and  desolation. 
That  is  no  excuse  for  the  Government 
in  the  vacillation  they  have  shown  on 
this  subject.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  may  some- 
times in  such  cases  be  guided  by  events. 
It  is  impossible  to  deny  that.  There 
was  a  great  occasion  in  the  civilized 
world  not  long  ago  when  the  course  of 
events  seemed  wholly  out  of  control, 
when,  as  in  this  case,  everything  hap- 
pened that  was  unexpected.  There  was 
a  memorable  case  in  which  a  great 
magistrate,  a  great  ruler,  had  to  con- 
sider **  what  does  this  wonderful  course 
of  events  indicate  to  me  as  my  duty  to 
my  country?"  That  was  the  case  of 
President  Lincoln,  called  from  the  posi- 
tion of  a  lath  splitter  to  the  govern- 
ment of  almost  the  mightiest  people  in 
the  world.  He  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  course  of  events  and  the  will  of 
a  Higher  Power  dictated  to  him  a 
policy  full  of  danger  and  diflBculty 
which  he  may  have  avoided  by  saying 
— **  We  are  overweighted."     He  said — 

**  Looking  to  the  indication  of  the  Supreme 
Governor  of  the  world,  looking  to  the  events 
which  it  is  clear  to  me  are  intended  to  he 
brought  about,  I  will  declare— although  I  have 
no  right  to  do  so,  but  as  an  act  of  war — that 
slavery  is  ended  forever  in  the  United  States." 

He  took  that  tremendous  responsibility 
upon  him.  He  did  not  consider  himself 
or  his  people  to  be  overweighted ;  and, 
through  one  of  the  mightiest  and  most 
terrible  struggles  we  have  ever  known, 
he  abolished  for  ever  slavery  in  the 
States  of  America.  Now,  I  do  think 
that  in  all  this  course  of  events  our  duty 
has  been  indicated  by  a  Higher  Power ; 
and  to  me  it  is  plain  what  that  duty  is. 
Look  to  the  great  Continent  of  Africa, 
and  consider  for  a  moment  what  it  in- 
volves. It  is  one  of  the  four  quarters 
of  the  globe  round  which  the  commerce 
of  the  world  has  circulated  for  nearly 
400  years,  and  yet  until  the  other  day 
was  almost  unknown  in  its  interior. 
Now,  suddenly  all  the  nations  of  the 
world  have  awakened  to  the  value  of 
that  Continent  as  a  field  for  colonization 
and  commerce.  In  the  South  at  the 
Cape  and  up  in  the  East  and  West  the 
Portuguese  Government ;  on  the  West    j 
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Ooast  the  beneficent  enterprizes  of  the 
King  of  the  Belgians;  and  Germany 
for  the  first  time,  too,  has  exhibited  a 
desire  to  open  that  great  Continent  to 
the  civilization  of  the  world.  It  is  clear 
how  events  are  tending;  and,  in  my 
opinion,  we  ought  to  take  our  part  in 
this  great  and  magnificent  work.  We 
have  already  done  three  parts  of  our 
work.  We  have  shown  the  Arabs  our 
power.  They  have  felt  our  power  both 
on  the  coast  of  the  Bed  Sea  and  up  the 
Nile,  and  they  were  beginning  to  waver 
in  their  resistance  to  us.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  believe  that  the  possession  of 
Khartoum  by  a  great  civilized  Power, 
or,  if  you  like,  by  a  great  civilizing 
Company,  such  as  that  which  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  has  established  on  the 
Congo,  would  open  for  us  a  mart  of 
commerce  the  extent  of  which  is  un- 
known. My  noble  Friend  the  late 
Viceroy  of  India  stated  the  other  night, 
in  the  course  of  the  conversation  that 
ensued,  that  he  confessed  he  had  great 
doubts  as  to  how  far  civilization  could 
be  promoted  by  war,  and  I  heard  mur- 
mtirs  of  applause  on  the  Bench  below. 
I  must  say  that  I  never  heard  a  senti- 
ment expressed,  especially  by  an  ex- 
Viceroy  of  India,  and  assented  to  by  a 
Government,  which  was  absolutely  of  so 
small  value.  If  my  noble  Friend  asked 
me  how  I  should  define  civilization,  I 
should  reply  that  my  noble  Friend  him- 
self is  the  very  impersonation  of  civiliza- 
tion. I  remember  some  years  ago,  at  a 
dinner  party,  when  the  conversation 
turned  upon  the  difficulty  of  defining 
civilization.  Lord  Macaulay  replied — 
"  Civilization  ;  why  there  is  no  difficulty 
in  the  least  in  defining  it ;  we  are  civi- 
L'zation ;  we  gentlemen  who  sit  round 
this  table."  And  I  should  consider  my 
noble  Friend,  especially  in  his  capacity 
of  Viceroy  of  India,  when  exercising  his 
most  beneficent  rale  there,  as  the  very 
impersonation  of  civilization.  He  went 
to  govern  a  country  which  is  more  or 
less  governed  by  the  sword;  and  he 
encouraged  the  conquered  in  obtaining 
larger  authority  over  the  conquerors, 
and  increased  the  liberty  of  the  Native 
Press.  These  are  acts  of  the  highest  civi- 
lization. My  Ijords,  it  was  the  great  con- 
querors of  India — it  was  Clive,  Warren 
Hastings,  and  Dalhousie,  and  all  the 
long  list  of  Governors  General — it  was 
they  who  enabled  us  to  civilize  India  by 
securing  it.  And,  my  Lords,  it  has  ever 
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been  so  in  the  history  of  the  wodd.  I 
will  almost  lay  it  down  as  a  general 
rule  that  no  order  and  no  civilization 
can  be  begun  among  any  people  until 
the  sword  has  opened  the  way.  Arch- 
bishop Whateley,  indeed,  maintained 
this  thesis — that  no  savage  or  barbarian 
people  have  ever  risen  to  civilization 
except  by  contact  with  a  higher  race, 
and  that  that  contact  has  been  almost 
invariably  due  to  conquest.  I  apply 
that  doctrine  to  the  Arabs.  The  ac- 
count which  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Cross  Benches  has  given  was  most  poeti- 
cal. He  said  all  the  good  in  the  Soudan 
had  been  due  to  the  Arabs.  I  do  not 
know  where  he  obtains  his  information 
from.  My  information  is  very  different 
The  Arabs  for  many  hundred  years  hare 
been  the  curse  of  that  country.  They 
are  especially  a  conquering  race ;  they 
are  also  an  uncivilizing  race.  They 
brought  no  civilization  with  them.  They 
are  a  race  of  warriors,  of  robbers,  d! 
murderers,  who  hate  manual  labour  of 
all  kinds,  who  hate  argicultore,  and 
who  leave  everything  in  the  way  of  la* 
hour  to  their  women  and  slavee.  There 
are  large  parts  of  that  oountrj  which 
have  been  wholly  devastated  by  them, 
and  others  in  which  the  whole  popula- 
tion has  been  either  reduced  to  aUTery 
or  altogether  exterminated.  Need  I 
quote  authorities  against  the  statement! 
of  the  noble  Lord  ?  I  should  like  to 
quote  one,  to  which  I  hope  he  will  be 
disposed  to  give  due  weight.  General 
Gordon  says — 

"  The  Arab  himself  would  oonndar  it  a  dis- 
grace to  practise  any  manual  lab<nn'.  Hs  is 
especially  a  honter,  a  robber,  and  a  waiiki» 
and  after  oaring  for  his  cattle  devotes  all  his 
energies  to  slave-hunting  and  war.** 

This  is  General  Gordon's  opinion  of  tfaoee 
Arabs  of  whom  the  noble  Lord  aayt 
that  they  have  done  so  much  good  hK 
the  Soudan.  There  is  one  important 
point  to  which  I  now  desire  to  allude, 
and  that  is  the  value  of  the  Soudan  as  a 
field  for  eommerce.  I  have  seen  no  al- 
lusions to  the  statistical  informatkm  oa 
this  point.  General  Gordon,  while 
Governor  of  the  Soudan,  stated 
that  the  debt  of  the  Soudan  was 
£327,000,  its  revenue  £579,000,  and  tke 
expenses  £651,000,  leaving  a  deficit  oC 
only  £72,000  a-year;  and  anyone  who 
wishes  to  see  how  that  small  d«6ot 
could  be  converted  into  a  surplns  hm 
only  to  read  the  journal  of   Geoeral 
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Gordon  while  Govemor  of  the  Soudan. 
He  shows  that  the  goyemment  of 
the  country  from  Cairo  was  so  bad 
that  it  had  reduced  some  Provinces  to 
heggarj,  and  that  there  was  the  most 
gross  jobbery  on  the  part  of  the  Khe- 
dive. There  was,  for  instance,  a  con* 
tract  for  rails  for  £660,000,  and  the 
Khedive  undertook  that  he  should  pay 
10  to  20  per  cent  on  the  materials  which 
were  not  used.  Only  £150,000  worth  of 
material  was  taken,  and  the  Khedive 
accordingly  had  to  pay  10  to  20  per 
cent  on  £450,000,  and  this  he  wished  to 
lay  as  an  additional  debt  on  the  Soudan. 
Again,  there  were  two  steamers,  which 
cost  £10,000  each,  which  he  wished  to 
be  taken  off  his  hands ;  but  while  all 
the  profits  earned  by  them  were  to  go 
to  him  the  whole  burden  of  their  cost 
was  to  be  thrown  on  the  Eevenue  of  the 
Soudan.  That  was  the  way  in  which 
the  Soudan  debt  had  been  accumulated ; 
and  if  a  decent  Oovemment  were  estab- 
lished there  would  soon  be  a  rising  Ee- 
venue and  a  large  surplus.  General 
Gordon  had  estimated  that  18  Black 
battalion8«costingabout£200,000  a-year, 
would  be  ample  for  the  whole  of  the 
country.  We  have  already  broken  the 
back  of  the  resistance  in  the  Soudan, 
and  I  believe  that  very  little  persever- 
ance on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment would  have  enabled  it  to  establish 
a  stable  Government.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  say  we  are  turning  our 
backs  without  having  any  information 
from  the  Gt>vemment ;  we  are  turning 
away  from  undertaking  our  share  in  a 
frreat  duty — the  duty  which  the  other 
Governments  of  Europe  are  undertaking 
with  a  light  heart,  but  from  which  we 
are  turning  away,  because,  forsooth,  we 
are  '*  overweighted."  I  will  only  allude 
to  one  other  matter,  and  that  is  the 
speech  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
other  night.  I  know  nothing  of  the 
Harqueee  of  Hartington's  opinions,  and 
have  not  seen  him  for  many  months ; 
but  on  reading  that  speech  it  seemed  to 
me  to  be  that  of  a  Minister  speaking 
against  his  own  heart,  and  in  obedience 
to  the  cry — "  For  Heaven's  sake  let  us 
keep  at  least  together."  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  did  his  duty,  and  announced 
what  the  Government  had  decided  to  do; 
bat  he  said  not  a  word  of  defence.  There 
was  a  passage  which  I  could  not  read 
wiftout  a  feeHngof  shame  and  humilia- 


tion, and  it  was  that  part  of  his  speech 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  Soudan 
would  be  abandoned  ''unless  some  other 
civilized  Power  undertakes  it."  What 
is  the  power  that  is  to  take  up  the  bur- 
den from  which  Great  Britain  shrinks  ? 
Is  it  Italy,  which  has  shown  consider- 
able public  spirit  in  this  matter,  and 
seems  to  desire  to  take  part  in  the  civi- 
lization of  Africa  ?  Is  it  France  ?  Is  it 
Belgium  ?  Is  it  Bussia  ?  Or  is  it  Bis- 
marck ?  Well,  my  Lords,  I  can  only  say 
my  belief  is  this — that  if  the  British 
people  should  see  now  or  a  short  time 
hence  one  or  other  of  the  Great  Powers 
of  Europe  landing  at  Suakin  and  taking 
up  the  duty  which  we  have  laid  down ; 
if  we  should  see  them  establishing  a 
successful  Government  in  Upper  Egypt 
and  opening  up  the  millions  and  mil- 
lions of  people  who  lie  between  Khar- 
toum and  Suakin,  and  perhaps  imposing 
differential  duties  against  England  and 
her  commerce — we  shall  bitterly  regret 
the  day  when  we  had  a  Government 
whose  policy  appeared  to  be  animated 
by  the  consideration  that  England  is 
overweighted  with  her  responsibilities. 

Eael  GEANVILLE  :  I  will  not  tres- 
pass long  upon  your  Lordships'  time,  for 
I  am  placed  in  a  somewhat  difficult 
position.  After  my  experience  of  Votes 
of  Censure  in  your  Lordships'  House,  I 
am  hardly  aware  of  the  position  in  which 
this  question  stands — whether  it  is  really 
a  Motion  made  in  which  one  or  two  in- 
dividual Peers  in  your  Lordships'  House 
of  great  distinction  take  an  interest,  or 
whether  it  is  a  Motion  supported  by  the 
whole  Opposition  in  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  this  respect. 
[The  Earl  of  Wemyss  dissented.]  The 
noble  Earl  shakes  his  head ;  therefore,  I 
take  it  that  I  am  not  to  speak  except 
to  answer  what  he  himself  and  those  who 
support  him  have  said.  With  regard  to 
the  noble  Earl  himself,  I  cannot  help 
remarking  upon  the  great  change  the 
noble  Earl  has  made  in  his  Motion — a 
great  change  over  which  the  noble  Earl 
himself  very  lightly  glided.  In  his  Mo- 
tion he  laid  down  originally  that  it  was 
absolutely  essential  to  the  honour  of  this 
country,  and  essential  for  a  great  many 
other  things,  that  a  certain  railway 
should  be  made  from  Suakin  to  Berber. 
Absolutely  essential  to  the  honour  of  this 
country  that  a  railway  undertaken  as  a 
military  railway  to  carry  out  certain 
military  operations  which  are  not  to  be  j 
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oontinued  ?  That  that  is  essential  to  the 
honour  of  the  country  ?  But  the  noble 
Earl  found  even  his  most  ardent  Friends 
could  not  support  him  in  such  a  proposi- 
tion as  that,  and  he  has  judiciously 
omitted  it  from  his  Motion.  There  is  one 
point  on  which  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  eloquent  and  in  his 
perfectly  true  description,  only  equalled 
by  the  eloquence  of  the  noble  Duke  be- 
hind me  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  of  what 
the  British  Army  has  done  in  Egypt. 
The  noble  Earl  quoted  an  expression  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  to  the  effect 
that  the  British  Army  was  fit  to  go  any- 
where and  do  anything ;  but  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  that  is  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  language  the  noble  Earl  has 
used  for  many  years  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  Army.  But  I  accept  it  as  a 
truism  at  the  present  time.  I  certainly 
could  not  agree,  however,  with  the  noble 
and  gallant  Field  Marshal  (Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala)  when  he  said  that  irre- 
trievable disgrace  had  been  suffered  by 
our  military  force.  It  appears  to  me 
utterly  absurd  to  say  that  of  soldiers 
who  in  every  single  engagement  have 
distinguished  themselves  to  such  a  de- 
gree, and  whose  efforts  have  always  been 
crowned  with  victory.  It  may  be  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Government  at  home, 
who  are  not  called  upon  to  expose  their 
persons  to  climate  or  enemies,  have  been 
unwilling  to  expose  the  British  Army  to 
future  difficulties ;  but  in  saying  that 
irretrievable  disgrace  has  visited  that 
force  I  do  not  understand  what  the 
gallant  Field  Marshal  can  have  meant. 
I  hold,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  military 
reputation  of  this  country  stands  on  as 
high  a  pinnacle  at  this  moment  as  it  has 
ever  done. 

LoRP  NAPIER  OF  MAGDALA:  The 
best  thing  for  the  Government  to  do 
would  be  to  show  themselves  able  to  re- 
trieve that  reputation. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  That  is  entirely 
begging  the  question.  We  may  have 
been  perfectly  wrong.  General  Gordon 
himself  may  have  been  perfectly  wrong 
in  thinking  that,  by  perfectly  peaceable 
means,  he,  by  his  great  authority  and 
his  knowledge  of  the  country  and  the 
people,  would  be  successful,  without 
mihtaiy  assistance,  when  he  left  this 
country.  He  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
that  he  would  be  able  to  bring  things  to 
a  satisfactory  conclusion,  and  he  may 
have  been  wrong;  but  that  has  abso- 
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lutely  nothing  to  do  with  the  military 
reputation  of  the  British  Army.  The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  said  the  reason 
why  our  policy  was  wrong  was  that  our 
officers  were  anxious  to  go  on.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  desire  to  ko 
on  is  confined  to  British  officers  ?  Take 
French  officers,  and  especially  Rnssiaii 
officers — you  will  find  that  men  in  the 
Military  Profession  are  always  anxious 
to  go  forward,  whatever  the  opinion  of 
those  at  home  as  to  matters  of  policy  maj 
be.  Then  the  noble  Earl  said  it  did  not 
signify  what  the  cause  was  that  took  ut 
to  the  Soudan.  I  am  bound  to  say  it 
signifies  very  much.  It  was,  if  possible, 
to  save  General  Gordon.  I  do  not  believe 
it  was  a  question  of  time — that  is  purely 
a  matter  of  opinion.  I  believe  that 
treachery  would  have  had  effect  at 
whatever  time  the  Relief  Expedition 
might  have  arrived.  Then  the  noble 
Earl  went  on  and  gave  from  Mr.  Power's 
letters— charming  letters —  a  description 
of  the  happy  state  of  the  Soudan  be* 
fore  these  operations  took  place.  The 
noble  Duke  contradicted  that  by  saying 
that  the  Government  was  perfectly  detest- 
able. The  noble  Earl,  however,  omitted 
two  or  three  matters  entirely  in  dealing 
with  those  letters.  I  refer  to  some  of 
the  passages  relating  to  the  perfect 
abomination  and  cruelty  practised  by 
that  Government. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS:  Ail  I  in- 
tended to'  convey  was  that  the  oountxy 
was  perfectly  safe  and  quiet  at  the  time 
that  Mr.  Power  made  the  journey  which 
he  describes. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  am  glad  the 
noble  Earl  gives  up  entirely  the  ques- 
tion of  good  government.  I  beg  bun  to 
refer  tothe  letters  when  he  gets  time,  and 
he  will  find  the  descriptions  of  the  cruel* 
ties  and  abominations  of  the  Government 
there  exceeds  anything  General  Gordon 
himself  has  said.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
compared  our  position  in  Egypt  to  that 
of  Turkey  conquering  this  country  and 
announcing  her  intention  of  cutting  off 
Ireland  from  us.  As  to  that  I  moat  say 
that  if  anybody  should  conquer  this 
country,  I  believe  they  would  and  that, 
on  the  whole,  our  administratioa  it 
somewhat  better  than  that  existing  ib 
Egypt.  If  the  Government  in  £^7t 
was  entirely  destroyed  and  put  an  «od 
to,  I  admit  there  might  be  some  obliga- 
tion to  replace  it-  But  I  cannot  seev  be- 
cause you  go  to  a  country  which  ia  badly 
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governed,  and  you  are  there  for  a  cer- 
tain time  and  for  a  certain  object,  that 
it  is  an  obligation  which  surpasses  every 
other  consideration  that  you  should  be 
obliged  to  put  a  good  Government  in  its 
stead.  The  arguments  we  have  heard, 
except  those  from  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  have  been  en- 
tirely advanced  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity of  going  to  Khartoum.  The  noble 
Duke,  in  a  very  remarkable  and  most 
important  speech,  stated  the  same  kind 
of  principle,  with  which  I  entirely  dis- 
agree ;  but  his  statement  of  the  facts  was 
very  fair  and  straightforward.  He  began 
by  thanking  God  that  we,  in  this  House, 
had  no  constituencies,  and  that  we  could 
therefore  say  exactly  what  we  liked. 
That  is  an  advantage  of  which  the  noble 
Duke  has  taken  full  avail.  The  noble 
Dake  said  the  feeling  of  the  people  was 
quite  different  to  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  people  would  like  us 
to  take  Khartoum 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  I  said  there 
was  a  great  mass  of  unformed  opinion, 
and  that  the  people  were  waiting  to  be 
informed. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  That  is  a  very 
different  thing  indeed.  I  certainly  un- 
derstood the  noble  Duke  to  say  that, 
from  his  knowledge,  the  opinion  of  the 
country  was  that  we  should  go  on. 
Whether  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
unformed  opinion  I  do  not  know  ;  but  I 
feel  perfectly  convinced  that  the  feeling 
of  this  country  is  not  that  we  should 
expose  our  Army  to  all  the  evils  of  con- 
quering Khartoum  and  remaining  there. 
The  noble  Duke  was  not  enamoured  of 
the  Government  existing  in  the  Soudan 
np  till  recently.  Neither  is  he  favour- 
able to  the  Arabs;  and  the  result  he 
came  to  was  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
Government  to  be  not  fearful  of  extend- 
ing their  responsibilities  and  of  establish- 
ing a  despotic  Government  at  Khartoum 
with  the  object  of  civilizing  the  desert 
that  surrounds  that  city.  That  was  the 
only  practical  suggestion  that  the  noble 
Duke  made,  and  I  think  it  goes  very 
much  beyond  the  range  of  practical 
policy.  The  noble  Duke  has  referred  to 
Mr.  Gladstone;  but  I  deny  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  has  ever  shown — when  there 
was  a  necessity  for  war— any  desire  to 
shrink  from  it.  The  noble  Duke,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  myself  were  associated 
together  in  the  Crimean  War ;  and  dur- 
ing the  Franco- German  AVar  we  took 


measures  which  would  have  entailed 
war  if  certain  matters  had  arisen  with 
regard  to  Belgium.  Mr.  Gladstone  laid 
down  the  other  day,  in  language  which 
electrified  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  country,  that  he  was  prepared  to  go 
as  far  as  possible  to  maintain  the  honour 
of  the  country;  but  to  say  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  is  opposed  to  going  to  war 
when  a  real  necessity  arises  is  a 
very  different  thing.  The  noble  Duke 
forgets  one  thing  when  he  disputes  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of 
the  constituencies.  There  is,  I  believe, 
no  absolute  Sovereign  in  the  world  who 
can  command  the  energies  of  a  nation  to 
that  degree  that  a  Government  in  this 
country  can,  if  it  is  bcuiked  up  by  the 
opinion  of  the  nation.  I  believe  that 
our  latent  power — I  do  not  say  our  imme- 
diate power — of  defence — in  some  cases 
even  of  aggression — ^is  greater  in  a  de- 
gree than  we  ourselves  realize,  or  than 
is  realized  by  other  countries  ;  but  I  am 
convinced  that  the  power  can  only  be 
usefully  put  into  action  when  the  opinion 
of  the  country  is  unanimously  in  favour 
of  its  exercise.  Therefore,  in  moulding 
your  policy  you  cannot  exclude  from 
sight  the  views  which  the  people  of  Eng- 
land will  take  of  the  course  proposed  to 
be  pursued.  I  believe  that  self-govern- 
ment will  be  better  for  the  Soudanese 
people  than  the  imposition  of  a  foreign 
and  Egyptian  Government.  To  the 
establishment  of  a  purely  English  Go- 
vernment in  the  heart  of  Africa,  which 
is  the  only  other  alternative,  this  country 
will  never  consent.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  question  of  civilization  by  war.  No 
doubt  civilization  sometimes  follows  war. 
That,  however,  appears  to  me  a  very 
different  thing  from  instituting  war 
voluntarily,  on  the  strength  of  vague 
opinion,  which  you  cannot  be  sure  of 
carrying  out.  The  chief  tendency  of 
this  debate  has  been  to  show  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  some  distinguished  in- 
dividu£ils  in  jour  Lordships'  House,  it 
is  desirable  that  we  should  go  on  and 
conquer,  and  even  for  an  indefinite  time 
keep,  Khartoum,  with  the  view  of 
creating  a  stable  Government,  which  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  himself  has  told  us  is  a 
thing  which  could  only  be  done  in  many 
years'  time. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  that  the  people 
of  this  country  were  divided  into  two 
classes — those  who   wished   to  remain 
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in  the  Soudan,  and  those  who  were 
very  sorry  that  they  had  ever  gone 
there.  He  be]  onged  himself  to  the  latter 
class.  He  had  never  been  able  to  un- 
derstand the  reason  of  the  first  Expedi- 
tion to  Suakin.  It  was  ostensibly  sent 
out  to  rescue  a  garrison  which  was  an- 
nihilated before  they  began  operations 
against  the  Arabs.  He  was  equally  at 
a  loss  to  understand  why  the  second  Ex- 
pedition was  undertaken.  Those  mur- 
derous Expeditions  had,  in  fact,  always 
been  incomprehensible  to  him.  But 
whatever  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
had  been  in  the  past,  they  were  now 
pursuing  what  he  held  to  be  the  right 
policy ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  have 
no  hesitation  in  supporting  them,  as 
against  the  Eesolution  of  the  noble  Earl. 
The  successes  of  their  troops  would  not 
be  considered  less  great  because  they 
were  now  abandoning  an  undertaking 
which  ought  never  to  have  been  begun. 
It  was  said  that  they  ought  not  to  leave 
the  Soudan,  lest  it  should  lapse  into 
anarchy.  But  they  should  leave  intact 
the  system  of  tribal  Government  which 
prevailed  in  that  region ;  and,  conse- 
quently, there  was  no  special  reason  to 
apprehend  anarchy.  The  tribes  would 
still  remain  subject  to  their  own  forms 
of  Government.  Glorious  as  the  work 
of  civilization  in  the  Soudan  might  be, 
he  did  not  think  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  undertake  it.  They  had  done  their 
fair  share  of  duty  as  a  civilizing  Power. 
Their  object  in  keeping  India,  for 
example,  was  not  to  benefit  themselves, 
but  simply  to  benefit  the  inhabitants  of 
that  vast  country.  Were  they  obliged 
to  establish  a  second  India  in  Africa  ? 
He  did  not  underrate  the  power  of  this 
country ;  but  he  thought  they  had  quite 
enough  on  their  hands  without  under- 
taking anything  more. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED  observed 
that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  had 
adroitly  confused  the  good  conduct  of 
the  soldiers  in  the  field  with  the  military 
reputation  of  the  country.  The  soldiers 
had  been  placed  in  circumstances  of  diffi- 
culty, not  by  their  own  act,  and  had 
behaved  nobly.  The  military  reputation 
of  the  country  included  the  capacity  of 
the  Government  to  organize,  and  direct 
to  a  successful  issue,  a  military  opera- 
tion. In  that  the  Government  had  igno- 
xniniously  failed,  and  their  military  repu- 
tation had  correspondingly  suffered. 
When  the  Eetum  of  those  who  had  died 


in  Egypt  should  be  furnished,  the  publio 
would  read  that  melancholy  record  with 
shame  and  sorrow,  and  would  grieve 
that  so  many  good  lives  had  been  lost  to 
so  little  purpose. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNEAVEN  said,  he 
had  listened  with  disappointment  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  had 
expected  to  hear  some  reasons  given  for 
the  extraordinary  change  of  policy 
which  had  taken  place.  The  nohle 
Earl  had  vindicated  the  character  of 
their  soldiers  ;  but  that  vindication  was 
quite  unnecessary.  The  noble  Earl  had 
thought  it  to  be  necessary,  owing  to 
some  misunderstanding  of  what  was 
said  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Field  Marshal  (Lord  Napier  of  Mag- 
dala)  who  sat  on  the  Cross  Benches. 
The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  think  that  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  said  that  in- 
delible disgrace  had  fallen  upon  the 
British  Army ;  but  what  he  did  say  was, 
that  owing  to  the  death  of  General  Gor- 
don and  the  capture  of  Khartoum  an  in- 
delible disgrace  had  fallen  upon  them— 
his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  said  no- 
thing at  all  about  the  Army.  Only  a 
short  time  ago,  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  passed  a  well-deaerved  eulogiom 
upon  the  gallant  way  in  which  their 
soldiers  had  behaved.  The  noble  £aH 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  was  also  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  said 
anything  about  the  government  of  the 
Soudan ;  what  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  commented  upon  was  the  fact  that 
that  country  was  so  peaceful  that  it  had 
been  possible  for  three  Englishmen  to 
travel  30  miles  from  Suakin  and  be  safe. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  Statt 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  made  use  of  an 
argument  which  was  generally  brought 
forward  in  debates  of  that  kind,  and 
had  asked  whether  the  House  wished 
the  country  to  incur  the  great  expense 
of  going  to  Khartoum  and  eittablishing 
a  settled  Government  there,  and  ao  on. 
But  he  would  remind  the  noble  Eaxi 
that  what  the  noble  Duke  (the  Dake  of 
Argyll)  and  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
(Lord  Napier  of  Magdala)  recommended 
to  be  done  was  what  Her  MaieeCj*s 
Government  a  few  weeks  ago  said  they 
intended  to  do.  They  did  not  want  a 
Justification  of  what  the  OoverameBt 
announced  as  their  policy  a  short  time 
ago ;  what  they  wanted  was  a  jtistifica- 
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tion  of  the  change  that  had  Bince  taken 
place.  He  would  not  go  into  the  details 
of  all  "this  sad,  eventful  history;"  he 
would  limit  himself  to  what  liad  taken 
place  in  the  Soudan.  He  believed  their 
misfortunes  in  that  country  originated  in 
the  fact  that  they  allowed  their  Eepre- 
sentative  to  tell  Egypt  that  she  must 
abandon  the  Soudan,  without  making 
any  provision  for  the  evacuation  of  the 
garrisons,  and  without  making  any  pro- 
vision for  their  safety  ourselves.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
use  words  too  strong  to  express  what  he 
felt  on  that  point.  He  thought  no 
nation  was  ever  guilty  of  a  more 
cowardly  or  criminal  act  than  this 
country  was,  in  compelling  Egypt  to 
abandon  her  own  soldiers — not  allowing 
her  to  do  anything  for  them,  while  not 
taking  any  step  to  secure  their  safety 
ourselves.  The  result  of  that  was,  that 
General  Gordon  was  sent  on  his  Mission 
to  Khartoum.  And  that  was  the  only 
point  upon  which  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Duke.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand how  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  were  to  be  justified  for  thinking 
that  General  Gordon  could  possibly 
carry  out  such  an  undertaking;  for 
their  Lordships  would  remember  that 
he  was  sent,  not  only  to  report  on 
the  best  means  of  evacuating  the 
garrisons,  but  that  he  was  allowed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ac- 
cept the  post  of  Governor  General  of 
the  Soudan,  and  that  it  was  his  duty, 
not  only  to  report  upon  the  garrisons, 
but  to  take  means  for  evacuating  them, 
and  to  check  the  Slave  Trade.  He  could 
not  understand  how  the  Government 
could  think  that  that  great  task  could 
be  sQcoessfully  accomplished  by  one 
man,  sent  out  unaided,  as  General  Gor- 
don was.  He  wanted  to  impress  upon 
their  Lordships  that  there  was  no  doubt 
about  what  the  duties  of  General 
Gordon  were,  and  about  the  objects  of 
Lord  Wolseley's  Expedition.  The  ob- 
ject of  sending  out  that  Expedition  was 
primarily  the  rescue  of  General  Gordon 
and  those  whom  he  wished  to  bring 
away,  and  also  to  provide  a  proper  de- 
fence against  an  attack  on  Egypt.  There 
were  also  other  aims  —  namely,  the 
evacuation  of  the  garrisons,  crushing 
the  Hahdi,  establishing  some  sort  of 
orderly  Government,  and  checking  the 
Slave  Trade.  All  those  details  were 
^pocified,  and  some  of  them  wero  not 
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possible  to  be  carried  out.  General 
Gordon  was  killed  and  Khartoum  was 
taken,  and  the  garrisons  could  not  be 
saved.  But  there  remained  other  work 
for  the  Expedition  to  do.  After  the 
failure  of  the  Expedition  in  its  primary 
object  of  rescuing  General  Gordon,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  formulated  dis- 
tinctly what  their  intentions  were  and 
what  their  policy  was.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfEairs  said,  in  a  debate  on  the  18th  of 
February,  that  orders  might  have  been 
given  to  Lord  Wolseley  to  retreat  on 
the  fall  of  Khartoum ;  but  the  noble 
Earl  dismissed  that  idea,  his  own  words 
being  that  there  were  overwhelming 
objections  to  that  course,  both  military 
and  political,  because  it  would  not  only 
have  exposed  Egypt  to  great  danger  of 
invasion,  but  it  might  have  exposed 
England  to  injury  and  insult  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.  The  noble  Earl 
said  it  was  necessary  to  explain  to  Gene- 
ral Wolseley  what  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was — namely,  to  check  the 
advance  of  the  Mahdi,  and  for  that  pur- 
pose to  destroy  the  power  of  the  Mahdi 
at  Khartoum.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Prime  Minister  made  a  very  similar 
statement  in  '*  another  place."  He  said 
the  Mahdi  had  become  powerful  by  the 
fall  of  Khartoum,  and  the  Government 
were  determined  to  destroy  the  power  of 
the  Mahdi  at  Khartoum ;  and  in  many 
words  he  said  what  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  said  in  few  words— that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  do  so  for  the  safety  of  Egypt, 
and  that  they  were  in  honour  boimd  to 
set  up  some  form  of  Government  in  the 
Soudan,  and  to  check  the  Slave  Trade. 
The  noble  Earl  spoke  very  clearly  on 
that  point.  He  said  the  Government 
must  explain  that  what  they  desired  to 
see  was  a  settled  Government  in  the 
Soudan,  the  best  that  could  be  estab- 
lished, and  that  some  arrangement  must 
be  made  with  the  Egyptian  Government 
by  way  of  subsidy ;  and  that  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  settled  Government  in  the 
Soudan  faithfully  interpreted  the  desire 
of  the  Government.  The  noble  Earl 
finished  by  saying  that,  as  far  as  their 
interests  were  concerned,  their  policy  was 
that  they  should  hold  their  own  in  the 
country  for  the  benefit  and  advantage 
of  the  people,  and  in  the  best  manner 
that  could  be  arranged.  The  Marquess 
of   Hartington,  in    the    other  House, 
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spoke,  if  possible,  more  strongly,  and  in 
the  same  direction.  He  said  that  after 
the  fall  of  Khartoum  the  lesson  must  be 
taught,  not  only  to  Central  Africa,  but 
to  the  whole  Empire,  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  would  not  be  reversed ; 
that  it  concerned  the  safety  of  their 
Indian  Empire,  and  so  on.  The  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Oolonies  also 
spoke  perfectly  clearly  and  strongly. 
He  said  it  was  clear  that,  with  a  fanati- 
cal Army  and  Chief  at  Khartoum,  Egypt 
would  not  be  safe,  and  that  they  were 
bound  to  secure  the  Khedive  from  the 
danger  of  an  irruption  from  that  quar- 
ter; that  the  Government  did  not  say 
that  Khartoum  and  Berber  were  to  be 
held  by  this  or  that  Chief,  but  that  they 
did  say  they  must  be  held  by  some 
power  that  was  not  opposed  to  the 
maintenance  of  peace,  and  that  was  not 
a  danger  to  the  independence  of  Egypt. 
What  he  wished  to  impress  upon  their 
Lordships  was,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, only  a  very  few  weeks  ago, 
announced  as  strongly  and  plainly  as 
men  could  speak  that  their  policy  was 
to  go  on  to  Khartoum ;  that  they  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  do  so  for  the 
safety  of  Egypt ;  that  their  object  was 
to  set  up  some  stable  form  of  Govern- 
ment there,  and  to  put  a  check  on  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  way  in  which  that 
was  begun  was  by  giving  instructions 
to  Lord  "Wolseley,  and  he  therefore  de- 
termined to  concentrate  his  troops  in 
summer  quarters ;  a  railway  was  to  be 
constructed,  and  an  autumn  campaign 
was  to  be  undertaken.  Having  those 
instructions  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, Lord  Wolseley  spoke  in  the  same 
strain  himself.  Speaking  to  one  of 
General  Gordon's  officers,  who  had 
escaped  from  Khartoum,  he  said — 

"  We  mean  to  destroy  the  power  of  the 
Mahdi  at  Khartoum,  no  matter  how  long  it 
wiUtake;" 

and  he  further  said — 

"  You  know  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
incapable  of  drawing  back  from  any  enterprize 
they  have  begun.*' 

That  was  an  unfortunate  statement  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  was 
perfectly  certain  that  they  were  not 
only  capable  of  drawing  back  from  an 
enterprize  they  had  begun,  but  that 
they  were  actually  incapable  of  con- 
tinuing in  any  enterprize  on  which  they 
had  started.  From  those  facts  it  was 
clear  that  the  Government  .formulated  a 
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strong  and  distinct  policy  a  short  time 
ago ;  and  what  he  desired  to  find  out, 
if  the  Government  would  give  them  any 
information,  was  what  had  occurred  to 
change  the  policy  of  the  Government 
It  had  been  given  as  a  reason  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  and  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  the  other  House  that,  owing  to 
present  circumstances,  it  was  necessary 
to  hold  the  whole  of  the  militcury  re- 
sources of  the  country  available  for  ser- 
vice, including  the  Forces  in  the  Soudan. 
That  was  perfectly  natural  and  under- 
standable ;  but  surely  no  one  would  dis- 
pute that  the  whole  military  resources  of 
the  country  were  available  wherever  they 
might  be  required  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Empire.  But  the  real  reason  came 
out  shortly  after.  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  and  Mr.  Chamberlain  in  the 
other  House  explained,  practically,  that 
the  Government  had  changed  their  policy 
because,  as  they  said,  though  the  Go- 
vernment policy  had  changed,  circum- 
stances had  changed  also,  that  the  Mahdi 
was  no  longer  in  Khartoum,  that  he 
had  not  advanced  as  they  had  expected 
he  would  do,  and  that  the  same  neces- 
sity for  going  to  Khartoum  no  longer 
existed.  But  although  the  Mahdi  was 
not  personally  at  Khartoum,  he  had  only 
withdrawn  temporarily.  It  was  very 
dangerous  to  trust  to  rumours  as  to  the 
strength  or  weakness  of  the  Mahdi. 
Before  Abu  Klea  Lord  Wolseley  him- 
self reported  that  he  did  not  expect  any 
resistance ;  and  the  Mudir  of  Dongola, 
of  all  authorities,  said  that  the  Mahdi's 
forces  were  decimated  by  sickness,  that 
his  men  were  dying  of  starvation,  and 
that  he  was  being  deserted.  Exactly 
the  same  thing  was  said  now,  and,  fcx 
ail  they  could  tell,  with  no  more  truth 
than  on  former  occasions.  He  entreated 
Her  Majesty's  GK)vemm9nt  not  to  place 
reliance,  as  they  did,  on  rumours  that 
the  Mahdi*s  strength  had  fallen  oS^  and 
that  his  men  had  dispersed.  No  doubt, 
for  a  time  they  had  done  so,  in  order  to 
complete  their  agricultural  operations; 
but  no  sooner  would  the  backs  of  oar 
soldiers  be  turned  than  infallibly  they 
would  re-assemble,  and  the  Mahdi  woold 
be  as  strong  as  before.  He  would  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  the  Mahdi 
himself,  in  a  Proclamation  which  h« 
made  not  long  ago,  said  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  following  us  any  more,  and 
that  he  was  going  to  stop  and  let  the 
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sun  do  its  work  upon  our  troops.  Now, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  said  that 
beoause  the  Mahdi  did  not  follow  them 
up,  and  because  his  men  appeared  to 
have  fallen  off,  there  was  no  necessity 
to  go  to  Khartoum.  Her  Majesty's 
6o?emment,  by  the  course  they  wore 
pursuing,  were  really  signin^i^  the  com- 
mission of  the  Mahdi  as  a  Mahdi.  He 
required  success  to  prove  his  title  to  be 
a  Mahdi ;  and  if  they  left  the  country, 
as  the  Government  said  they  were  going 
to  do,  he  would  be  successful ;  he  would 
have  conquered,  and  they  would  be  un- 
successful. They  had  not  done  a  single 
thiog  that  they  went  to  the  Soudan  to 
do ;  they  had  not  rescued  General  Gor- 
don—they  were  too  late;  they  had  not 
taken  Khartoum — they  were  too  late; 
they  had  not  evacuated  a  single  garri- 
son; they  had  not  checked  the  81ave 
Trade.  They  had  done  none  of  those 
things  which  the  Government  two  or 
three  weeks  ago  said  they  were  deter- 
mined should  be  done ;  and  if  they  did 
none  of  those  things,  not  only  would 
the  Arabs  think  we  were  beaten,  but 
they  would  have  a  right  to  say  that  we 
were  beaten.  He  believed  that  Khar- 
toum was  so  situated  geographically  that 
it  most  always  be  of  great  importance. 
They  could  not  over-estimate  its  posi- 
tion. Khartoum  was  the  most  important 
pomt  of  North  Africa  for  commerce. 
All  the  trade  of  the  Soudan  went  by 
Khartoum.  If  they  wished  to  get  rid  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  to  work  the  railway, 
and  to  introduce  some  other  kind  of  in- 
dustry, they  must  go  to  Khartoum. 
Unless  they  gave  the  people  something 
else  to  do,  the  people  must  go  into  the 
only  business  they  had,  which  was  the 
Slave  Trade.  If  they  wanted  to  protect 
£gypt  and  make  it  safe — to  set  up  some 
form  of  Government,  even  if  they  had 
to  nurse  it  for  awhile,  and  to  stem  the 
barbarism  of  the  Mahdi — the  only  point 
at  which  they  could  do  that  was  at 
Khartoum.  Let  them  make  their  rail- 
way to  Berber,  bring  out  the  produce  of 
thevastProvinces  of  the  Soudan — and  let 
them  remember  what  a  vast  produce 
General  Gordon  sent  out  before,  when 
he  was  Governor  General;  let  their 
goods  go  into  the  country,  let  them  es- 
tablish their  influence,  and  they  would 
not  only  do  more  to  check  the  Slave 
Trade  Uian  by  any  other  means,  but 
they  would  erect  a  real  barrier  against 
the  incursions  of  nomadic  tribes  and  of 


religious  fanaticism — the  only  real  bar- 
rier that  could  keep  back  the  tide  of 
that  fanaticism  from  Egypt.  If  they 
went  down  to  Dongola  or  Wady  Haifa, 
or  any  other  line  that  might  be  chosen, 
nothing  would  keep  back  the  fanaticism 
of  the  Mahdi  from  getting  at  the  tribes 
behind  them.  There  were  things  that 
could  not  be  got  over,  and  among  them 
was  the  importance,  geographically, 
ethnographically,  and  commerciall}',  of 
Khartoum,  and  the  necessity  of  commu- 
nicating with  it  by  railway.  If  that 
were  carried  out,  as  the  Government  in- 
tended a  short  time  ago,  then  the  blood 
that  had  been  shed  would  have  some 
justification.  But  if  nothing  was  done 
to  carry  out  the  policy  which  they  pro- 
mulgated three  or  four  weeks  ago,  there 
was  no  justification  whatever  for  the 
blood  that  had  been  shed  and  for  the 
money  that  had  been  spent.  In  that 
case  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
guilty  of,  and  ought  to  be  indicted  for, 
wilful  murder,  for  they  would  have  done 
nothing  to  carry  out  the  aims  and  ends 
which  they  had  said  they  had  in  view. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  ; 
My  Lords,  I  should  not  have  risen  to 
join  in  this  debate  but  that  I  understand 
it  is  the  intention  of  my  noble  Friend  ' 
who  opened  this  debate  to  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division  ;  and  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain why  I  do  not  propose  to  vote  with 
him.  With  respect  to  the  past  history 
of  this  question,  very  much  has  been 
said  to-night  which  is  very  valuable, 
but  which  it  is  needless  to  repeat.  It 
is  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  failure 
of  the  Government  in  Egypt.  They 
have  failed  in  every  object  which  they 
undertook.  They  have  failed  to  make 
their  railway ;  they  have  failed  to  check 
the  Mahdi ;  they  have  failed  to  set  up 
a  Government  in  the  Soudan  ;  they  have 
failed  to  rescue  numbers  of  persons; 
they  have  failed  to  relieve  the  garrisons 
that  have  been  slaughtered,  and  they 
have  failed  to  rescue  the  heroic  General 
Gordon.  They  have  committed  all  these 
failures,  and  they  have  committed  them 
at  a  terrible  price — at  tho  price  of  Arab 
blood,  poured  out  like  water  upon  tho 
desert,  for  no  cause  or  reason  whatever 
— blood  which  has  been  as  much  thrown 
away,  blood  that  is  as  much  causelessly 
shed,  as  blood  that  is  shed — ^I  hardly 
like  to  use  the  word,  but  it  has  already 
been  used  by  noble  Friend — by  any 
vidgar  murderer  at  home.     Of  course. 
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I  do  not  accuse  the  Oovernment  of  any- 
thing but  the  most  philanthropic  and 
benevolent  motives ;  but  I  am  speaking 
not  of  motives,  but  of  results;  and, 
remembering  that  the  only  justification 
of  the  terrible  sufiFerings  of  war  is  that 
there  should  be  some  definite  cause 
which  is  really  worth  striving  for,  that 
no  such  cause  has  been  attained  by  the 
Government,  and  that  no  adequate 
efforts  have  been  made  by  them  to 
secure  their  object,  I  say  that  it  has 
been  sacrificed  by  sheer  mismanage- 
ment, blundering,  and  indecision  and 
delay.  It  is  not  adverse  fortune  abroad 
that  has  condemned  all  their  efforts  to 
failure,  but  adverse  imbecility  at  home. 
I  repeat  that  all  this  noble  Arab  blood 
has  been  causelessly  shed.  What  must 
be  said  of  that  blood,  though  happily 
less  in  quantity,  still  most  precious,  of 
our  own  countrymen — men  drawn  in 
many  cases  from  families  with  which 
your  Lordships  are  familiar — and  also 
of  men  drawn  from  all  classes  in  the 
country,  for  whom  your  sympathy  is  not 
the  less  keen — men  who  freely  gave  up 
their  lives  for  their  country's  good,  and 
never  grudged  the  sacrifice,  but  who, 
we  feel,  have  not  given  up  their  lives  at 
the  bidding  of  their  country,  but  only 
to  keep  in  power  an  incompetent  Go- 
vernment at  home.  It  is  impossible,  I 
say,  to  exaggerate  the  terrible  failures 
of  the  Government;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  impossible  to  reflect  without 
sorrow  upon  the  state  of  things  which 
we  leave  behind  us.  My  noble  Friend 
who  introduced  this  Motion  very  point- 
edly showed,  by  reference  to  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Power,  the  difference  between 
the  state  of  the  Soudan  and  the  attitude 
of  its  people  towards  us  before  those 
operations  commenced,  and  what  its 
state  and  the  feelings  of  its  people  are 
now.  He  showed  that  we  have  turned 
the  greatest  friendliness  into  the  greatest 
hostility;  and  it  is  an  hostility  which 
will  not  only  strike  ourselves.  We  have 
sown  blood  feuds  in  the  desert  from 
one  end  to  the  other ;  we  have  pointed 
out  to  Osman  Digna  and  to  the  Mahdi, 
who  are  their  enemies,  whom  they  are 
and  whom  they  are  not  to  trust;  and 
having  marked  upon  them  the  stigma 
of  that  hostility,  so  that  there  can  be  no 
mistake  in  the  minds  of  those  Chiefs  as 
to  who  are  their  enemies,  we  have  left 
these  men,  who  in  friendliness  to  us 
have  sacrificed  their  safe  position,  un- 
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protected,  undefended,  to  the  savage 
vengeance    of   their   foes.     A  further 
question  is,  in  what  state  do  we  leave- 
not  only  the  tribes  of  the  desert— in  what 
state  do  we  leave  the  power  of  Eng- 
land ?    The  power  of  England  depends 
in  no  small  degpree  in  a  belief  of  the 
reality    of    her    professions    and    the 
strength  and  honesty  of  her  purposes. 
We  have  induced  our  gallant  General, 
Lord  Wolseley,  openly  in  the  sight  ojf 
all  Egypt  and  of  all  the  world,  to  commit 
himself  to  promises  that  have  not  been 
kept,  to  threats  that  have  not  been  ful- 
filled, and  to  a  profession  of  power  which 
has  been  reduced  to  impotent  bravado. 
He  is  honest,  resolute,  and  brave  enough. 
He  has  no  doubt  of  the  truth  andreahtj 
of  the  words  he  has  been  speaking ;  bat 
he  has  found  to  his  cost  that  he  is  an 
agent  on  behalf  of  principals  who  have 
not  the  capacity  or  the  courage  to  act 
up  to  the  words  which  they  have  autho- 
rized him  to  speak.    The  great  disgrace 
does  not  fall  upon  him  alone,  but  it  falls 
upon  England,  and  upon  England's  canse 
throughout  the  world ;  and  it  affixes  the 
stigma  of  insincerity  to  any  declaration 
which  in  any  part  of  the  world  for  many 
years  to  come  we  may  make.     It  will  be 
remembered  everywhere  against  us  thai 
we  have  asked  for  the  fnendship  and 
alliance  of  men  whom  we  have  after- 
wards abandoned  to  their  fate ;  and  that 
through  the  most  trusted  General  of  our 
Army  we  have  made  promises  and  have 
announced  intentions  which  within  a  few 
weeks  we  found  that  we  had  not  the  re- 
solution to  maintain.     My  Lords,  all 
these  things  are  veiy  painful  to  think 
of;  and,  if  any  good  could  be  done  by 
casting  censure  upon  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vernment, I  should  feel  no  hesitatioa  in 
doing  it.    But  this  is  not  a  mere  Tote  of 
Censure.    It  looks  to  the  future  as  well 
as  to  the  past ;  and  when  it  looks  to  the 
future  I  must  ask  what  there  is  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs  which  justifies  vs 
in  departing  from  that  rule  which.  I 
admit,  is  not  absolutely  inexorable,  but 
which  is  generally  observed — that  ths 
devising  of  policy  should  be  left  to  ^tt^ 
Government,  and  that  the  judgment  of 
policy  when  it  has  been  devised  should 
be  left  to  Parliament.    I  have  not  gtil 
the  exact  form  of  my  noble  Friend^s 
words ;  but  we  are  asked  to  say  that  a 
settled  Gx)vernment  should  beestabliali«>d 
in  the  Eastern  Soudan.  I  think  that  was 
a  reasonable  demand  two  months  ago; 
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but  what  has  taken  place  since  then  ? 
Our  strength  in  these  countries  is  not 
the  mere  strength  of  the  sword — it  is  the 
strength  of  the  power  which  we  can 
exercise  over  the  ^eliDgs,  oyer  the  alle- 
giance, and  over  the  belief  of  their  in- 
habitants. We  can  do  nothing  if  we  are 
look  upon  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  anotner  as  enemies,  or  if  we  are  looked 
upon  with  distrust.  And  what  my  noble 
Friend  asks  us  to  do  is  not  merely  to 
cany  out  the  policy  to  which  we  assented 
six  weeks  ago ;  but  he  asks  us  to  do  it 
in  the  face  of  circumstances  which  have 
been  fundamentally  altered  by  the  action 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ooyernment.  Another 
retreat  has  taken  place ;  another  abandon- 
ment has  taken  place ;  another  disavowal 
of  our  former  promises ;  another  indication 
of  the  instability  of  our  purpose,  and  the 
worthlessnees  of  our  resolutions.  It  will 
be  weighted  with  all  the  disgrace  of  the 
last  fortnight  that  we  shiEill  undertake 
this  duty  which  my  noble  Friend  asks 
us  to  declare  it  to  be  necessary  to  under- 
take before  we  leave  the  Soudan.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  wrong,  and  that  these  things  ought 
not  to  be  done  ;  but  I  ask  whether  cir- 
cumstances exist  which  would  justify  us 
in  stepping  outside  the  well-known  path 
of  a  Legislative  Assembly,  in  laying 
down  a  policy  for  the  future  ?  I  say  that 
the  circumstances  are  no  longer  the  same 
as  they  were ;  because  by  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  we  have  lost 
much  of  our  physical,  and  all  of  our  moral, 
force.  Whether  we  ought  still  to  under- 
take this  duty  I  cannot  tell  until  I  have 
more  information.  No  information  has 
been  given  to  us.  We  have  so  little  in- 
formation that,  actually,  after  promising 
ftgain  and  again  that  he  would  explain 
to  us  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
Egypt,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville) 
has  left  it  to  his  Colleagues  in  the  other 
House,  and  he  has  never  to  this  day  told 
us  what  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  Egypt  is.  I  hope  that  is  a 
sign  of  grace ;  I  hope  it  shows  that  he  was 
acting  with  great  reluctance  in  regard 
to  the  policy  into  which  he  was  forced 
by  his  Colleagues.  But,  be  that  as  it 
may,  it  is  an  indication  of  the  paucity  of 
the  information  we  have  received.  What 
resolution  we  may  come  to  when  we 
know  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
when  all  the  correspondence  is  laid  be- 
fore us,  when  we  are  really  able  to  as- 
certain what  the  opinion  of  the  Gene- 


rals on  the  spot  is,  when  we  know  more 
of  the  steps  that  have  led  up  to  this 
disastrous  abandonment,  I  do  not  at- 
tempt to  forecast.  I  do  not  wish  to 
pledge  myself  at  all ;  but  I  do  not  feel 
that,  as  we  stand  now,  we  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  this  declaration  of  policy 
which  my  noble  Friend  asks  from  us. 
And  I  have  one  more  cause  for  hesita- 
tion which  prevents  me  voting  for  the 
Besolution.  This  may  mean  a  large 
war  —  a  long  succession  of  miUtary 
operations.  In  whose  hands  will  those 
military  operations  be  placed  ?  In  the 
hands  of  the  present  Government  ?  Is 
there  the  slightest  ground  for  believing 
that  they  will  be  conducted  with  vigour 
or  success  ?  On  the  contrary,  everything 
in  the  past  points  to  the  probability  that 
they  will  be  planned  with  as  little  fore- 
sight, will  be  conducted  with  as  much 
Srocrastination,  and  will  end  in  as  much 
isaster,  as  those  which  they  have  al- 
ready carried  on.  I  decline  to  do  any- 
thing to  set  on  foot  a  series  of  opera* 
tions  of  which  that  would  be  the  issue ; 
and  believing  that  no  advantage  will 
result  to  the  House  from  adopting  this 
Besolution — though  I  believe  heartily 
in  many  of  the  sentiments  which  have 
fallen  from  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
course  of  his  eloquent  speech — I  feel 
that  I  should  not  be  justified  in  voting 
with  him. 

Thb  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  rise  to  protract  this  debate,  but 
to  answer  one  question  that  has  been 
repeatedly  put  by  speakers  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion.  We  have  been  asked — 
*'  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  change, 
or  the  apparent  change,  in  your  purpose 
— why  do  you  not  go  to  Khartoum,  as 
you  said  you  would  do  some  months 
ago — why  have  you  abandoned  that 
intention  now?"  Well,  if  there  has 
been  any  modification  of  opinion  on  that 
subject,  it  is  not  confined  to  one  side  of 
the  House  ;  because,  if  I  recollect  aright, 
earlier  in  the  Session  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  laid  it  down  in  very  positive 
terms  that  we  should  not  go  to  Khar- 
toum. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY:  I 
never  said  anything  about  going  to 
Khartoum,  or  leaving  the  Soudan. 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY  :  The  noble 
Marquess  told  us  he  believes  that  the 
circumstances  are  altered .  That  is  true ; 
but  if  that  is  a  plea  for  him,  it  is  equally 
a  plea  for  us.     If  I  am  asked  why  we     , 
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do  not  propose  to  go  to  Kharfcoum  now, 
my  answer  is,  what  are  we  to  go  there 
for?  Do  you  mean  to  go  merely  in 
order  to  come  away  again  ?  What 
would  be  the  use  of  that  ?  We  spoke, 
no  doubt,  of  breaking  the  power  of  the 
Mahdi ;  but  for  what  purpose  did  we 
desire  that  his  power  should  be  broken  ? 
We  do  not  object  to  any  person  who 
may  be  the  Euler  of  Khartoum.  We 
have  all  along  disclaimed  any  intention 
of  establishing  a  permanent  influence 
there.  From  first  to  last  our  object  has 
been  one  and  the  same — namely,  to  take 
such  steps  as  seemed  to  us  necessary 
and  likely  to  be  effectual  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Egypt.  That  is  the  only 
interest  we  have  in  the  matter ;  and  we 
believe  that  the  necessary  lesson  has 
been  taught  to  the  Arabs,  and  that  after 
the  experience  they  have  had  of  the 
English  arms  they  will  not  attack  us 
again,  nor  attempt  to  molest  our  Egyp- 
tian garrisons.  We  also  believe  that 
the  Mahdi  is  no  longer  a  dangerous 
enemy;  and,  therefore,  why  should  we 
throw  away  any  more  lives  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  advancing  to  Khartoum  ? 
If  we  were  intending  to  abandon  Egypt, 
and  to  leave  to  the  mercy  of  any  invade 
ing  Power  those  Egyptian  Natives  whom 
we  had  undertaken  to  protect,  then  I 
quite  admit  that  the  charge  which  has 
been  made  against  us  would  be  true. 
But  we  have  not  avowed  any  intention 
of  that  kind ;  we  have  not  formed  any 
such  intention ;  and  so  long  as  we  hold 
ourselves  responsible  for  the  defence  of 
Egypt,  which  so  long  as  we  occupy  it 
we  do,  then,  whether  Egypt  will  be 
defended  most  effectually  on  the  Frontier 
or  by  aggressive  operations  in  the 
Soudan  may  be  an  important  niilitary 
question,  but  it  is  not  a  question  of 
policy.  It  has  been  said  by  some  noble 
Lords  that  there  has  been  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  Arab  blood  shed ;  but  the 
justification  is  very  clear  and  perfectly 
conclusive  to  my  mind.  Who  are  these 
Arab  tribes  ?  They  were  engaged  in  an 
aggressive  movement  for  the  propagation 
by  force  of  arms  of  their  religious  views. 
We  have  checked  them ;  we  may  feel 
tolerably  sure  that  after  the  defeats  they 
have  sustained  they  will  not  repeat  their 
attempt ;  and,  therefore,  the  operations 
in  which  we  have  been  engaged  have 
bad  the  desired  result.  I  cannot  pass 
entirely  without  notice  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Duke  behind  me  (the  Duke  of 
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Argyll),  who  ranged  over  various  topics 
which  were,  no  doubt,  very  important 
but  most  of  which  have  been  discussed 
by  your  Lordships  on  several  previous 
occasions.     I    must    protest,    however, 
against  a  doctrine  which  the  noble  Duke 
avowed  plainly  and  frankly,  and  which 
I  think  is  accepted  by  a  good  many  of 
your  Lordships.     The  noble  Duke  said 
that  we  should   fail   in   our  duties  to 
civilization,  and  should  not  be  realizing 
the  designs  of  Providence,  if  we  did 
not  undertake  to  subjugate  that  coantij 
of    the    Soudan    in    the    interests  of 
civilization.    The  noble  Duke  was  verj 
indignant  with  us  that  we  had  dedined 
to  undertake  that  task;    and  he  was 
still  more  indignant  that  we  had  de- 
clined  to  do    it   on    the  ground   that 
we  are  overweighted  already.    I  main* 
tain  that   it   is    not    our    business  to 
take  possession  of  every  part  of  the 
world  which  is  inhabited    oy  savages, 
and  which  it  might  be  in  our  power  to 
civilize.     I  want  to  know  where  obliga- 
tions of  this  kind  are  to  end.     Have  we 
no  duties  nearer  home?    Is  it  assured 
that  our  civilization  is  so  perfect  that  we 
have  nothing  to  do  within  a  few  miles 
of  the  place  where  we  are  now  sitting? 
Oan  we  say  that  we  are  so  absolutelj 
free  from  poverty  and  distress  that  we 
can    afford    to    spend    millions    upoa 
millions  on  the  improvement  of  races 
with  whom  we  have  no  connection  ?  And, 
further,  if  it  be  the  duty,  which  I  do  not 
admit,  on  the  part  of  any  Power  which 
is  civilized  to  conquer  savage  races  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  their  conditioa, 
then  I  contend  we  have  done  our  full  share 
of  that  work,  and  are  doing  it  now.    I 
do  not  go  into  the  question  how  far  oar 
object  has  been  to  benefit  them,  or  how 
far  our  presence  has  been  an  unmixed 
benefit ;    but    when    we    consider   th« 
millions  of  people  whom  we  have  to  look 
after  at  home,  and  the  claims  upon  us  of 
our  Empire  with  its  immense  popnlatinn, 
I  think  it  is  rather  extraordinary  on  the 
part  of  anyone,  whether  he  be  an  Eng- 
lishman or  a  foreigner,  to  say  to  us — 
''  You  have  not  done  your  share  in  the 
civilizing  work.''     The  noble  Duke  said 
that  other  nations  were  going  into  AfrkA 
and  undertaking  the  duty  which  we  bad 
refused  to  undertake;    but    the  other 
nations  referred  to  here  only  tried  tA 
colonize  Africa  because  they  had  no  Colf^ 
nies  elsewhere.  We  have  established  uur 
hold  on  all  those  parts  of  the  world  whic^ 
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are  best  suited  to  European  Settlements ; 
they  have  only  taketf  those  parts  which 
we  have  left.  The  noble  Duke  then 
proceeded  to  draw  a  graphic  picture  of 
the  benefits  which  would  arise  from  our 
oocupation  of  the  Soudan.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  be  an  authority  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  I  haye  read  the  writings  of 
recent  travellers  in  that  country  ;  and  I 
believe  those  countries  hold  out  very 
different  prospects  from  those  which  are 
claimed  for  it.  Trade,  no  doubt,  exists ; 
but  the  only  trade  is  l^at  in  slaves  and 
in  ivory,  the  former  of  which  we  are 
putting  down,  the  latter  of  which  will 
soon  come  to  an  end  when  the  few  ele- 
phants which  remain  are  destroyed.  But 
even  if  I  am  wrong — ^if  we  are  to 
derive  great  benefits  from  the  trade  of 
the  Soudan,  is  it  necessary  for  that  pur- 
poee  to  conquer  the  country  ?  You  can 
hardly  imagine  a  more  savage  race  of 
people  than  the  great  majority  of  those 
who  inhabit  the  West  Coast  of  Africa ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  old  observation  that 
our  best  trade  is  done  with  races  there 
with  whom  we  have  no  connection  as 
rulers,  or  in  any  way  except  as  traders. 
There  is  one  other  remark  I  would 
make.  We  are  told  that  bj  holding 
the  Soudan  we  should  induce  the  Arabs 
to  accept  our  civilization,  and  make 
ourselves  popular  with  them.  I  can 
name  a  country  a  good  deal  nearer  home 
where  we  have  e£Pectually  established 
our  political  and  administrative  power, 
and  where  we  have  not  succeeded,  never- 
theless, in  gaining  the  affections  of  the 
people.  I  very  much  doubt  whether  at 
any  time  we  could  bring,  unless  at  quite 
di^nx>portionate  expense,  that  vast  and 
desert  country  within  the  reach  of  civiliza- 
tion, even  if  we  could  reckon  upon  peace 
and  the  absolute  non-interference  of 
other  European  Powers,  which,  as  we 
know,  is  not  a  condition  likely  to  be 
realized. 

Tm  Duke  op  MAELBOROUGH 
said,  that  this  subject  involved,  not  only 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sondian,  but  their  whole  policy.  This 
question,  indeed,  was  a  pivot  on  which 
the  judgment  of  the  country  would  be 
asked  on  the  whole  Government  policy 
^  the  nest  Election.  In  listening  to 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  he  had  hoped  to  hear  a 
poHcy  enunciated  which  would  serve  as 
a  kind  of  rook  to  which  they  might  cling 
is  the  midst  of  the  political  devastation 


which  surrounded  them.  He  had  been 
disappointed,  however.  He  maintained 
that  the  function  of  the  Opposition  was 
not  one  merely  of  criticism ;  they  ought 
to  place  an  alternative  policy  before  the 
country.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
have  been  difficult  for  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  have  given  some  indication  in 
that  respect;  but  in  the  absence  of  such 
an  indication  they  could  only  assume 
that  the  fatal  error  which  clung  to  the 
character  of  the  Liberal  Party  was  also 
characteristic  of  the  Conservative  Party 
— namely,  a  persistent  trimming.  He 
regretted  that  neither  from  the  Govern- 
ment nor  from  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  their  Lordships  received  the 
indication  of  a  definite  policy  with  re- 
gard to  the  Soudan.  The  statement  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  as  to 
spending  millions  in  the  Soudan  came 
with  a  very  bad  grace  from  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  already  wasted  some 
£10,000,000  in  Egypt,  and  that  for  no 
apparent  object  whatever. 

Lord  DENM  AN  said,  that  the  suppo- 
sition of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
that  the  Mahdi  was  overawed  by  our 
Forces  was  quite  unfounded,  and  the 
anxiety  of  the  Government  to  withdraw 
from  the  Soudan  would  greatly  em- 
bolden him.  If  he  were  quiet  now,  it 
was  reeuler  pour  mieux  sauter — he  was 
a  fanatic  who  would  convert  all  whom 
he  captured  to  his  form  of  Mahomme- 
danism  on  pain  of  death.  But  as  to  the 
Government — in  the  words  of  the  Poet 
Cowper,  late  a  Clerk  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  wrote  what  was  applicable  to 
the  Ministry — 

'*  They  trust  in  armies,  but  their  courage 
dies ;  ■  * 

— not  the  courage  of  the  troops,  who 
want  support  at  home.    The  Ministry 
also  trust — 
"  In  wisdom,  wealth,  in  fortune,  and  in  lies  *' 

— not  lies  by  themselves,  but  in  their 

believing  reports  of  the  enemy  being 

daunted ;  and,  in  the  words  of  the  poet 

which  follow: — 

**  And  all  they  trust  in  fails  them,  as  it  must. 

If   he  command  in  whom  they  place  no 

trust." 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  listened  with  some 
astonishment  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (the  Earl  of  Derby),  and  the  reasons     ^ 
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which  had  been  given  for  the  oooupation 
of  the  Soudan.  He  did  not  believe 
in  blank  cartridge  Motions,  and  was 
anxious  to  divide.  Without  having  had 
any  communication  with  the  Leaders  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  he  had  expected 
they  would  have  supported  this  Motion, 
especially  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  House  carried  a  somewhat  similar 
Resolution  by  a  large  majority  on  the 
25th  of  February;  but  he  was  disap- 
pointed in  this  reasonable  expectation, 
and  having  regard  to  the  empty  state  of 
the  House  at  that  moment  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  He  was 
quite  satisfied  with  the  debate  that  it 
had  aroused. 

Amendment  and  Original  Motion  (by 
leave  of  the  House)  mthdraum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Monday,  lUh  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «mtfVfor«rf  in  Ckmmitteg 

— £3,360,S00,  on  Account,   Cnrn.  Sbbvicb 

AND  Rbtenue  Departments. 
Public    Bills— Orii^fif— Princess  Beatrice's 

Annuity. 
Ordertd— First  JSmm^m^  ~  Crofters*  Holdings 

(SooUand)[184]. 
ComimitUe  —  Metropolis      Management     Acts 

Amendment  [138]  [House  counted  out]. 
Chmmitte*  —  Report  —  Honorary  Freedom  of 

Boroughs  [1531. 
Third  Beudimg — Local  Government  Provisional 

Orders   (Poor    Law)    (No.  *)•  [116],   and 

IKiYA^A^iTM— Bedistribution  of  Seats  *  [16]. 
QUESTIONS. 

0 

ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (IRELAND)— 
NEWTOWNBARRT  BRIDGE. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (for  Mr. 
Small)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  presentment  in  the  barony 
of  Scarawalsh,  and  county  of  Wexford, 
for  making  a  footpath  oyer  Newtown - 
barry  Bridge  at  an  expense  of  £85  was 
brought  forward  at  the  November  Pre- 
sentment Sessions  and  afterwards  passed 
finally  at  March  Assises,  although,  as 

ThBtrUf  Wemyu 


the  amount  exceeded  £50,  it  onght  to 
have  been  sent  back  to  the  next  Pre- 
sentment Sessions  following  March  As- 
sizes, to  be  approved  or  disapproved 
before  being  finally  passed,  aooordinf^  to 
the  provisions  of  the  6th  and  7th  Wil- 
liam lY.  c.  116,  s.  27 ;  and,  what  steps 
will  be  taken  to  rectify  this  illegal 
action? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN: 
The  statements  of  fact  of  this  Questioii 
are,  I  am  informed,  correct.  A  qaestion 
was  raised  beforetheGrand  Jury  whether 
the  work  in  question  was  a  new  bridge, 
in  which  case  it  should  have  been  re- 
ferred back  under  the  27th  section  of 
the  Act,  or  an  addition  to  or  improve- 
ment of  an  existing  bridge,  in  which 
case  the  27th  section  would  not  apply, 
and  the  Orand  Jury  appear  to  have 
adopted  the  latter  view.  I  am  advised 
that  it  is  not  necessary  that  any  steps 
should  be  taken  in  respect  of  the  action 
of  the  Grand  Jury. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  COURTB- 

FAIR  RENTS— CASE  OF SHORTAL. 

Mb.  MAEUM  asked  the  Finandsl 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  hit 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case 
of  one  Shortal,  a  tenant,  who  applied  to 
the  Land  Commission  Court,  on  cxronit 
in  Kilkenny,  upon  the  28th  ultimo,  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  in  ordinary  eouae; 
whether  the  landlord  resisted  the  appli- 
cation, on  the  ground  that  the  tenant 
succeeded  his  father,  in  1877,  in  oocapa- 
tion,  but  that  no  letters  of  administratioa 
had  been  taken  out  by  the  i^ipHcaat; 
that,  after  the  father's  death,  reeeipte 
were  given  to  the  representatives  (in  the 
plural)  of  Shortal,  deceased ;  that 

the  tenant  now  applied  to  the  legal 
Assistant  Commissioner  to  be  aroointed 
special  limited  administrator,  nnaer  sae- 
tions  fourteen  and  three  of  '*  The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 ;  *'  whether  the 
legal  Assistant  (Commissioner  rinsed 
the  application  upon  the  ground,  amongst 
others,  that  the  Treasury  has  issued  a 
Minute  requesting  the  Land  Commissiott 
Bench  not  to  grant  such  limited  ad* 
ministrations;  whether  such  is  the  tmA; 
and,  if  so,  will  the  Oovemment  lay  a 
Copv  of  such  alleged  IGnute  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House;  whether  the  dil^ 
ference  of  assessment  of  Stamp  Doty  is 
the  main  or  only  reason  of  the  iasae  ol 
the  alleged  Minute ;  and,  whether  the 
Treasury  will  be  prepared  to  modify  the 
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the  tenns  of  the  Miniite,  if  issued,  so  as 
Bot  to  impair  the  beneficial  operation  of 
the  Land  Law  (L-eland)  Act,  1881, 
especially  in  regard  to  small  tenancies 
and  poor  class  of  tenants  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  made  inquiry 
into  this  case,  and  it  appears  that 
Shortal's  complaint  rests  on  a  mis- 
apprehension. No  such  rule  has  been 
made  by  the  Treasury.  The  sections  of 
the  Land  Act  quoted  do  not  apply  to 
this  ease ;  and  tiie  application  was  not 
dismissed  by  the  Sub-Commissioner,  but 
only  adjourned.  This  is  not  a  small 
holding,  but  one  for  which  administra- 
tioB  clearly  ought  to  be  taken  out.  I 
most  not  be  supposed  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case  as  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant. 

EDUCATION  DEPAKTMENT— THE  NEW 
CODE  —  THE  INSTBUCTIONS  TO 
INSPECTORS. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  he  can  now  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  ''  Instruc- 
tions" to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Schools  with  reference  to  the  interpre- 
tation which  they  are  required  to  place 
on  the  New  Code,  and  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  are  required  to  carry  out  its 
proTisions  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  reports  of 
the  Tarious  conferences  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  are  at  present  under  con- 
sideration ;  and  I  expect  that  the  in- 
structions which  are  based  thereon  as  to 
the  New  Code  will  be  ready  in  a  few 
days. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  EDU- 
CATION  OF  THE  BLIND,  DEAF,  AND 
DUMB  —  INQUIRY  BY  ROYAL  COM- 
MISSION. 

Mb.  ACKEBS  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  the  Gk)Temment  will  grant  an 
inquiry  into  the  education  and  condition 
of  the  deaf  in  the  United  Kingdom  and 
Dependencies  by  means  of  a  Boyal 
CommisBion,  or  otherwise  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  The  question  of 
an  inquiry  into  the  education  of  the 
blind,  deaf,  and  dumb  is  now  under  the 
eootideration  of  the  Government ;  and  I 
expect  that  a  decision  will  shortly  be 
aniTedat. 


THE  WESTERN  PACIFIC— THE  ANGLO- 
GERMAN  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  a.  M'AETHUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  House  if  the 
Anglo-German  Commission  whioh  lately 
sat  in  London  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering certain  questions  connected  with 
the  administration  of  affairs  in  the 
Western  Pacific  has  terminated  its 
labours;  whether  he  can  state  what 
recommendations  the  Commissioners 
have  made,  especially  with  regard  to 
trade  and  navigation,  to  the  labour 
traffic,  and  to  the  question  of  supplying 
arms,  ammunition,  and  spirituous  liquors 
to  the  natives;  and,  what  prospect 
there  is  of  the  Governments  of  Great 
Britain  and  Germany  arriving  at  a 
common  understanding  on  these  sub- 
jects? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY;  The  Anglo- 
German  Commissioners,  who  have  been 
lately  considering  this  subject,  have  re- 
ported their  recommendations  to  their 
respective  Governments.  They  have 
recommended,  besides  a  delimitation  of 
the  special  spheres  of  influence  of  the 
two  Governments,  that  they  shall  mu- 
tually grant  perfect  freedom  and  equality 
of  trade,  navigation,  and  domicile. 
With  regard  to  the  labour  traffic,  they 
recommend  that  Germany  should  pass 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  recruitment 
similar  to  those  already  passed  bv  the 
British  Legislature,  both  Imperial  and 
Colonial,  and  which  they  pronounce 
sufficient  to  provide  all  necessary  se- 
curities, if  they  are  only  properly  en- 
forced— in  short,  they  consider  that  the 
labour  trade  should  be  regulated  by  an 
uniform  rather  than  by  a  common  con- 
trol by  the  two  Governments.  As  to  the 
sale  of  arms  and  intoxicating  liquors, 
they  agree  that  in  all  places  under  the 
control  of  their  respective  Governments 
the  gift  or  sale  to  Natives  of  these  things 
should  be  strictly  prohibited.  They 
further  recommend,  with  reference  to 
islands  not  yet  under  the  control  of  any 
European  I^ower,  that  German  and 
British  subjects  should  be  prohibited 
from  carrying  thither  arms  or  alcoholic 
liquors,  and  they  suggest  that  the  other 
Naval  Powers  should  be  invited  to  adopt 
a  similar  course  of  action  with  respect 
to  their  subjects.  With  regard  to  the 
last  Question,  I  think  I  may  say  that,  as 
far  as  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain    , 
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and  Germany  are  concerned,  there  is 
every  prospect  of  a  common  understand- 
ing being  arrived  at  on  the  matters  dis- 
cussed between  them. 

Mr.  GORST  asked,  whether  Papers 
were  being:  prepared  and  would  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  Papers 
were  being  prepared ;  but  he  could  not 
say  when  they  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  if  they  were  not 
produced  before  it  was  proposed  to  take 
the  Yote  on  this  subject,  he  should  op- 
pose it. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
should  press  on  the  Papers  as  well  as  he 
could. 

SPAIN— FAILURE  OF  THE  COMMER- 
CIAL NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  SLAGG  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AflFairs,  Whe- 
ther he  will,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
commercial  arrangements  with  Spain, 
provide  that  relief  shall  be  afforded  to 
British  exporters  in  regard  to  the  in- 
tricate regulations  of  the  Spanish  Cus- 
toms, which  require  certificates  of  origin 
on  all  invoices  from  this  country  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  :  I 
am  well  aware  of  the  importance  of  the 
subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
adverted,  and  can  assure  the  House  that 
at  the  proper  time  it  shall  receive  due 
attention.  I  regret,  however,  to  have  to 
state  that  the  commercial  negotiations 
with  Spain  have  come  to  an  unsatisfac- 
tory termination.  The  Spanish  Govern- 
ment delayed  the  presentation  to  the 
Cortes  of  the  Declaration  of  December 
21,  1884,  which  delay  prevented  the  sub- 
sequent negotiations  intended  to  remedy 
the  treatment  of  Yorkshire  woollen  goods 
in  the  Spanish  tariff,  which  is  of  an  es- 
pecially unfavourable  character.  They 
have  now  further  declined  to  be  bound 
by  the  engagements  recorded  in  the  De- 
claration in  regard  to  three  important 
matters— (1 )  to  the  inclusion  of  the  Colo- 
nies of  the  two  Powers ;  (2)  the  duration 
of  the  intended  arrangement,  which  they 
seek  to  terminate  in  two  years'  time; 
and  (3)  the  subsequent  negotiations  for 
the  conclusion  of  a  definitive  Treaty. 
The  ground  alleged  in  support  of  this 
contention  is  that  only  the  portions  of 
the  Declaration  recorded  in  the  law  which 
has  recently  passed  the  Cortes  are 
binding  between  the  two  Gbvemments. 

Mr,  Erelyn  AshUy 


This  law  only  includes  the  clause  Te> 
lating  to  most  favoured  nation  treatment 
in  the  Peninsula  and  the  United  King- 
dom, and  is  subject  to  the  general  pro- 
vision  of  the  Spanish  tariff  that  a  De- 
claration similar  to  that  signed  last 
December  will  not  confer  the  benefits 
of  the  further  reductions  which  are  to 
be  made  in  1887.  Parliament  would, 
therefore,  not  be  asked  to  make  the  alte- 
ration in  the  Wine  Duties  in  the  United 
Kingdom  proposed  in  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  in  return  for  an 
engagement  of  an  incomplete  nature  and 
of  short  duration,  which  will  leave 
British  trade,  after  a  brief  interval,  again 
subject  to  differential  treatment.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  only  look 
upon  this  refusal  to  fulfil  fundamental 
conditions  of  the  Declaration  of  Decem- 
ber 21,  1884,  as  the  breaking  off  by  the 
Spanish  Government  of  the  present  ne- 
gotiations ;  and  Her  Majesty^s  Minister 
at  Madrid  has  accordingly  been  instructed 
to  inform  the  Spanish  Government  that 
the  negotiations  are  at  an  end.  Papers 
are  in  preparation,  and  will  be  distributed 
during  the  Whitsuntide  Recess. 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Could  the  noble  Lord 
state  what  is  the  position  at  the  present 
moment  with  respect  to  the  Most  Fa- 
voured Nation  Clause  as  regards  Britisli 
goods  going  to  Spain  and  Spanish  goods 
coming  here  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  object  of  the  Declaration  which  is 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  is  to  ob- 
tain the  admission  into  Spain  of  Britisk 
goods  upon  an  equal  footing  with  those 
of  other  Powers.  Spanish  goods  are  bov 
admitted  into  this  country  on  the  same 
terms  as  those  of  other  Powers,  in  keep- 
ing with  the  general  commercial  policj 
of  this  country. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  this  break- 
down of  the  negotiations  will  make  any 
difference  in  the  financial  proposals  <n 
the  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
That  is  a  Question  which  ought  to  be 
addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
will  put  it  to-morrow. 

IRELAND-SALE  OF  OYSTERS. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  asked    Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  con- 
trary to  Ijaw  to  sell  oysters  io  Xrvlaad 
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daring  the  close  fishing  season,  provided 
the  oysters  are  imported  into  Ireland 
from  England  or  abroad ;  and,  whether 
the  close  fishing  season  is  different  in 
Enj^land  and  Ireland  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  :  There  is  a 
difference  in  the  close  season  for  oysters 
in  England  and  Ireland.  It  would,  I 
think,  be  very  inconvenient  to  give  a 
legal  opinion  on  an  abstract  question 
which  may  hereafter  affect  before  a 
legal  tribunal  some  particular  case  in 
which  it  may  be  sought  to  enforce  a 
penalty. 

LXGHTHOUSE  ILLUMINANTS  COM- 
MITTEE-SIR JAMES  DOUGLASS. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther Sir  James  Douglass  only  received 
£500  in  cash  and  no  shares  from  the 
Company  who  acquired  his  patent  rights 
in  lighthouse  burners;  whether  the 
Memorandum  and  Articles  of  Associa- 
tion of  that  Company  distinctly  provide 
for  payment  to  him  of  £5,000  in  cash 
and  £25,000  in  paid-up  shares;  whe- 
ther the  fact  that  Sir  James  Douglass 
being  connected  with  this  Company, 
while  at  the  same  time  he  held  the  posi- 
tion of  engineer-in-chief  to  the  Trinity 
HoQse,  was  the  main  cause  of  Dr. 
Tyndall's  withdrawal  from  the  lUumi- 
nants  Committee ;  whether,  with  regard 
to  the  Right  honourable  gentleman's 
statement  that  there  is  no  restriction  on 
lighthouse  authorities  in  the  purchase  of 
theee  burners,  the  House  is  to  under- 
stand that  the  Irish  lighthouse  autho- 
rities are  at  liberty  to  procure  tenders 
from  any  other  manufacturers  besides 
the  tiiree  English  firms  referred  to;' 
and,  with  respect  to  the  three  firms 
licensed  to  make  these  burners,  what 
experience  beyond  that  of  other  first-class 
lamp  manufacturers  have  they  had,  and 
how  many  of  these  particular  burners 
have  each  of  them  supplied  to  the  light- 
hoose  authorities  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  again  communicated  with  the 
Trinity  House  on  this  subject,  and  re- 
ceived a  reply  to  the  following  effect : — 

'*  Sir  James  Douglass  received  only  £500  in 
eiah  and  shares  in  the  Company.  Under  the 
■grrement  of  the  original  Company  the  pay- 
ments mentioned  were  specified,  but  as  the 
Company  had  been  wound  up  that  arrange- 
m«nt  was  dropped.    Under  the  articles  of  the 
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new  Company,  the  benefits  and  interests  of  the 
patentee  had  been  considerably  modified." 

The  agreement  was  open  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  if 
he  pleased.  On  the  6th  of  November 
last,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  he  stated  that  the 
Papers  on -this  subject  contained  all  the 
information  in  his  possession  regarding 
the  withdrawal  of  Dr.  Tyndall.  No  re- 
striction had  been  placed  on  the  Light- 
house Authorities  beyond  a  power  of 
veto.  No  objection  had  been  raised  to 
the  employment  of  any  respectable  firm 
competent  to  execute  the  work  ;  but  the 
Elder  Brethren  knew  of  no  respectable 
lamp  manufacturers  besides  the  three 
firms,  who  had  any  experience  what- 
ever in  the  manufacture  of  these 
burners. 

Colonel  KING-H  AEM  AN :  Does  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
Wigham  and  Co.,  of  Dublin,  are  not 
competent  to  manufacture  them  ? 

Mh.  chamberlain  :  I  have  told 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  already 
that  I  know  nothing  of  this  matter  per- 
sonally ;  but  I  have  made  inquiries  of 
the  Eider  Brethren.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  wishes  to  ask  another 
Question  he  must  put  it  on  the  Paper. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -CAPPA- 
WHITE  PRESENTMENT  SESSIONS. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
presentment  sessions  advertised  to  be 
held  on  the  30th  April  at  Cappawhite 
for  the  barony  of  Upper. Kilnemanagh, 
county  Tipperary,  fell  through  in  con- 
sequence of  the  non-attendance  of  ma- 
gistrates, although  the  required  number 
of  associated  cesspayers  were  present ; 
whether,  if  no  sessions  be  held  in  the 
barony  before  the  next  assizes,  no  pre- 
sentment for  that  barony  can  be  fiated, 
although  there  are  upwards  of  200  road 
contractors  and  others  who,  having  com- 
pleted their  contracts,  await  payment  at 
next  assizes,  but  who  will  not  receive 
their  moneys  on  account  of  the  non- 
compliance with  the  provisions  of  6  and 
7  Will.  4,  c.  116;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  apply  ^any  remedy  to  this  state 
of  things  by  enabling  the  cesspayers  to 
proceed  with  the  business  without  magis- 
trates if  the  latter  do  not  choose  to  at- 
tend, especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
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some  of  the  magistrates  are  frequently 
not  payers  of  cess  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  am  informed  that  the  facts  are  cor- 
rectly stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  Question.  There  is  no  power  in  the 
Government  to  direct  the  holding  of  a 
special  Sessions.  I  shall  ask  to  be 
advised  as  to  what  steps,  if  any,  can  be 
taken  to  remedy  any  public  inconve- 
inence  that  may  occur. 

ARTIZANS  AND  LABOURERS  DWELL- 
INGS (SCOTLAND)  ACT— THE  LEITH 
IMPROVEMENT  SCHEME. 
De.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  How 
many  years  the  Leith  Improvement 
Scheme,  in  respect  of  which  that  burgh 
obtained  from  the  Treasury  a  loan  of 
£100,000,  under  the  Artizans'  and  La- 
bourers' Dwellings  (Scotland)  Act,  has 
been  in  operation,  and  how  many  arti- 
zans' and  labourers'  dwellings  have 
been  erected  or  commenced  under  it; 
and,  whether  he  has  sanctioned  any 
alteration  of  the  plans  or  curtailment  of 
the  space  originally  proposed  to  be  laid 
out  as  sites  for  working  class  dwellings ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  is  true  that  a 
portion  of  that  space  has  been  sold  for 
the  erection  of  a  distillery,  and  another 
portion  ofiPered  as  a  site  for  a  theatre  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotte)  (who  replied)  said :  The  Leith 
Improvement  Scheme  was  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  in  1880.  I  am  informed  that 
the  Local  Authority  obtained  possession 
of  the  ground — about  eight  acres  in  ez- 
tent^in  May,  1883,  and  that  three  tene- 
ments of  four  storeys  each  capable  of 
being  formed  into  dwelling-houses  suit- 
able for  artizans  and  labourers  are  in 
course  of  erection,  and  that  one  of  them 
is  ready  for  occupation.  The  Provisional 
Order  contains  the  following  declara- 
tion : — 

**  The  buildings  on  the  lands  oonstitntiiiff  the 
improTement  areas,  when  the  same  shall  naye 
been  acquired,  shall  be  taken  down  and  re- 
moved gradually,  new  houses  for  the  aocommo- 
dation  of  the  population  of  the  working  class 
now  occuping  these  areas  being  built  slmul- 
taneousljr  with  the  taking  down  and  removing 
of  the  existing  buildings ;  " 

and  no  alteration  of  the  scheme  has 
been  sanctioned  by  the  Home  Secretary. 
A  small  portion  of  the  ground,  stated  to 
be  unsuitable  for  dwelling-houses  has 
been  sold  for  the  extension  of  a  distil- 
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lery.  No  portion  has  been  offered  as  a 
site  for  a  theatre ;  but  an  offer  to  take 
part  for  that  purpose  has  been  refused. 
In  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  in  Scotland,  which  will  be  pub- 
lished this  week,  will  be  found  a  detailed 
account  of  the  proceedings  at  Leith  in 
this  matter  given  by  the  conjunct  Town 
Clerk  of  the  burgh. 

Mb.  a.  grant  :  In  connection  with 
this  question,  may  I  ask  if  it  is  not  the 
case  that  the  £100,000  borrowed  by  the 
Local  Authority  of  Leith  was  borrowed 
for  the  acquisition  of  the  old  property 
only,  and  whether  all  this  old  property 
has  been  acquired  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  My  hon.  Friend  refers  to 
details,  which  will  be  found  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  evidence  to  be  published  in  a 
few  days. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITAET  EXPEDITION) 
—THE  CAMEL  CORPS. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  be 
can  now  inform  the  House  when  the 
Cavalry  portions  of  the  Camel  Corps  in 
the  Upper  Nile  force  can  be  permitted 
to  rejoin  their  regiments,  or  go  as 
Cavalry  elsewhere  ? 

The  Mabqtoss  op  HARTINOTON  : 
The  order  in  which  the  troops  will  be 
moved  down  the  Nile  and  the  time 
when  they  can  be  sent  home  most  de- 
pend upon  local  considerations,  the  de- 
cision as  to  which  must  rest  with  tbe 
General  Officer  commanding  on  the  spot. 
I  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  the  Oaxnel 
Corps  will  be  among  the  troops  sent  home 
earliest. 

NATIONAL  DEBT    BILL-8U8PKK- 
8I0N  OF  THE  SINKING  FUND. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  aaked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  tbe 
National  Debt  Bill  accurately  stntea  bis 
proposals  to  meet  the  excess  of  expeiidi> 
ture  over  income  of  the  financial  jear 
1885-6,  by  applying  towards  ite  die- 
charge  the  Sinking  Fund  of  the  Natioani 
Debt  for  the  forthcoming  year  18SS*7  ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  modem  pre- 
cedent of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exobeqver 
proposing  in  his  Budget  Statement  ta 
meet  a  deficiency  on  the  current  yeer  by 
the  appropriation  through  an  Act  of  ^k^w 
liamenk  of  the  funds  of  the  proxiokttto 
financial  year  ? 
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Mb.  HIBBKRT  (who  replied)  said : 
The  proposals  of  the  National  Debt 
Bill  as  introduced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer are  accurately  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  In  reply  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  if  the 
noble  Lord  will  refer  to  the  Budget  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon,  proposed  to  Parliament  in 
the  first  Session  of  1880,  he  will  find  a 
Tery  notable  instance  of  a  large  de- 
ficiency being  met  by  the  appropriation 
through  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  funds 
belonging  not  only  to  one  but  to  several 
future  years.  This,  I  believe,  is  the 
most  modem  precedent. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
Question.  My  Question  is.  Whether 
there  is  any  precedent  for  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposing  in  his 
Budget  Statement  to  meet  a  deficiency 
on  the  current  year  by  the  appro- 
priation through  an  Act  of  Parliament 
of  the  f  onds  of  the  proximate  financial 
year  ?  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  look 
at  the  Financial  Statement  of  1880-1  he 
will  find  that  there  was  no  deficiency  in 
the  current  year,  and  that  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  appropriate  anyfimdsof  a  proxi- 
mate year.  It  was  merely  in  reference  to 
deficiencies  in  the  past  year  that  these 
alterations  were  made. 

Mb,  HIBBEET  :  I  am  informed,  and 
I  believe  it  is  the  case,  that  the  pre- 
cedent to  which  I  have  referred  is  one 
of  a  similar  character  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Is  not  my  hon. 
Friend  aware  of  the  fact  that  on  that 
occasion  legislation  provided  also  Ways 
and  Means  to  meet  the  accruing  de- 
ficiency ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET:  On  that  matter  I 
have  made  no  inquiries. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Then 
I  will  repeat  the  Question  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

GEEENWICH  HOSPITAL— THE  STAFF 
—APPOINTMENT  OF  A  DIRECTOR 
GENERAL. 

Babon  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  appointment  of  Director  of  Green- 
wich Hospital,  announced  in  the  news- 
papers, is  a  new  ofi&ce ;  if  so,  will  he 
state  the  emoluments  thereof,  and  whe- 
ther the  same  will  he  chargeable  to 


Greenwich  Hospital  Funds;  whether 
there  will  be  any  increased  charge  on 
those  funds  consequent  on  such  appoint- 
ment and  the  retirement  of  any  officer 
at  present  holding  the  same  or  an 
equivalent  appointment ;  and,  whether 
the  arrangements  connected  with  these 
funds  are  under  the  control  of  the 
Treasury,  and  the  accounts  subjected  to 
the  supervision  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Audit  Office? 

Mr.  CAINE(who  replied)  said  :  Yes ; 
the  appointment  of  Director  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  is  a  new  office,  the  emoluments 
thereof  consisting  of  a  salary  of  £1,000 
a-year,  chargeable  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
Funds.  The  office  and  the  salary  are  fixed 
under  the  recommendations  of  a  recent 
Departmental  Committee.  There  will  be 
no  permanent  increase  in  the  cost  of  ma- 
nagement ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  consider- 
able reduction  will  be  eflfected.  Mr. 
Loveless,  who  has  hitherto  held  the 
office  of  Superintendent  of  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  branch  in  the  Admiralty, 
has  been  retired.  He  has  been  granted 
the  ordinary  pension  to  which  he  is  en- 
titled in  respect  of  the  length  of  his 
service,  with  the  same  gratuity  as  was 
sanctioned  by  Parliament  and  the 
Treasury  for  clerks  of  his  class  who  were 
retired  in  1878  and  1879.  We  have 
thought  it  right  to  recognize  by  a  grant 
of  £300  the  special  claim  which  Mr. 
Loveless  has  as  an  officer  on  the  old 
establishment  of  Greenwich  Hospital, 
of  which  he  is  the  last.  Mr.  Loveless 
has  rendered  40  years  of  excellent  ser- 
vice to  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  has  been 
identified  with  all  the  important  reforms 
in  the  management  of  the  charity  during 
this  period.  The  management  of  Green- 
wich Hospital  Funds  is  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament vested  in  the  Admiralty,  and 
is  not  under  the  control  of  the  Treasury. 
The  accounts  are  audited  by  the  Exche- 
quer and  Audit  Department  in  the  same 
manner  as  all  other  Admiralty  accounts. 
I  may  add  that  the  whole  cost  of  the 
management  of  this  important  Charity 
is  only  2 J  per  cent  of  its  revenues. 

SPAIN— THE  BARQUE  "MARY  MARK." 
Mr.  HENDEESON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  progress  has  been  made 
in  obtaining  a  settlement  with  the 
Spanish  Government  of  the  claim  of  the 
owners  of  the  barque  Mary  Marhf  which 
was  run  into  whilst  at  anchor  by  the 
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Spanish  ram  Don  Gorge  Juan  near  Belize 
in  July  1883? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
This  case  has  repeatedly  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, but  as  yet  no  answer  has  been  re- 
ceived, and  on  the  7th  instant  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  was  instructed  to  ad- 
dress to  them  a  stroDg  representation, 
pointing  out  the  necessity  for  definite 
action  and  requesting  that  if  necessary 
the  authorities  in  Cuba  should  be  com- 
municated with  by  telegraph. 

PREVENTION  OP  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882  — PROSECUTION  OF  MR. 
DANIEL  RYAN,  OF  DOON,  CO.  LIME- 
RICK, FOR  RE-ENTRY  AFTER  EVIC- 
TION. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  Mr. 
Daniel  Ryan,  of  Doon,  county  Limerick, 
and  his  wife  have  been  prosecuted  under 
the  Crimes  Act ;  is  it  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Ryan's  mother,  Mrs.  Mary  Ryan,  an 
old  woman  of  ninety  years  of  age, 
was  on  16th  April  evicted  from  her 
farm  at  Carrigbeg,  on  the  property  of 
Major  Hare ;  was  she  carried  out  on  a 
pallet,  in  a  dying  condition,  by  emer- 
gency bailiffs,  after  she  had  just  re- 
ceived the  last  sacrament  from  the  Rev. 
Patrick  O'Donnell,  and  cast  on  the  road- 
side, in  a  bitter  wind,  despite  the  en- 
treaties and  protest  of  the  clergjrman ; 
did  the  dispensary  medical  officer  of  the 
district,  who  visited  her  shortly  after 
the  evition,  certify  that  she  was  unfit  to 
be  removed  to  hospital,  and  order  a 
nurse  to  be  provided  for  her ;  did  the 
reb'eving  officer,  findiogherin  danger  of 
death,  order  her  removal  to  the  adjoin- 
ing house,  and,  acting  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  doctor,  appoint  her 
daughter-in-law,  Mrs.  Daniel  Ryan,  to 
act  as  nurse ;  was  the  nurse  so  ap- 
pointed, with  her  husband,  prosecuted 
under  the  Crimes  Act  on  a  charge  of 
forcible  entry,  for  remaining  in  attend- 
ance upon  the  dying  woman ;  at  whose 
instance  was  the  prosecution  instituted, 
and  what  has  been  the  result ;  and,  will 
any  steps  be  taken  to  prevent  the  Crimes 
Act  from  being  put  to  such  uses  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Daniel  Ryan,  with  his  wife  and  mother, 
was  evicted  from  bis  holding  on  the 
16th  of  April  for  non-payment  of  five 
years'  rent.    The  old  woman  was  in  a 
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delicate,  but  not  a  dying,  state.  She  is, 
I  believe,  still  alive.  On  the  next  day 
they  were  found  to  be  again  in  posses- 
sion of  the  house  in  circumstances  which 
led  to  the  conclusion  that  re-entry  had 
been  forcibly  effected.  It  is  not  the 
case  that  they  were  there  in  consequence 
of  the  orders  of  the  relieving  officer, 
who,  as  well  as  the  doctor,  did  not  ap- 
pear on  the  scene  until  after  they  had 
re-entered  the  house.  On  the  fact  of 
the  re-entry  beiog  reported  to  the  Divi- 
sional Magistrate,  he,  without  being 
aware  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
eviction,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  an 
offence  was  disclosed,  and  directed  that 
Ryan,  who  had  already  been  informed 
of  the  illegality  of  his  action,  should 
again  be  warned  of  the  consequences  of 
his  remaining  in  the  house.  This  was 
done,  but  Ryan  still  refused  to  quit. 
He  and  his  wife  were  then  prosecuted, 
with  the  result  that  the  magistrates  ap- 
peared to  have  considered  that  there 
was  no  proof  to  show  by  whom  the  for- 
cible re-entry  had  been  committed*  and 
dismissed  the  case.  I  am  advised,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  primd  facte  evidence 
of  the  Ryans  havingforced  open  the  house ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  with  the  full  cir- 
cumstances of  the  eviction  before  them, 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  magis- 
trates could  not  have  come  to  any  other 
decision  than  the  one  they  arrived  at, 
and  that  if  the  Divisional  Magistrate 
had  been  fully  aware  of  these  circum- 
staoces  he  would  not  have  ordered  the 
prosecution.  At  the  same  time  any 
hardship  which  may  have  attended  the 
case  is  due  not  to  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  but  to  the  exercise  by 
the  landlord  of  his  right  to  evict.  So  fii^ 
as  the  Crimes  Act  is  concerned,  the  proee- 
cution  resulted  in  the  acquittal  of  the 
accused  for  an  offence  which,  under  the 
ordinary  law,  would  have  rendered  them 
liable  to  have  been  indicted  for  a  misde- 
meanour. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANI8TAN-- 
ARRANGEMENTS  WITH  THE   AirKKR 

Mb.  SALT  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Lidia,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  confirm  by  Treaty  the  ar- 
rangements recently  concluded  with  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  in  due  time  lay  a  Copv  of 
the  Treaty  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoose; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  can  state  in  what 
manner  the  arrangenents  will  be 
oleaTi  permanent,  and  binding^  vlc 
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Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  In  reply  to  tlie 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  say  that  there 
has  been  no  projiosal  to  enter  into  a 
Treaty  with  the  Ameer. 

EXCISE— RESTillCTIONS  ON   THE 
SCOTCH   AND    IRISH    SPIRIT    TRADE. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
early  steps  to  remove  the  serious  re- 
straint on  trade,  affecting  Irish  and 
Scotch  spirit  merchants,  which  precludes 
them  from  selling  spirits  in  quantities 
less  than  two  gallons,  not  to  be  con- 
sumed on  the  premises,  whilst  no  such 
trading  disability  is  laid  upon  English 
spirit  merchants  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  (who  replied)  said :  I 
admit  that  the  anomalies  in  our  system 
of  licences  are  considerable,  but  they  must 
be  treated  as  a  whole,  and  I  fear  it  would 
be  impossible  to  undertake  their  read- 
justment in  the  present  Session. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
AND  REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS 
(IRELAND)  ACTS— DUTIES  OF  THE 
COLLECTOR  GENERAL  OF  RATES, 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether  any  deputies 
or  assistants  appointed  by  the  collector 
general  of  rates  in  Dublin  or  by  any 
other  official  in  Ireland  charged  with 
duties  under  the  Franchise  and  Regis- 
tration Acts  to  aid  in  the  discharge  of 
those  duties  will  be  liable  to  the  penal- 
ties prov^ided  by  law  for  disregard  or 
neglect  of  duty,  or  will  this  liability  in 
regard  to  acts  omitted  or  done  by  any 
such  deputy  or  assistant  devolve  upon 
the  person  for  whom  he  acts  and  by 
whom  he  is  appointed  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  I  think 
the  collectors  of  the  Collector  General  in 
Dublin,  who  have  a  status  under  the  Act 
of  1849,  are  officials  who  would  be  liable 
for  a  neglect  of  duty  under  the  Fran- 
chise Act,  80,  in  my  opinion,  will  all 
rate  collectors.  As  regards  other  depu- 
ties and  assistants,  I  should  not  like  to 
give  an  opinion  without  knowing  the 
drcamstances  of  each  case. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—THE  CANADIAN  VOYAGEURS. 
LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  is 


aware  that  much  annoyance  has  been 
caused  in  Canada  by  a  statement  which 
appeared  in  the  newspaper  Truth  of 
April  10th,  page  608,  in  reference  to  the 
Canadian  voyageurs  who  were  sent  with 
the  River  Nile  expedition,  in  which  they 
are  spoken  of  as  a  "disreputable  gang" 
of  whom  only  25  percent,  were  efficient  the 
rest  being  **  a  nondescript  rabble  of  the 
loafer  class ;"  and,  whether  he  is  in  pos- 
session of  any  official  reports  which  con- 
firm or  disprove  the  above  allegations  ? 
The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  think  the  best  reply  I  can  make  to 
this  Question  is  to  lay  upon  the  Table — 
as  I  will  do  this  evening — the  copy  of  a 
letter  from  Lord  Wolseley  which,  by 
that  Officer's  request,  I  have  forwarded 
to  the  Colonial  Office  for  transmission  to 
the  Governor  General  of  Canada.  In 
that  letter  it  will  be  seen  that  Lord 
Wolseley  expresses  in  the  highest  terms 
his  appreciation  of  the  valuable  aid 
which  the  Nile  Expedition  has  received 
from  the  Canadian  voyageurs. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND 

AFGHANISTAN— THE    RUSSO-AFGHAN 

FRONTIER— THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  exact  terms 
in  which  the  agreement  of  the  17th  of 
March  was  communicated  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
The  information  which  the  hon.  Member 
asks  for  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
which  were  distributed  on  Saturday 
(Central  Asia,  Part  2,  No.  236,  page  1 74). 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ANNEXATION  OF 
TERRITORY. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
there  will  be  any  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  recent  annexation  to  the  British 
dominions  of  a  great  territory  in  the  far 
interior  of  South  Africa,  extending  up 
to  the  22nd  degree  of  south  latitude, 
and  as  large  as  the  present  Cape  Colony 
or  as  the  United  Kingdom,  and  of  elicit- 
ing the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  South  African 
affairs  ?  He  also  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  was  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment in  The  Times  of  that  morning  to 
the  following  effect : —  j 
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whether  the  fact  that  Oeneral  Gbrdon's 
notes  passed  as  legal  tender  in  Khar- 
toum was  corroborated  by  the  members 
of  his  force  examined  by  Lord  Wolse- 
ley ;  and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  propose  to  take  to  secure  that 
the  honour  of  General  Gordon  and  the 
Country  shall  not  suffer  by  the  repudia- 
tion of  the  notes  issued  and  the  loans 
effected  by  him  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  What  appears  is 
that  these  extracts  are  correct ;  but  thej 
form  part  of  communications  fjrom  Gene- 
ral Gordon  to  the  Egyptian  GFovem- 
ment,  and  they  appear  to  imply  that  he 
was  acting  on  behalf  of  the  E^ptian  Go- 
vernment in  any  measures  of  this  kind 
that  he  took.  However,  I  only  make  that 
remark  as  probable.  We  have  had  no 
communication  on  the  subject,  and  we 
are  not  aware  that  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment has  had  any;  but,  no  doubt,  if 
there  are  any  persons  in  possession  of 
promises  of  this  character  nom  General 
Gordon,  they  will  find  means  of  causing 
them  to  arrive  at  some  destination  or 
other,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  what 
they  are  entitled  to. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AKD  AF- 
GHANISTAN—THE PAPERS. 

SirSTAFFOBD  NORTHCOTEaaked, 
Whether  the  House  might  expect  to 
have  another  series  of  Papers  relating 
to  Central  Asia  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  We  hope  so; 
but  there  is  some  difficulty  in  separating 
the  communications  with  respect  to  tbe 
engagement  at  Ak  Tepe  from  the  com* 
munications  with  respect  to  the  frontier. 
As  the  negotiations  with  respect  to  the 
frontier  are  not  yet  concluded,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  lay  the  Papers  on  the 
Table ;  but  we  hope  to  effect  the  sepa- 
ration, and,  if  so,  the  Papers  will  be 

laid  very  soon. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHXJECHILL 
said,  that  in  the  Votes  distributed  oa 
Saturday  three  sets  of  Papers  were  men- 
tioned, Parts  2,  3  and  4.  No.  2  onlj 
had  been  given  to  the  House,  and  he 
therefore  asked  when  the  other  Papo^ 
might  be  expected  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
said,  every  effort  would  be  made  to  pro- 
duce the  Papers  as  soon  as  posaude. 
They  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  form* 
ally  in  order  that  they  might  be  dis- 
tributed during  the  Whitsuntide  Be- 
cess. 


"  Sechele*8  reception  of  Sir  Charles  Warren's 
announcement  of  an  Imperial  Protectorate  was 
somewhat  equivocal.  He  said, — *  When  we  see 
what  benefits  Mankoroane  and  Montsioa  get,  we 
will  consider  the  question ;  till  then  ^o  and  do 
what  you  came  to  do.'  He  distinguished  the 
Queen's  Government  from  Mr.  Upington's. 
Sir  Charles  Warren  intended  to  return,  but 
hearing  that  Metabele  was  on  the  warpath 
against  Elhama  he  decided  to  proceed  against 
that  Chief?" 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  make  any  answer  to  the  addi- 
tion to  the  Question.  We  have  heard 
nothing  on  the  subject.  But  with  regard 
to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  there  is 
an  error  in  describing  what  took  place 
as  a  "  recent  annexation  to  the  British 
dominions."  There  has  been  no  such 
annexation  to  the  British  Dominions ; 
but  I  believe  that  protection  has  been 
given  to  a  large  distressed  district.  As  re- 
gards the  ultimate  condition  of  that  dis- 
teiot,  it  is  not  possible  at  present  to  give 
any  precise  information,  because  it  is 
necessary,  in  the  first  place,  that  Sir 
Oharles  Warren  should  definitely  give 
his  opinion  upon  tbe  subject,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  that  those  views  should 
be  considered  by  the  High  Commis- 
sioner. When  we  are  in  possession  of 
all  the  information,  it  will  be  our  duty 
to  consider  the  question. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Sir  Gbobob  Campbell, 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
Protectorate  referred  to  was  a  condi- 
tional one. 

GENERAL  GORDON-FINANCIAL 
ENGAGEMENTS. 

Mb.  BRODEICK  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  following 
statements  in  Despatches  of  the  late 
General  Gordon : — 

April  26th.  "  Issued  bank  notes  to  amount 
of  £2,600,  redeemable  in  six  months ; '' 

July  30th.  '*  Not  one  pound  of  the  money 
you  sent  me  got  here.  We  want  £200,000  sent 
to  Eassala.  The  expenses  of  the  garrisons  must 
be  met.  Khartoum  costs  £500  per  diem.  .  .  . 
We  have  issued  paper  notes  to  amount  of 
£26,000  and  borrowed  £50,000  from  merchants, 
which  you  will  have  to  meet.  I  have  sent,  in 
addition,  £8,000  paper  notes  for  Sennaar.  .  .  . 
You  are  running  upa  good  bill  here ;  ** 

August  23rd.  *'The  expenses  and  pay  of  the 
soldiers  in  the  Soudan  amount  to  £1,600  a  day. 
Yon  have  now  become  responsible  to  these 
troops  for  the  sum  of  £300,000  ; " 

November  4th.  "  We  are  building  two  new 
steamers.  The  soldiers  are  only  half  a  month's 
pay  in  arrear.  We  issued  paper  money,  and 
also  all  the  cloth  in  the  magazines ;  *' 

Sir  George  Camphell 
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EGYPT  (THE  SOTJDAN)— THE    PAPERS. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  When  they  were  likely  to  have 
any  Papers  concerning  the  evacuation  of 
the  Soudan  ? 

Thb  Maeqitess  of  HARTINQTON 
stated  that  the  Papers  were  in  course  of 
preparation,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
▼oold  he  laid  upon  the  Table  before 
the  Holidays. 

CENTRAL  ASIA-RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE RUSSO-AFGHAN  FRON- 
TIEE-THE  BOUNDARY  LINE  AT  AK 
TEPE. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked, 
What  the  main  lines  of  the  Frontier, 
referred  to  by  the  Prime  Minister  last 
Tuesday,  were,  and  whether  they  in- 
daded  the  acceptance  of  such  a  condi- 
tion as  was  mentioned  in  the  Russian 
Memorandum  of  January  16,  where  it 
was  stated  that  this  line  was  to  be  condi- 
tional on  the  Ameer  not  building  any 
fortifications  on  his  own  Frontier  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  further 
communication  to  make  to  the  House  at 
present  on  the  subject  of  the  Frontier 
une.  What  I  did  on  Tuesday  last  was 
to  give  to  the  House  the  terms  in  which 
the  Eossian  Ambassador  wished  to  de- 
Bcribe  the  arrangement,  as  he  had  taken 
part  in  it ;  and  it  is  quite  true  that  he 
described  it,  if  I  remember  aright,  as 
an  arrangement  of  the  Frontier  line 
wbich  he  had  recommended  for  the 
approval  of  the  Russian  Government. 
Since  then  there  have  been  some  com- 
mnnications  respecting  a  part  of  that 
line  which  have  not  yet  been  brought  to 
a  conclusion,  and,  consequently,  I  can- 
not go  beyond  the  statement  I  then 


In  reply  to  Sir  H.  Dbuhmond  Wolff, 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS  said,  that  he  had 
already  stated  that  no  Treaty  had  been 
oondaded  between  the  Ameer  of  Af- 
ghanistan and  the  Indian  Government. 
He  had  also  stated  that  the  Agreement 
with  the  Ameer  was  sent  out  in  Blue 
Book  No.  1  of  1881,  and,  secondly,  in 
Blue  Book  No.  1  of  1884,  under  date  of 
16th  July,  1883. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF: 
Then  any  arrangements  made  at  the 
Bawul  Pindi  Conference  have  not  been 
consigned  to  a  document  ? 


Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  We  have  no 
written  document.  We  have  telegrams, 
and  a  despatch  is  expected,  and  when  it 
arrives  it  will  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

PARLIAMENT-BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  stated  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  take  on  Thurs- 
day as  the  first  Business  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  the  Registration  Bill, 
and  after  that,  if  there  were  time,  the 
introduction  of  the  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Bill.  They  would  break  off 
Government  Business  between  9  and  10 
o'clock  on  Thursday  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  that  the  House  on  its  rising  on 
Friday  should  adjourn  until  the  follow- 
ing Thursday  week.  In  the  event  of 
the  Welsh  Education  Bill  not  being 
brought  in  on  Thursday,  it  would  be 
taken  at  2  o'clock  on  Friday,  and  the 
next  order  would  be  the  second  reading 
of  the  Telegraph  Acts  Amendment  Bill. 

Mr.  FIRTH:  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  the  House  is 
to  understand  that  the  Government  has 
now  finally  determined  to  abandon, 
during  the  present  Parliament,  all  efforts 
to  reform  what  was  called  the  serious 
anarchy  of  London  government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  extremely 
sorry  to  confess  the  inability  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  what  we  think 
a  very  strong  and  urgent  case ;  but 
there  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  we 
do  not  entertain  the  smallest  and  faintest 
hope  of  dealing  with  the  subject  during 
the  present  Session. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—THE  AUSTRALIAN  CONTINGENT. 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  asked.  Whe- 
ther the  Government  had  been  able 
in  any  way  to  modify  the  decision  not 
to  invite  the  Australian  contingent  to 
visit  this  country  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Lord  Wolseley's  suggestion  was  com- 
municated by  the  Agent  General  of 
New  South  Wales  to  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment. The  reply  of  that  Govern- 
ment was  to  the  effect  that  they  en- 
tirely acknowledged  the  feeling  which 
induced  Lord  Wolseley  to  suggest  that 
a  portion  of  the  Contingent  should  visit 
this  country |bef ore  returning  home;  but 
their  desire  was  that  the  whole  Force 
should  return  at  once. 
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CROFTERS*  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  be  did  not  like  to  fix 
definitely  any  hour  after  which  he  would 
not  make  his  statement  in  introducing 
the  Crofters'  Bill,  because  it  was  very 
essential  that  the  Bill  should  go  on. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  stated  the  other  nigbt  that  the 
Government  would  break  off  Supply 
about  11  o'clock  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Lord  Advocate  to  intro- 
duce this  Bill  and  make  a  statement. 
Did  the  Prime  Minister  adhere  to  that 
statement  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  get  the  Vote  on  Account.  It  was 
a  Vote  for  six  weeks,  and  three  weeks 
out  of  the  six  would  have  lapsed  before 
the  House  met  again.  It  was  a  matter 
of  absolute  necessity  to  get  that  Vote, 
and,  subject  only  to  that  contingency, 
they  proposed  to  break  off  Supply  as 
he  had  previously  stated. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  whether,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  was 
on  the  Orders  of  the  House  and  liable 
to  be  blocked,  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
not  introduce  it  and  have  it  printed  with- 
out a  statement  ? 

[No  reply.] 

CENTRAL  ASLi— "  THE  PENJDEH  INCI- 
DENT ''—GENERAL  KOMAROFF  AND 
SIR  PETER  LUMSDEN. 
Me.  RICHARD  POWER:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that,  having  regard  to  the 
distinction  which  appears  to  have  been 
conferred  on  General  Komaroff,  I  shall 
to-morrow  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  confer  any  mark  of  honour  or 
distinction  upon  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  it  will 
not  be  in  my  power  to  be  in  the  House 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  RICHARD  POWER :  Then  I 
will  put  the  Question  down  for  Thursday. 

MOTION. 


SUPPLY.— COMMTTTEE. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 
solve itself  into  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply."-«(Jfr.  Qladitone,) 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  — NEW  RULES  OF  PROCE- 
DURE, RULE  12  (NOTICES  ON  GOING 
INTO  COMMITTEE  OF  SUPPLY). 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTHsaid,  hede- 
sired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Hoom 
to  the  effect  of  the  Motion  now  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  question  was  whether 
the  Motion  was  made  as  a  matter  of 

Erivilege  or  of  strict  right.  There  had 
een  only  one  instance  of  the  course 
now  proposed  having  been  taken  under 
the  new  Rules,  and  on  that  occasion  he 
had  considered  it  his  duty  to  take  ex- 
ception to  it.  There  was  something  far 
more  involved  than  the  fact  of  enabling 
the  Government  to  arrange  the  order  of 
Business.  In  former  times,  on  such  t 
Motion,  a  Member  could  move  an 
Amendment.  Then  came  the  new  Rule 
as  to  Supply  on  Monday  and  Thursday. 
But  the  effect  of  the  new  Procedure  was 
only  a  limitation  and  not  a  derogation 
of  the  rights  of  private  Members.  Ab 
the  Government  had  allowed  Supply  to 
lapse  on  Friday  last,  it  was  a  matter  of 
doubtful  propriety  for  the  Government 
to  take  advantage  of  their  own  wrong, 
and  attempt  to  go  into  Supply  on  Mon- 
day without  Question  put.  He  did  not 
know  whether  any  hon.  Member  was 
prepared  with  any  Amendment ;  bat  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  from  the  Speaker 
whether  it  would  be  competent  to  move 
any  such  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  thought  the 
House  was  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  hoped  that  the  matter 
would  not  be  allowed  to  drop  withoat 
an  authoritative  decision  from  the 
Speaker  as  to  what  the  practice  ought 
to  be  under  the  new  Rules.  He  sub- 
mitted to  the  Chair  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  Order  whether  the  Govenunent 
by  the  **  Count-out "  on  Friday  had  not 
allowed  the  Order  of  Supply  to  Up«te, 
so  that  it  was  necessary  there  should  bs 
made  from  the  Chair  the  Motion  which 
had  just  been  put  to  the  House.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  Amendment«i 
in  these  circumstances,  might  be  moved, 
and  a  discussion  take  place  on  any  g^ev- 
ance  which  any  hon.  Member  might 
bring  forward  either  with  or  wittKHit 
Notice  ?  He  would  call  attention  to  th« 
specific  words  of  the  21st  Rule  of  the 
21st  November,  1882,  which  was  tiie 
Standing  Order  imder  which  the  Hone 
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immediately  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  That  Order  was 
couched  in  these  words — 

"  Whenever  the  Committee  of  Supply  stands 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  Monday  or 
Thoisday,  Mr.  Speaker  shall  leave  the  Chair 
vithont  patting  any  Question.** 

That  implied  that  if  Mr.  Speaker  had 
put  the  Question,  an  Amendment  could 
he  moved  and  grievances  might  be 
brought  forward.  He  submitted  that 
Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  present  occasion, 
by  putting  the  Question,  had  himself 
admitted  and  proved  most  conclusively 
that  the  case  did  not  come  within  the 
2l8tBule,  because,  if  that  Eule  applied, 
the  Speaker  ought  not  to  have  put  any 
Question  at  all,  but  should  have  left  the 
Chair  without  Question  put.  As  the 
Speaker  had  found  it  necessary  to  put 
the  Question,  it  followed  that  the  21st 
Procedure  Eule  did  not  apply,  and  as 
the  Question  had  now  been  put,  **  That 
this  House  will  immediately  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  Supply," 
Amendments  might  be  moved  and  a  divi- 
sion taken .  It  was  a  matter  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  right  practice  should 
be  settled  by  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  thehon. 
and  learned  Member,  and  to  the  right 
hen.  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Solater-Booth),  I  have  to  say  that 
this  question  was  raised,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  towards  the  middle  of  July  last 
year.  I  was  quite  clearly  of  opinion, 
and  I  then  ruled,  and  I  am  quite  clearly 
of  opinion  now,  that  no  debate  of  a 
general  character,  or  with  reference  to 
grievances,  can  arise'  upon  the  Motion, 
**  That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 
soIto  itself  into  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply." I  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  is  not 
making  a  distinction  which  should  be 
made  between  the  Motion,  ''  That  this 
House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  Supply,"  and  the  Mo- 
tion, •*  That  I  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
The  Motion,  **  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,"  is  not  at  all  analo- 
gous to  the  Motion  which  was  made 
on  Friday,  '*That  I  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  to  which  Motion,  by  the  Rule 
of  the  Hoase,  any  Amendment  can 
be  moved,  as  was  done  on  Friday 
last  I  dx>  not  see  that  any  penalty 
can  be    placed  upon  the   Government 


of  the  day  by  the  fact  thAt  a  "  Count- 
out"  took  place  on  Friday.  I  have 
looked  into  the  matter,  and  I  regard 
the  Motion,  *'  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  the  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  "  as  a  merely  formal  Mo- 
tion to  set  up  Supply — as  formal  a  Mo- 
tion as  a  Motion  to  postpone  an  Order 
of  the  Day,  or  to  take  any  Order  of  the 
Day  in  any  sequence  on  any  future  day. 
It  is  merely  a  formal  Motion,  and  quite 
different  from  the  Motion,  **  That  I  do 
now  leave  the  Chair."  I  may  also  re- 
mind the  House,  with  reference  to  what 
has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Hampshire  (Mr.Sclater-Booth) 
as  to  the  Rules,  that  before  the  new  Rule 
of  1882  the  debate  on  the  Motion,  "  That 
I  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply  on  Monday,  was 
limited  and  restricted  by  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House,  passed,  if  I  re- 
member rightly,  in  the  year  1872,  and 
practically  enforced,  with  very  few  ex- 
ceptions, from  that  date  up  to  1882, 
when  the  new  Standing  Order  was 
passed  which  imposed  still  further  limi- 
tations. This  is,  in  fact,  a  Standing 
Order  to  restrict  debates  on  the  Motion 
for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
Monday.  There  is,  therefore,  no  force 
in  the  objection  that  the  new  Standing 
Order  has  altered  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  this  respect.  I  may  say  that  I  regard 
the  Motion, ' '  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply,"  as  merely  formal,  and  that 
when  it  is  passed  I  shall  leave  the 
Chair  without  Question  put,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Standing  Order,  which 
enacts  that  when  Committee  of  Supply 
stands  first,  as  it  will  then  stand  first, 
on  Monday,  I  shall  leave  the  Chair 
without  putting  any  Question. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  say 
one  word  in  regard  to  the  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth).  I  feel  bound  to 
notice  the  accusation  contained  in  the 
statement  that  it  is  unfair  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  adyantage  of  its 
own  wrong,  and  I  wish  to  appeal  to  the 
House  to  judge  what  sort  of  a  wrong  it 
is.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  responsible,  as  a  general  rule, 
for  keeping  a  House  on  Friday,  and 
that  is  well  understood;  but  I  must 
also  point  out  that  this  has  reference  to 
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an  ordinary  state  of  things.  In  an  or- 
dinary state  of  things,  it  is  the  impera- 
tive duty  of  my  noble  Friend  near  me 
(Lord  Bichard  Grosvenor),  as  it  has  been 
that  of  those  who  preceded  him  in  his 
offioe,  to  do  all  he  could  to  keep  a  House 
on  three  days  a-week.  But  the  noble 
Lord  has  had  the  duty  cast  upon  him, 
this  year,  of  keeping  a  House  for  50  or 
60  days  in  succession,  and  on  every  day 
of  the  week  without  intermission  ex- 
cept two  or  three  days  at  Easter.  This 
has  been  an  extreme  aggravation  of  the 
very  difl&cult  duties  of  theofl&ce  held  by 
my  noble  Friend.  In  these  circum- 
stances, no  one  will,  I  think,  be  disposed 
to  pass  very  strict  judgment  upon  the 
noble  Lord  or  upon  hon.  Members  for 
what  occurred  on  Friday  last,  after  they 
have  had  oast  upon  them  the  duty  of 
keeping  a  House  for  such  a  length  of 
time.  Indeed,  a  House  has  been  kept 
without  the  occasional  relief  of  a 
"  Count-out "  for  a  longer  period  than 
in  any  previous  Session. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
I  am  quite  sure  that  no  one  could  wish 
to  reflect  upon  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bichard  Ghrosvenor) 
discharges  his  duties — a  manner  which 
commands  the  respect  of  the  whole  of 
the  House ;  but,  while  we  all  recognize 
the  additional  severity  of  the  duties  he 
has  had  to  perform  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, we  must  also  bear  in  mind  that 
there  is  this  to  be  said  on  the  part  of 
the  House — that  private  Members  have 
been  deprived  of  a  larger  portion  of  the 
time  of  the  House  usually  allotted  to 
private  Members  than  in  any  previous 
Session,  and,  therefore,  they  consider 
that  they  have  an  exceptional  claim  to 
have  a  House  kept  on  Fridays. 

Question  put,  and  affre$d  to. 
ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY, 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICES  AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Supply — eomidend  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,360,500, 
be  granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  tho  Charge  for  the  following 
Cifil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  3Ut  day  of  March  1886, 
lit : — 

Mr.  Gladstone 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Class  I. — ^Public  Woeks   and  Bttild- 

IKGS. 

Great  Britain  : —  £ 

Uoases  of  Parliament            . .             . .  6,040 

Ireland : — 

Pablio  Buildings     . .             .  •             . .  30,000 

Class  II. — Salabies  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  DEPARTMEirrs. 
England : — 
Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments   ..             ..             .,             ..  10,000 

Foreign  Office          ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Colonial  Office         . .             . .             . .  7.000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments       ..                            ..  4,000 

Board     of     Trade    and    Subordinato 

Departmente       ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Charity  Commission  (including  Endowed 

Schools  Department)         ..             ..  6,000 

Civil  Service  Commission     . .             . .  5,000 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department        ..  10,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry..             ..  l,Oi»0 

Land  Commission  for  England             ..  3,000 

I^cal  Government  Board      . .             . .  40,000 

Lunacy  Commission               . .             . .  2,300 

Mint  (including  Coinage)      ..             ..  5,0N 

National  Debt  Office              . .             . .  3.000 

Patent  Office           ..             ..             ..  7,000 

Paymaster  GeneraUs  Office    . .             . .  4,000 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission           ..  1,500 

Record  Office          ..             ..             ..  3.000 

Registrar  General's  Office     . .             . .  6,000 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing              ..  50.000 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office  of               . .  3,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  5.000 

Secret  Service         ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Scotland: — 

Exchequer  -and  other  Offices  •  •             . .  1.000 

Fishery  Board        ..             ..             ..  J,500 

Lunacy  Commission              . .             . .  5^0 

Board  of  Supervision            ..             ..  1,000 

Ireland : — 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Ilousebold               ..  1,000 

Chief  SecreUry's  Office         .•             ..  4,500 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  Offloe  300 

Local  Government  Board     ..             ..  16,000 

Public  Works  Offloe              ..             ..  10.000 

Record  Office          ..             ..             ..  1.000 

Registrar  General's  Office    . .             . .  S.OOO 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey          . .  f  .000 

Class  HI. — ^Law  Ain>  Justice. 

England : — 

Uw  Charges                         ..             ..  13,000 

Criminal  Prosecutions           ••             ..  S5.000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicalnre              . .  OOjOOe 

Wreck  Commission..             ..             ..  1,560 

County  Courts        . .             . .             . .  56,000 

Land  Registry        ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Shecinew)  XOOO 

MetropoliUn  PoUce              ..             ..  ISOlOOO 

Special  Police                        ..             ..  4,000 

County    and    Borough   Police,    Great 

BriUin                ..                           ..  1.000 
Convict    Establishments     in   England 

and  the  Colonies  SO.tc* 
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£ 
Prifoot,  England    . .  . .  . .     60,000 

Refomuitorj    and    Indottrial    Schools, 
Great  Britain     ..  ..  ..70.000 

Broftdmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  . .       4,000 

Scotland  :— 

Lord    Adfooate,    and    Criminal  Fro- 

eeediogi              ..             ..  ..  15,000 

Coarti  of  Law  and  Justice    . .  . .  10,000 

Register  House  Departments  . .  4,000 

PruoDS,  Scotland  ..            ••  ..  15,000 

Ireland:— 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions  25,000 

Sflpreme  Court  of  Judicature  ..  10,00Q 

Court  of  Bankruptcjr             ..  ..  1,000 

Admiralty  Court  Registry    . .  . .  300 

Registry  of  Deeds  ..             ..  ..  2,000 

Registiy  of  Judgments          ..  .•  SOO 

Land  Commission  . .             ..  ..  10,000 

County  Court  OflBcers,  Ac.    •  •  . .  15,000 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courts)     ••             ..  ..  25,000 

Constabulary           ..             ..  ..  250,000 

Prisons,  Ireland      .  •             . .  . .  20,000 

Bafbrmatory  and  Industrial  Schools  . .  20,000 

Doodmm  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  .  •  1,000 

ClabsIV. — ^Education,  Science, 
Aio)  Art. 

Encland  : — 

PaUic  Education   . .  . .  . .  600,000 

Sdeoee  and  Art  Department  . .  80,000 

British  Museum      . .  .  •  . .  25,000 

National  Gallery     ..  ..  ..  1,500 

National  Portrait  Gallery  ..  ..  400 

Learned  Societies,  Ac.  ..  ..  4.000 

London  UniTorsity..  ..  ..  2,000 

Scotland  :— 
Public  Education   .. 
UBifertttiet,  Ac.     .  • 

Ireland  : — 
Public  Education   . . 
Teachers*  Pension  OflBoe 
National  Gallery    . . 
Queen's  Colleges    . . 
Boyal  Irish  Academy 


100,000 
8,000 

170,000 

800 

500 

1,000 

900 


Cl^BS  V. — FOBEIGW  AND  COLOWIAL 

Seryiges. 

Diplomatic  Services              ..  ..  20,000 

Consular  Senrices  . .             . .  . .  20,000 

Sbfe  Trade  Serrices             ..  ..  8,000 

Colonies,  GranU  in  Aid        . .  . .  8,000 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena  . .  5,000 

Sobaidies  to  Telegraph  Companies      ••  9,000 

CuLBs  VI. — Non-Effective  and 
Chakitable  Services. 
Superannuation  and  Retired  A  llowances    1 1 0,000 
Mn^hant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  Ac.      10,000 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland    . .  . .      15.000 

Pauper  Lunatics.  Ireland      . .  . .      85,000 

Miseellaneoas     Chariuble    and    other 
Allowances,  Great  BriUin  500 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 
Temporarj  Commissions  8,000 


Total  fvr  CitII  Serrice* 


£2,850,500 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS 
Customs    .  • 
Inland  ReTenue 
Post  OflBoe 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 
Post  Office  Telegraphs 
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£ 

20,000 

80.000 

500,000 

180,000 

230,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments      £1,010,000 
Grand  Total  . .  . .  £8,860,500 


Mr.  HIBBEET  wished  to  give  a 
short  explanation  of  the  reason  why  the 
Vote  on  Account  was  asked  for.  For 
several  years  a  Vote  on  Account  had 
been  taken  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
month  of  May.  Last  year  it  was  taken 
on  the  22nd  of  May.  The  present  Vote 
would  not  have  been  taken  until  the 
end  of  the  month  had  it  not  been  for 
the  intervention  of  the  Whitsuntide 
Holidays,  which  compelled  the  Govern- 
ment to  ask  the  Committee  to  allow 
them  a  Vote  on  Account  earlier  than 
would  otherwise  have  been  necessary. 
The  period  it  was  intended  to  cover  was 
not  &om  the  present  time,  but  six  weeks 
from  the  1st  of  June.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  had  threatened  to  move 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £2,000,000.  Of  course,  a  reduc- 
tion of  £2,000,000  would  be  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  would  compel  the 
Government  to  come  again  to  the  House 
for  another  Vote  on  a  very  early  day. 
It  was  only  upon  certain  Votes  that  the 
money  would  be  taken  for  six  weeks ; 
in  other  oases  they  were  asking  for 
money  for  less  than  six  weeks — such  as 
the  Vote  for  Education.  A  portion 
of  the  Vote  on  Account  would  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Eevenue  Department  Esti- 
mates, in  reference  to  which  consider- 
able payments  would  have  to  be  made 
in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks.  With 
respect  to  the  Secret  Service  money,  it 
had  generally  been  the  custom  to  vote 
half  of  the  amount  before  the  end  of 
June,  as  it  was  required  in  the  early 
part  of  the  year.  He  would  only  add 
that,  looking  at  the  wants  and  demands 
of  the  various  Departments,  which  had 
been  carefully  and  thoroughly  consi- 
dered, if  the  Amendment  which  the 
noble  Lord  intimated  his  intention  to 
propose  were  carried,  it  would  involve 
the  inconvenience  of  an  application  for 
another  Vote  on  an  earlier  day  than 
would  be  necessary  if  the  Vote  were  not 
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reduced,  because  the  money  would  be 
actually  required. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  does  not  quite  understand  the 
position  I  am  anxious  to  take  up  in  this 
matter.  Of  course,  he  is  very  anxious 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Government ; 
so  am  I  to  a  certain  extent ;  but  there 
are  other  things  which  I  value  a  great 
deal  more.  It  should  be  in  the  power 
of  the  House,  on  an  early  day  after 
Whitsuntide,  if  necessary,  to  compel  an 
immediate  discussion  of  the  Central 
Asian  Question ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber takes  a  Vote  on  Account  for  as  long 
a  period  of  time  as  six  weeks,  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  will  be  able  to  call 
attention  to  the  question  until  six  weeks 
after  the  re-assembling  of  the  House. 
That  is  the  position  we  have  to  face.  It 
is  not  one  that  the  Government  are 
likely  to  sympathize  with,  but  it  is  one 
which  should  be  appreciated  by  inde- 
pendent Members  below  the  Gangway 
on  either  side  of  the  House.  We  do 
not  know  what  situation  might  arise  in 
which,  however  unwilling  the  Govern- 
ment might  be,  hon.  Members  would 
desire  to  raise  a  discussion  in  a  formal 
manner.  Therefore,  my  object  in  en- 
deavouring to  reduce  the  Vote  would  be 
to  compel  the  Government  to  come  to 
Parliament  at  an  earlier  period.  I  do 
not  know  why  that  ought  to  be  consi- 
dered exacting  or  imreasonable.  The 
object  might,  perhaps,  be  gained  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  acquiescence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  would  consent 
to  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,000,000  ;  and  in  that  case  I  will  make 
that  proposal,  instead  of  moving  the  re- 
duction by  £2,000,000.  I  do  not  expect 
that  the  Government  will  be  at  all  sur- 
prised if  a  conversation  should  arise 
upon  the  Blue  Book  issued  on  Saturday. 
Certainly,  I  do  not  know  what  was  the 
case  with  other  hon.  Members;  but  it 
caused  me  to  pass  a  very  melancholy 
Sunday  morning  in  endeavouring  to 
master  its  contents.  It  is  a  most  sorry 
record  of  official  diplomacy.  Of  course, 
one  cannot  help  one's  thoughts  being 
influenced  by  the  fact  that  news  had 
come  to  this  country  that  morning  of 
the  great,  distinguished,  and,  as  it  ap- 
pears, quite  unusual  rewards  conferred 
bjr  the  Russian  Government  on  General 
Komaroff.  One  cannot  help  feeling  that 
the  Russian  Government  had  every  rea- 

Jtfr.  Eihhert 


son  to  confer  unusually  high  rewards 
on  their  officers,  and  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  at  any  rate,  had  no  reason  to 
confer  any  rewards  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  shape  of  showing 
confidence  in  them,  or  of  abstaining  from 
proceedings  which  may  be  disagreeable 
to  them.  I  do  not  generally  pay  mack 
attention  to  the  Press  of  this  country; 
but,  if  I  do  pay  attention  to  it,  I  am  in- 
clined to  follow  a  precept  laid  down  bj 
the  Prime  Minister  some  years  ago, 
when  he  said  that  the  most  important 
portion  of  the  Press  was  the  Provincial 
Press,  and  that  it  reflected  the  mind  of 
the  country  more  accurately  than  did 
the  Metropolitan  Press.  I  was  veiy 
much  struck  to-day  by  a  quotation  in  an 
evening  paper  from  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant papers  in  the  North  of  England 
— The  LeedsMercury — owned  and  directed, 
I  believe,  by  one  of  the  leading  and 
most  prominent  Nonconformists  in  this 
country.  It  has  been  always  a  most  de- 
voted and  faithful  supporter  of  the  Li- 
beral Government,  and  particularly  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  in  certain  cir- 
cumstances would  have  occupied  the 
position  of  Member  for  Leeds.  The 
passage  is  rather  remarkable;  it  may 
cause  the  Gt>vemment  to  pause  and 
reflect.  It  will  show  them  that  the 
sentiments  we  put  forward  on  the  Cen- 
tral Asian  Question  are  not  confined  to 
the  Tory  Party,  and  are  not  put  forward 
in  order  to  bring  about  a  war  or  to  em- 
barrass the  Government.  It  may  indi- 
cate to  the  Government  the  great  na- 
tional sentiments  which  are  hcJd  by  tht 
majority  of  the  English  people.  This 
is  what  The  Leeds  Mercury  says  about 
the  Blue  Book — 

'*  The  insolence  and  bad  faith  of  BoasU  bart 
been  even  greater  than  the  moat  bitt«r  of  Bmio- 
phobists  had  imagined.  It  is  impoanble  to  rmi 
the  Correspondence  Mrithont  feeling  that  au 
through  the  pretended  negotiations  of  M.  da 
Giera  with  Earl  Granville  on  the  qaeation  of 
the  delimitation  of  the  frontier,  the  Boaaaa 
Government  were  deliberately  bent  apoQ  trick- 
ing and  defrauding  this  country.  Mr.  UU^ 
stone  will  have  to  take  the  respoiunbtlitr  fcr 
the  existence  of  the  opinion  abroad  thmX  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  is  coming  back  in  BOB«thiaf 
like  disgrace,  if  he  fails  to  make  •ome  atxiki^ 
counter-demonstration  to  that  which  iK*  Cjmt. 
in  the  fulness  of  his  power,  and  of  his  oa»- 
tempt  for  the  public  opinion  of  Eaiclaad,  has 
just  been  pleased  to  offer  to  the  world.** 

Now,  I  wonder  what  would  have  Wis 
the  exclamations  of  the  Libeiml  Party 
and  the  Liberal  Press  if  such  languap 
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bad  oome  from  any  Member  on  this  side 
of  the  House.    Yet  here  we  find  lan- 
guage far  stronger  than  any  I  have 
used.    [**  Oh ! "]   Yes,  far  stronger  than 
any  I  hare  used,  in  what  I  may  call  the 
most  representative   paper  of   Liberal 
feeling  throughout  the  country.  ["No!"] 
I  believe  that  to  be  the  character  acquired 
by  Tki  Leeds  Mercury,    I  now  propose 
to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  con- 
tents of  this  Blue  Book,  with  such  re- 
ferences as  will  justify  the  inquiries  I 
propose  to  address  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.   There  is  much  in  the  Blue 
Book  which  is  extremely  obscure,  and 
much  which  is  only  too  clear.    I  say 
that  there  is  much  in  it  that  is  obscure. 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  any  Blue 
Book  submitted  to  Parliament  was  ever 
more  edited  than  the  present  Blue  Book. 
There  are  extraordinary  gaps  in  it  which 
are  really  without  parsJlel.    I  have  done 
much  to  study  the  Foreign  Office  Blue 
Books,  and  have  worked  hard  at  them ; 
but  I  never  knew  one  which  had  such 
extraordinary  gaps  in  it,  or  in  which  the 
Papers  were  more  mixed  up  in  a  way 
that  can  only  have  been  intended  to 
embarrass  and  confuse  the  public.     The 
first  point  to  which  I  would  direct  atten- 
tion is  the  statement  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons  by  the  Prime  Minister  on 
the  Idth  of  March — the  most  important 
of  all  the  statements  which  the  Prime 
Minister  has  made  on  this  subject.     On 
page  171  of  the  Blue  Book  will  be  found 
a  despatch  from  Earl  Qranville  to  Sir 
Edward    Thornton,    dated    March    14, 
which  is  as  follows : — 

''Mr.  Gladstone  made  a  statement  in  the 
Hotne  of  Commons  last  night  to  the  effect  that 
it  has  been  agreed  between  this  country  and 
Rasna  that  no  farther  advance  should  be  made 
bj  the  Russian  or  Afghan  Forces  respectively 
to  points  within  the  debatable  or  debated 
groond.  Ihis  statement  was  founded  on  the 
•Moimnces  recorded  in  my  despatches  of  the 
19th  ultimo  and  3rd  instant,  and  on  those  given 
in  H.  de  Giers's  Memorandum  of  the  24th  Feb- 
rusry,  and  in  your  telegram  of  the  5th  instant. 
I  have  to  instruct  your  Excellency  to  inquire  of 
M.  de  Giers  whether  he  agrees  that  the  assur- 
ances referred  to  constitute  an  agreement  to  the 
ciEBct  stated  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  would  be  glad  to  receive  an  im- 
mediste  answer  on  the  point,  as  a  Question 
viH  be  ask»l  on  the  subject  in  Parliament  on 
Moiiaay.**-{Central  A8ia,No.  2 (1885),  p.  171.] 

Well,  Sir,  the  first  thing  that  strikes 
one  in  reading  this  despatch  is  that  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  an  agreement 
had  been  come  to  upon  a  subject  of  the 


utmost  importance  between  two  great 
Powers,  and  that  the  next  morning  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
telegraphed  to  our  Ambassador  at  St. 
Petersburg  to  know  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  was  correct  in  making  that 
statement.  I  referred  at  once  to  the 
assurances  contained  in  Earl  Granville's 
despatch,  and  I  maintain  that  there  is 
nothing  whatever  in  those  assurances  to 
warrant  the  Prime  Minister  in  making 
the  statement  he  did — a  statement  which 
totally  misled  the  House  of  Commons. 
These  were  the  words  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister on  the  13  th  of  March — 

•'As  regards  the  advance  of  the  Forces,  it 
has  been  ag^ed  between  Russia  and  England 
that  no  further  advance  should  be  made  on 
either  side.*'— (3  Mansard,  [295]  1085.) 

And,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Iducolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  cannot  state  the  precise  date  of  the  agree- 
ment ;  but  perhaps  it  is  not  very  material." — 
(Ibid.  1086.) 

On  Tuesday,  the  17th  of  March,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  the  word  "  agree- 
ment" was  a  little  fallacious.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  No.1  That  is  the  way  in 
which  the  right  non.  Gentleman  is  re- 
ported. If  two  parties  agree  upon  any 
particular  subject,  I  want  to  know  if  the 
result  of  the  action  of  the  two  parties 
does  not  make  the  agreement,  and  how 
it  is  possible  to  call  an  agreement  falla- 
cious after  it  has  been  agreed  upon? 
On  pages  152  and  154  of  the  Blue  Book 
will  be  found  the  assurances  upon  which 
the  Prime  Minister  relied;  and  the 
House  will  see  that  there  is  nothing 
whatever  in  the  statement  of  M.  de 
Giers  which  the  Prime  Minister  made  to 
the  House.  Here  is  the  telegram — ^No. 
196,  on  page  152  of  the  Blue  Book.  It 
is  from  Sir  Edward  Thornton  to  Earl 
Granville,  in  reply  to  a  request  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
Eussian  troops  would  withdraw  from 
the  positions  which  they  occupied,  to 
which  request  the  Russian  Government 
peremptorily  declined  to  accede.  The 
telegram  says — 

*'  I  have  just  received  a  Memorandum  from  M. 
de  Giers,  in  which  I  am  informed  that  the  Russian 
Government  cannot  accede  to  the  request  that 
the  advanced  Russian  posts  at  Sari-Yazi  and 
Zulfikar  Pass  should  be  withdrawn ;  but  assur- 
ances are  at  the  same  time  given  that  orders 
have  been  issued  to  the  Commanders  of  these 
posts  carefully  to  avoid  conflicts  with  the 
Afghans,  and  that  such  complications   need 
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war  between  the  two  countries;  and 
upon  going  to  M.  de  Qiers,  he  is  told 
that  he  cannot  obtain  admittance  be- 
cause M.  de  Giers  had  several  people 
with  him  on  business,  and  that  he  might 
call  the  next  morning  if  he  liked.  I  do 
not  know  how  that  strikes  other  hon. 
Members,  but  it  strikes  me  as  altogether 
inconsistent  with  the  dignity  that  should 
belong  to  the  position  of  Ambassador  to 
the  Queen.  Passing  from  that  episode, 
I  will  come  back  to  my  original  asser- 
tion that  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
justified  in  making  the  statement  of 
which  I  have  referred.  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  visited  M.  de  Giers  the  next 
morning.  He  says  in  the  despatch  to 
which  I  have  alluded — 

"  I  began  by  informing  him  of  the  stateoMot 
which  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  night  of  the  13th 
instant,  and  I  inquired  whether  he  had  anj  ob* 
jection  to  make  to  that  statement.'*— [/frttf.] 

The  Prime  Minister's  statement  was 
that  Eussia  and  England  had  agreed  to 
a  certain  course,  and  our  Ambassador 
commences  by  asking  M.  de  Qiers  if  he 
had  any  objection  to  make  to  the  Prime 
Minister's  statement.  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  continues — 

"  His  Ezoellenoy  replied  that,  ai  far  ta  ht 
was  personally  conoemed,  he  could  say  that  ht 
had  already  informed  me  that  no  adrance  would 
be  made  to  any  point  beyond  the  line  whick 
had  reeently  been  proposed  by  M.  de  Staal  as  a 
boundary."— [JiMi.] 

Yes ;  but  that  line  was  far  in  advmaoe 
of  the  position  held  by  the  Bnaaiaii 
troops ;  and  therefore  the  agreement  not 
to  advance  from  the  actual  position  held, 
and  not  to  advance  beyond  the  line  of 
M.  de  Staal,  are  two  totally  diffweBt 
things.  Sir  Edward  Thornton  goes  oa 
to  say — 


only  be  feared  in  the  event  of  the  Afghans  at- 
tacking the  Russian  posts. *'«[OeniTal  Asia, 
No.  2  (1886),  p.  162.J 

There  is  nothing  in  that  telegram  to 
warrant  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  had  been  agreed 
between  England  and  Eussia  that  no 
further  advance  should  be  made.  There 
is  still  another  despatch  on  which  the 
Prime  Minister  based  his  statement.  It 
is  No.  215,  on  page  164.  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  writes  to  Earl  Granville  on 
March  5th  in  the  following  words : — 

^'M.  de  Giers  admits  that  Russian  troops 
may  be  making  movements  within  the  line 
which  M.  de  Staal,  under  instructions  from 
his  Government,  had  recently  proposed  to  your 
Lordship,  but  declares  that  they  will  on  no 
account  go  beyond  it,  and  that  they  will  not 
attack  any  Afghan  troops  which  they  may  meet. 
M.  de  Giers  expresses  the  greatest  confidence 
that  a  collision  will  be  avoided  unless  the 
Afghans  should  attack  the  Russian  troops." — 
ilhid,  164.] 

I  want  to  point  out  that  the  line  alluded 
to  in  that  despatch  was  far  in  advance 
of  the  actual  position  occupied  by  the 
Eussian  troops,  so  that  there  was  no- 
thing whatever  in  the  telegram  to  jus- 
tify the  Prime  Minister's  statement  that 
it  had  been  agreed  between  the  two 
Gbvernments  of  England  and  Eussia 
that  no  further  advance  should  be  made 
on  either  side.  But  the  most  striking 
confirmation  of  that  will  be  found  on 
page  177 — ^No.  244,  where  there  is  a 
most  interesting  despatch  from  Sir  Ed- 
ward Thomton|as  to  his  interview  on  this 
subject  with  M.  de  Giers.  Earl  Gwtn- 
ville  having  written  to  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  to  ask  whether  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  justified  in  making  the  state- 
ment, our  Ambassador  goes  to  M.  de 
Qiers;  and  there  is  a  picture  in  this 
despatch,  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House,  which  shows  the 

fosition  our  Ambassador  occupies  at  St. 
Petersburg.       Sir    Edward    Thornton 
writes  on  the  17th  of  March — 

"My  Lord,— On  the  16th  instant  (Sunday), 
when  I  had  the  honour  to  receive  your  Lora- 
ship's  telegram  of  the  14th  instant,  I  caUed 
upon  M.  de  Giers ;  but  as  he  had  several  people 
With  him  on  business,  I  could  not  obtain  ad- 
mittance. I  therefore  wrote  to  him,  and  begged 
that  his  Exoellenoy  would  receive  me  on  the 
following  morning.  He  acceded  to  my  re- 
quest.*'---[Central  Asia,  No.  2  (18S6),  p.  177.] 

That,  as  I  have  said,  shows  the  position 
of  our  Ambassador  in  St.  Petersburg. 
A  most  urgent  message  was  sent  to  him 
on  a  matter  inyolring  at  any  moment  a 
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**  I  replied  that  I  understood  that 
troops  now  occupied  posts  at    Pol-i* 
Zulfikar,    Ak-Robat,  Ak    T^p^   and    P«14- 
Khisti,  and  that  his  Exoellencj  had 
once  assured  me  tiiat  no  attack  woald  be  i 
on  Penjdeh,  nor  upon  any  Afghan  force,  \ 
the  Russians  were  attadred  by  the  AfgkaML 
Would  he  authorize  me  to  annoonoe  to  y 
Lordship  that  Russian  troops  would  not 
Tance  from  the  pocitions   they  now  oec 
unless  the  Afghans  should  on  their  ade  adv 
from  their  portions.'*— {/M.] 


The  Prime  Minister,  therefore, 
that  an  agreement  had  been  oom#  to» 
and  the  day  afterwards  our  Ambiiisados 
at  St  Petersburg  was  found  endearoor^ 
I  ing  to  negotiate  that  agreement.    Now, 
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what  does  M.  de  Qiers  say  7  Sir  Ed- 
ward Thornton  says  in  the  same  de- 
spatch— 

**  M.  de  Gien  replied  that  he  would  wish  on 
this  point  to  consult  the  War  Department,  and 
periiaps  to  take  the  orders  of  the  EmDeror, 
before  giving  me  a  final  answer/' — {Ibid,} 

This  is  the  agreement,  or  the  sacred  oore- 
nant,  which  has  opened  so  large  a  book, 
and  which  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
hare  fonnd  it  so  difficult  to  close.  The 
agreement  which  the  Prime  Minister  an- 
noonoed  on  the  13th  of  March  turns  out 
to  be  an  absolute  fiction  and  phantom, 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  j  ustification 
for  it  in  the  smallest  possible  way.  Our 
Ambassador  asked  if  there  was  any 
agreement,  and  M.  de  Giers  said  that  as 
fur  as  he  was  personally  concerned  he 
should  not  object  to  restrict  the  advance 
to  a  line  far  in  advance  of  the  positions 
which  the  Russians  then  occupied ;  but 
he  added  that  it  would  be  necessary  first 
to  consult  the  War  Department,  and 
perhaps  to  take  the  orders  of  the  Em- 
peror, before  giving  a  final  answer. 
[An  hon.  Meicbeb:  Eead  on!]  I  am 
going  to  read  on.  Sir  Edward  Thorn- 
ton, still  in  the  same  despatch,  says — 

*'  I  then  informed  his  Excellency  that  jonr 
Lordship  had  expressed  a  desire  |to  hare  an 
immediate  aniwer,  because  a  Question  would 
be  ssked  on  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Com  • 
mons  the  same  eremng.  M.  de  Giers  then  said 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  state  that  the  Rus- 
■an  Forces  would  not  advance  from  the  posi- 
tion they  now  occupy." 

[Criu  of  "Hear,  hear!"]  Wait  a 
minute.    The  sentence  concludes — 

**  ProTided  the  Afghans  should  not  adyance  or 
attack  ^em,  or  unless  some  extraordinary  cir- 
dUBstsnoe  should  happen,  such  as  a  disturb- 
ance in  Penjdeh."— [iWrf.] 

Yes;  but  mark  how  the  matter  stands. 
The  Prime  Minister  made  the  bold 
statement  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
without  qualification,  that  it  had  been 
agreed  between  the  two  Governments 
iuMt  no  further  advance  should  be  made 
on  either  side.  Having  made  that 
statement  without  any  j  ustification  what- 
e?er — at  any  rate,  as  far  as  the  public 
records  go — he  then  proceeds,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  get  an  agreement  from 
Bussia  which  shall  bear  him  out ;  and 
what  does  he  get  ?  He  gets  a  perfectly 
worthless  document,  because  the  reser- 
vation of  M.  de  Giers — 

"IJnlssi  some  extraordinary  circumstance 
should  happen,  such  as  a  disturbance  in  Penj- 
deh," 


covers  the  whole  circumstances  of  the 
advance  of  General  KomarofP.  It  is  a 
very  serious  matter  that  the  Prime 
Minister  should  give  the  House  of 
Commons  information  at  a  critical  mo- 
ment that  a  solemn  covenant  had  been 
arrived  at  between  t^o  great  Powers, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  had 
been  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  that  he 
should  then  instruct  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador,  if  possible,  to  extract 
some  kind  of  agreement,  which  might 
be  twisted  into  something  or  other 
which  would  justify  the  premature 
statement  he  had  made.  That  prema- 
ture statement  was  not  founded  upon 
facts,  and  it  has  cost  the  country 
£11,000,000.  If  this  premature  state- 
ment had  not  been  made,  the  worthless 
agreement  extorted  by  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  from  M.  de  Giers  would  not 
have  been  necessary.  Unfortunately, 
it  was  necessary  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  put  a  construction 
of  the  utmost  value  upon  such  a  worth- 
less agreement  as  that  which  has  been 
broken  by  General  KomarofiP,  and  the 
breaking  of  which  induced  the  Prime 
Minister  to  come  forward  with  the 
violent  speech  which  the  House  so  well 
recollects,  in  which  he  declared  that  the 
book  had  been  opened,  and  could  not 
be  closed.  I  do  not  know  which  is  the 
more  to  be  deprecated  in  the  diplomacy 
of  this  country  at  the  present  moment, 
the  fervid  imagination  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  the  weak  ineptitude  of  the 
Foreign  Secretary.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  will  con- 
sider it  consistent  with  his  dignity  to 
offer  an  explanation.  I  now  come  to 
another  point — that  is,  that  I  hold  Her 
Majesty's  Government  primarily  respon- 
sible for  the  attack  of  General  Komaroff 
upon  the  Afghan  position  of  Penjdeh. 
It  was  in  their  power  to  prevent  that 
attack  on  several  occasions  long  before 
it  took  place ;  but  they  deliberately  and 
wilfully  threw  away  their  opportunities 
of  preventing  it.  I  will  ask  the  House 
to  look  at  certain  of  the  despatches.  On 
page  152  of  the  Blue  Book  will  be  found 
a  despatch  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to 
Earl  Granville,  received  on  February  24, 
about  a  month  before  the  attack.  In 
this  despatch  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  tells 
Earl  Granville — 

**  Matters  hare  come  to  a  crisis  by  the  simul- 
taneous movements  of  Russia  on  Sunday  ^"^^ 
on  the  Murghab  and  the  Heri-End.  No  sop 
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limit  to  zone  having  been  fixed,  Bussians  may 
consider  themselves  at  liberty  to  advance  to 
limit  indicated  by  them  and  remain  there.  I 
cannot  advise  Afghans  to  allow  post  after  post 
to  be  forced,  and  trust  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  lose  no  time  in  sending  me  in- 
structions."—[Central  Asia,  No.  2  (1885),  p. 
162.] 

Again,  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  telegraphs  to 
Earl  Granville,  No.  194,  page  152— 

'*  On  perusal  of  your  Lordship's  despatch  to 
Sir  Edward  Thornton  of  the  10th  November, 
and  in  view  of  the  threatening  attitude  of 
Bussians  on  the  Murghab,  as  reported  in  my 
telegram  of  9th,  I  have  deferred  my  departure 
to  Uuslan  vid  Penjdeh,  and  I  shall  wait  till 
supplies  can  be  removed  to  upper  route  by 
Morachuk  and  Chemeni  Beed ;  other  routes  not 
practicable  owing  to  dearth  of  supplies.  I  have 
written  to  officer  commanding  at  Merv,  pointing 
out  necessity  of  both  sides  avoiding  friction, 
and  have  proposed  that,  as  I  have  urged  Afghans 
to  limit  their  patrolling  to  Orush  Dushan,  he 
should  limit  Russian  patrolling  to  Sari  Yazi. 
Keports  as  to  outposts  incident  conflicting ; 
Russians,  however,  retired,  but  may  be  induced 
by  fact  of  passive  action  of  Afghans  to  return 
and  push  further.  It  is  reported  tliat  1,000 
Khivan  Cavalry  have  arrived  at  Merv." — 
llbid.1 

Again  he  asks  for  instructions.  On 
February  25th  Earl  Granville  gives  him 
instructions — 

'*Tou  should  strongly  urge  the  Afghan 
authorities  not  to  advance."— [/6tV^.  p.  163.] 

Those  instructions  are  in  No.  1 99  of  the 
despatches.  *'  Strongly  urge  the  Afghan 
authorities  not  to  advance."  That  is  all 
the  instructions  Earl  Granville  gives. 
We  shall  find,  if  we  turn  to  No.  201, 
page  154,  that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  again 
telegraphs  to  Earl  Granville  on  the  19th 
February,  saying — 

"Your  Lordship  will,  I  feel  sure,  see  the 
necessity  of  sending  me  early  instructions  as  to 
course  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  wish  me 
to  take  under  present  circumstances."— [/6iU 
p.  164.] 

He  goes  on  to  describe  the  critical 
situation,  and  in  No.  203  he  tele- 
graphs— 

**  Russian  troops  to-day  occupied  Zulfikar 
Pass,  Ak  Robat,  Pul-i-Khisti." 

In  No.  209,  in  a  telegram  dated  March 
2nd,  Earl  Granville  merely  tells  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  with  reference  to  all 
the  information  as  to  the  advance  of  the 
Bussian  troops,  the  threatening  positions 
which  they  occupied,  and  the  imminent 
danger  of  a  collision — 

''  I  have  received  your  telegrams  of  the  17th, 
19th,  22nd,  and  23rd  ultimo  relative  to  the 
affairs  of  the  Afghan  Frontier,  and  I  have  to 
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state  that  your  proceedings  as  therein  repoiiad 
are  entirely  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment.  As  regards  your  future  ictioo, 
continue  to  be  guided  by  my  telegrams  of  tho 
20th  and  25th  Feb.'*— [/Airf.  p.  162.] 

These  telegrams  told  him  only  to  urge 
the  Afghans  not  to  advance.  For  the 
telegram  of  February  20th  I  must  look 
back  to  No.  191,  on  pages  150  and  151. 
It  approves  the  action  of  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden,  and  says  that  instructions 
had  been  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambts- 
sador  at  St.  Petersburg.  Earl  Gran- 
ville, in  a  despatch  to  Sir  Edwaid 
Thornton  on  the  previous  day,  February 
19,  says — 

''On  the  20th  Nov.  last  I  instructed  your 
Excellency  to  represent  to  the  Russian  Govera- 
ment  the  embarrassment  likely  to  arise  from 
the  presence  of  Russian  troops  at  Pul-i-Khitua, 
and  to  press  strongly  for  their  withdrawal  to 
Sarakhs,  in  which  case  steps  would  be  taken  to 
obtain  the  retirement  to  Penjdeh  of  the  A^;ht& 
detachment  said  to  have  advanced  to  6(ari  Tasi. 
I  added  that  unless  the  Russian  frontier  autho- 
rities abstained  from  forward  movements  Deed- 
ing the  commencement  of  the  work  of  tht 
Commission,  it  would  be  difficult  to  restnia 
the  Ameer  and  his  officials  from  taking  sndi 
steps  as  would  appear  to  them  necooary  is 
order  to  safeguard  Afghan  rights.  I  hare  to 
request  your  Excellency  to  remind  the  Rowaa 
Government  of  this  communication,  and  to 
point  out  that  in  spite  of  this  remonstimnoe  tfaa 
Russian  troops  not  only  continue  to  hold  Pol- 
i-Khatun,  but  have  now  advanced  to  Sari  Tasi, 
and  that  unless  these  proceedings  are  immedi- 
ately arrested  collisions  will  ensue  which  mtj 
lead  to  the  most  serious  conaequenoea.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  advise  thi 
Afghans  to  withdraw  from  territory  whick 
they  claim  as  their  own ;  but  if  the  BnaBsa 
Government  will  give  orders  to  their  Military 
Commanders,  pending  the  decision  of  the  Joint 
Commission,  to  withdraw  from  Sari  Yari,  and 
to  make  no  further  movement  in  adraoce.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  cidl  upon  the  antbo- 
ritiea  of  the  Ameer  not  to  allow  any  advance  of 
Afghan  troops  actually  in  their  oocnpation."'- 
[Ibid,  p.  160.] 

This  was  a  month  before  the  outbrMk 
took  place.  The  Bussian  Goremmait 
declined  altogether  to  give  anj  gut* 
rantee  not  to  adrance,  and  they  also  d«* 
dined  to  withdraw  their  troops  from 
Sari- Yazi.  In  a  despatch  which  I  havs 
quoted  to  the  House  before^ No.  3 IS, 
pa^e  163  of  the  Blue  Book— Eari  Oran* 
vilTe  tells  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  that  all 
his  action  with  regard  to  the  A^g^^« 
authorities  and  the  Bussian  command«fs 
are  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  GoTen* 
ment,  and  asks  him  to  **continae  to 
hold  similar  language."    He  adds — 

"Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  cannot  sdrisi 
the  Affiant  to  attack  the  KiiMhiw  troo]M  is 
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order  to  dislodge  them  from  the  positions  they 
now  occnpy;  bat  Her  Majesty's  Government 
consider  that  the  further  advance  of  the  Ras- 
tians  shoald,  snbject  to  military  considerations, 
be  resisted  by  the  Afghans."— [/Wrf.,  p.  163.] 

That  is,  on  the  3rd  of  March.  There- 
fore, on  the  3rd  of  March,  knowing  the 
critical  situation,  knowing  the  imminence 
oi  a  collision,  knowing  that  the  Eus- 
Bians  refused  to  withdraw  their  ad- 
vanced troops,  or  to  give  any  pledge  not 
to  make  any  further  advance.  Earl  Gran- 
ville positively  directs  the  Afghan  Com- 
mander, through  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
to  resist  the  further  advance  of  the 
Bossian  troops.  Then  there  is  this 
canons  paragraph  in  the  same  de- 
spatch— 

**Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  attach  great 
importance  to  your  remaining  in  Afghanistan, 
vhere  yonr  presence  may  bs  the  means  of 
stopping  farther  advances  of  the  Russian 
troops,  and  preventing  the  outbreak  of  hos- 
tiUties."— [/W.] 

Look  at  the  position  which  was  taken 
hy  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  address  a  de- 
mand to  St.  Petershurg,  telling  the  Eus- 
■ian  Government  that  they  fear  a  col- 
lision, and  that  their  troops  must  be 
withdrawn.  The  Bussian  Government 
refuse  to  accede  to  the  request,  and  then 
the  English  Government  telegraph  to 
8ir  Peter  Lumsden,  instructing  him  to 
urge  the  Afghans  to  resist ;  but  all  the 
while  they  accept  the  refusal  of  the 
Bossian  Government,  in  the  communica- 
tion from  St.  Petersburg  to  London,  to 
withdraw  their  troops.  They  thus 
forced  on  the  Afghans  a  conflict  in 
which  they  must  have  known  the  Af- 
ghans would  get  worsted,  by  reason  of 
the  inferiority  of  their  arms  and  the  su- 
periority of  those  of  their  adversaries. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  never  at- 
tempted, at  that  time— I  will  not  say  by 
strong  diplomatic  negotiations  at  St. 
Petersburg,  but  by  the  despatch  which 
was  absolutely  necessary  at  the  time  of 
an  Ultimatum  to  the  Bussians,  delivered 
at  St.  Petersburg — to  support  their  un- 
fortunate Allies  on  theFrontier  at  Penj- 
deh.  What  right  had  the  Government 
to  direct  the  Afghans  to  resist  the  Bus- 
6ianB,and  then  themselves  to  adoptthe  ex- 
ceedingly pusillanimous  line  which  they 
took  in  their  negotiations  with  the  Bus- 
sian GK>vemment  at  St.  Petersburg? 
There  is  one  telegram  from  Earl  Gran- 
ville to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  which  is  a 
perfect  picture  of  that  nobleman's  pecu- 
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liar  style  and  state  of  mind.  I  think  it 
is  No.  222.  On  the  4th  of  March  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  had  sent  this  telegram 
to  Earl  Granville — 

''Matters  remain  as  reported  by  me  on  let 
March.  General  Eomaroff  is  at  Yulatan,  and 
the  guns  and  Infantry  are  said  to  be  coming 
on  with  him.  I  have  impressed  on  the  Afghans 
the  necessity  of  refraining  from  action.*'^* 
[Ibid.,  p.  165.] 

On  the  same  day  he  sent  another  tele- 
gram to  say — 

"  The  Sarikhs  are  again  greatly  excited,  and 
are  holding  meetinp^s  to  decide  what  course  to 
adopt.  It  appears  impossible  to  maintain  any 
longer  the  passive  attitude  enforced  on  Afghans 
and  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
is  reported  that  1,000  Infantry  and  4  breech- 
loading  guns  have  arrived  at  Merv,  and  that 
strong  reinforcements  are  expected." — [IhidJ] 

Then  he  asks  for  instructions,  and  this 
is  what  Earl  Granville,  after  receiving 
this  news,  replies  on  the  10th  of  March, 
No.  222,.  page  166— 

**  We  are  anxious  to  give  yon  full  support  in 
present  very  difficult  circumstances." 

What  an  extraordinary  wailing  kind  of 
message  for  a  Minister  to  send  to  a  Be- 
presentative  asking  for  instructions  at  a 
most  critical  time — 

'^  TV  e  are  anxious  to  give  you  full  support  in 
present  very  difficult  circumstances." 

What  did  it  mean  ?  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den has  been  recalled  since ;  but  what 
did  it  mean  at  that  time  ?  Did  it  mean 
that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  was  to  take  the 
responsibility  of  directing  the  Afghans 
to  advance  and  attack  the  Bussians,  or 
of  joining  the  Afghan  Forces  to  resist 
the  Bussians  ?  What  on  earth  did  that 
telegram  mean  at  that  critical  mo- 
ment-— 

"  We  are  anxious  to  give  you  full  support  in 
present  very  difficult  circumstances." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
had  no  support  at  all  from  them.  The 
only  support  which  the  English  Govern- 
ment could  give  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
was  by  taking  up  very  strong  ground  at 
St.  Petersburg.  That  was  the  only  way 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
give  support.  It  would  have  put  a  stop 
to  the  advance  on  Penjdeh  ;  and  it  was 
an  important  matter  to  stop  the  Bus- 
sian advance  on  Penjdeh,  because  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  send 
troops  to  Penjdeh,  nor  could  they  make 
the  Afghan  troops  superior  to  what  they 
are.    But  they  could  have  supported  th^ 
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action  of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  by  ener- 
getic action  at  St.  Petersburg,  and  that 
was  exactly  the  support  which  it  was  in 
their  power  to  give  him  which  they  did 
not  give.  The  only  answer  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  could 
give  to  the  Envoy  who  sought  instruc- 
tions in  the  very  difficult  circumstances 
in  which  he  was  placed  was  this  wretched, 
wailing,  lamenting  kind  of  telegram, 
which  signified  nothing  at  all,  and  pro- 
bably only  deluded  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
because  he  would  naturally  think  that  if 
he  took  stronger  action  than  he  felt 
himself  justified  in  taking  on  his  own 
account,  he  would  be  backed  up  by  the 
negotiations  going  on  between  London 
and  St.  Petersburg.  Under  all  these 
circumstances,  I  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  greatly  responsible  for 
the  collision  which  occurred  between  the 
Afghans  and  the  Bussians,  and  for  the 
slaughter  of  the  Afghan  Forces.  They 
had  ample  warning  of  what  was  going 
on,  for  on  the  13th  of  March  Sir  Ed- 
ward Thornton  telegraphed  to  Earl  Gran- 
ville another  warning.  It  will  be  seen 
in  No.  224,  page  166,  that  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  telegraphed  to  Earl  Granville 
on  the  13th  of  March  as  follows : — 

"A  rumour  has  just  reached  me,  in  a  maimer 
which  gives  me  ground  for  believing  it  to  be 
true,  that  a  telegram  has  been  received  by  the 
Russian  Minister  of  War  from  General  Komaroff, 
Commander-in-Chief  in  the  Trans-Caspian  re- 

S'on,  to  the  effect  that  for  the  safety  of  the 
ussian  troops  on  the  Afghan  Border  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  Penjdeh  should  be 
taken,  and  that  the  General  had  asked  leave 
to  order  that  place  to  be  attacked.  It  was  added 
that  the  Russian  Grovemment  are  now  consider- 
ing what  answer  should  be  sent  to  the  above- 
mentioned  telegram." 

Earl  Granville  said,  in  reply — 

*'  Her  Majesty's  Government  desire  that  Your 
Excellency  should*  urge  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner upon  the  Russian  Government  that  if  this 
report  be  true,  orders  may  be  immediately 
given  to  prevent  the  proposed  attack." — 
[idiV.,  pp.  166-7.] 

That  was  on  the  13th  of  March,  and  on 
the  10th  of  March  Earl  Granville  had 
informed  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  that  the 
Government  would  give  him  full  sup- 
port. I  do  not  call  that  full  support. 
The  only  thing  which  would  have  been 
giving  really  full  support  would  have 
been  for  Earl  Granville  to  have  directed 
Sir  Edward  Thornton  to  tell  theEussian 
Government  that  any  attack  on  Penj- 
deh, or  any  attack  upon  our  Allies, 
the  Afghans,  would  be  a  caeus  helK  be- 
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tween  England  and  Bussia.  If  yon 
had  given  your  Ally  that  full  support, 
the  attack  on  Penjdeh,  in  all  human 
probability,  would  never  have  taken 
place.  I  find,  also,  in  No.  243,  at  page 
176,  a  curious  instance  of  Earl  Gran- 
ville's singular  weakness.  The  Ambas- 
sador to  St.  Petersburg  had  taken  a  very 
strong  line  on  the  16th  of  March,  and 
this  is  what  Sir  Edward  Thornton 
says — 

"  I  called  upon  M«  de  Giers,  on  the  aftemoon 
of  the  14th  instant,  and  mentioned  to  His  Ex* 
cellenoy  the  rumour  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
report  to  your  Lordship  in  my  telegram  of  the 
13th  instant.  He  expressed  great  surprise  at 
this  rumour,  said  that,  of  course,  no  such  tele- 
gram could  have  reached  St  Petersburg  without 
his  having  heard  of  it,  and  assured  me  there 
could  be  no  foundation  for  it.  I  expreaMd  my 
satisfaction  at  this  assurance,  and  pointed  out 
to  him  that,  in  my  opinion,  any  such  incident 
as  an  attack  upon  JPenjdeh  would  put  an  end  to 
any  possibility  of  negotiations  between  the  two 
countries,  and  might  lead  to  the  most  diaaitroai 
consequences,"— [/i6irf.,  p.  176.] 

Here  you  have  Her  Majesty's  Ambar 
sador  acting  absolutely  on  his  own  rr 
sponsibility.  He  did  this  without  oideit 
from  Earl  Qranville.  He  had  no  in- 
struction whatever ;  and  is  it  not  corioos 
that,  although  with  regard  to  the  a^ion 
of  our  Ambassador,  wherever  it  is  de- 
scribed in  these  despatches,  there  is 
shortly  afterwards  another  despatch 
saying  that  the  action  of  our  Bepr*- 
sentative  is  approved — it  will  scamlj 
be  believed  that  this  is  the  only  instance 
where  there  is  no  despatch  in  this  Bhxe 
Book  from  Earl  Graniolle  to  Sir  Edward 
Thornton  expressing  an  approval  of  what 
the  Ambassador  had  done?  It  is  the 
only  time  there  was  an  approach  towards 
anything  like  an  Ultimatum  to  BosBiay 
and  it  is  made  on  the  authority  of  the 
Ambassador  himself  without  inetmctions 
from  his  Government,  and  it  is  the  only 
one  act  of  the  Ambassador  at  St.  Petot* 
burg  which  is  not  approved  by  EaA 
Granville.  So  much  for  that  matter. 
My  contention  is  that  the  Oovemmeot  m 
mainly  responsible  for  the  conflict  in 
Penjdeh,  which  was  attended  with  tke 
rout  and  slaughter  of  their  Alliee.  U 
was  in  their  power,  long  before  that 
conflict  took  place,  to  have  prevented  it 
I  pass  to  another  point ;  it  helps  in  lay- 
ing the  foundation  for  a  debate  which 
probably  will  come  off  sooner  or  later.  I 
wish  to  come  to  the  auggestiotia  of  ths 
Prime  Minister  with  regud  to  the  dm- 
coveriee  which  we  ahoold  make  whmt « 
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dot  in  writing  from  me  at  any  time  which  may 
be  a  pretext  to  enable  them  to  enter  and  take 
possession  of  the  Afghan  land.  I  am  so  firm 
in  resisting  for  my  rights,  that  if  the  Russian 
Agents  should  wish  to  take  a  piece  or  fragment 
from  the  ruins  of  the  Afghanistan  frontier, 
it  will  be  impossible  for  them  to  do  so  as  long  as 
the  Afghans  have  strength  and  power  to  resist." 
^[Ibid.,  122.] 

That  was  the  Ameer's  frame  of  mind 
with  regard  to  all  the  positions  held  by 
the  Afghan  troops  on  the  31st  of  October 
last;  and  bearing  in  mind  the  action 
taken  by  his  troops  long  after  that,  and 
the  battle  they  fought  in  defence  of 
Penjdeh,  unless  the  deliberate  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  is  supported  by 
Papers  laid  on  the  Table,  I  do  not 
think  the  country  will  readily  give  its 
consent  to  the  theory  that  the  Ameer  did 
not  particularly  care  about  Penj  deh.  But 
with  regard  to  Penj  deh  itself,  even  if  the 
Ameer  were  inclined  to  give  it  up  to 
Eussia,  the  Committee  must  be  aware 
that  the  Government  are  flying  in  the 
face  of  the  deliberate  opinions  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  Colonel  Stewart,  and 
Colonel  Bidgeway,  and  every  single 
officer  of  experience  who  is  able  to  give 
reliable  information,  and  the  Committee 
will  find  most  important  documents  in 
this  Book  bearing  on  the  value  of 
Penj  deh.  A  high  authority,  yesterday, 
whom  I  asked  whether  in  his  opinion 
Penj  deh  was  vital  to  Afghanistan  or 
not,  replied — "  All  I  can  tell  you  is  that 
if  the  Eussians  have  got  Penj  deh  they 
have  got  the  key  of  Afghanistan."  I 
mention  this  because  I  desire  to  have 
further  information  from  the  Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  state  of  Penj  deh.  I 
want  to  press  the  Prime  Minister  to  give 
some  assurance  whether,  in  the  negotia- 
tions. Her  Majesty's  Government  have  or 
have  not  ceded  Penj  deh  to  Eussia?  I 
think  it  is  a  fair  question  to  put  to  the 
Government.  There  are  several  other 
questions  I  should  like  to  address  to  the 
Government ;  but  I  fear  I  have  detained 
the  Committee  too  long.  There  are 
other  Members  who  will  idso  have  ques- 
tions to  ask,  and  I  will  therefore  con- 
tent myself  with  these.  In  order  to  put 
some  pressure  on  the  Government  to 
answer  this  inquiry  I  will  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  the  sum  not  of 
£2,000,000,  which  I  gave  Notice  of,  but 
of  £1,000,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That    a    further    sum,     not     exceeding 

£1,260,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,   on 
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got  certain  Papers  in  our  hands.  There 
Has  been  no  precedent,  so  far  as  I  can 
find,  and  I  doubt  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  can  instance  one,  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  making  use  of  Papers  not 

Sroduced,  as  the  Prime  Minister  did,  on 
[onday  last.      He  said — "When  you 
^i  the  Papers,  suppose  you  find  so  and 
BO."    In  all  my  experience  I  know  of  no 
sach  precedent     He  said — ''Suppose 
you  find  the  Ameer  does  not  care  about 
Penjdeh,    about     which    you    are    so 
aoxioQs. "    But  after  the  Prime  Minister 
has  made  that  statement,  seeing  that 
the  Papers  do  not  bear  it  out,  I  should 
certainly  like  to  press  for  further  infor- 
mation bearing  on  that  point.     I  am 
inclined  to  doubt  the  possibility  of  the 
Ameer  being  in  the  frame  of  mind  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister    suggested 
that  he  was.    What  are  the  facts  of  the 
matter?    We  find  the  Ameer's  troops 
advanced  to  Penjdeh  in  June  last.     He 
reinforced  his  troops  when  the  Bussians 
eame  nearer,  and  he  thought  they  were 
goiog  to   be  attacked.    The  Eussians 
Btill  advanced,  and  eventually  the  Afghan 
troops,  acting  under  the  Ameer's  orders, 
naked  a  battle  with  the  Eussians  in 
which  they  were  defeated  with  great  loss. 
It  that  the  action  of  a  man  who  does  not 
care  about  Penjdeh  ?    The  action  of  the 
Ameer  from  June,  1884,  to  March,  1885, 
has  been  constantly  to  protect  and  guard 
Peojdeh,  and  yet  the  Prime  Minister 
suggests  that  the  Ameer  did  not  care 
about  Penjdeh.    But  there  is  something 
in  this    Blue    Book  which    oasts    the 
greatest  doubt  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
Prime  Minister.     The  Committee  will 
find,  in  the  early  part  of  the  Blue  Book, 
ft  despatch  from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to 
Earl  Granville,  stating  that  the  Ameer 
had  written  to  him  protesting  strongly 
ftgainst    the    continued   occupation    of 
Pol-i-Khatun  by  Eussian  troops.    On 
page  122  there  is  a  remarkable  despatch 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,   inclosing  a 
letter  from  the  Ameer,  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
I  will  not  read  the  whole  of  the  letter, 
bat  merely  part  of  it.  The  Ameer,  wrote 
to   Sir    Peter  Lumsden    in    the    most 
iriendly  manner,  in  answer  to  another 
letter  sent  by  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  him- 
•ell    He  says— 

**  I  hope  that  you  will  with  great  courage  and 
valour  negotiate  with  the  Russian  Agents  re- 
gardiDg  ti&  disputed  frontier  line,  and  that  you 
aay  r«t  assured  that  they  have  not  in  hand  a 
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account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge 
for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day 
of  March  1886."— (Zorrf  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  With  respect  to 
the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  I  must 
tell  the  Doble  Lord  that  we  cannot  pos- 
sibly accede  to  his  Motion.  In  framing 
this  Vote,  we  have  adopted  what  I  be- 
lieve is  the  usual  course  fixed  for  the 
second  Vote  of  Credit  which  it  may  be 
requisite  to  ask  for — namely,  six  weeks 
on  account.  We  have  endeavoured,  in 
what  has  passed  in  the  course  of  the 
Session,  to  do  all  we  could  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  on  with  Supply,  and  that 
18  all  that  is  usually  expected,  or  that 
can  be  equitably  expected  from  the  Go- 
vernment in  connection  with  the  arrange- 
ment of  Parliamentary  Business.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  effect  will  be  that  the  sum 
asked  for  six  weeks  would  really  last 
four  or  five  weeks.  The  state  of  things 
in  which  we  stand  is  really  this.  The 
House  of  Commons  will  meet  afresh,  I 
believe,  on  the  4  th  of  June,  and  it  will 
then  meet  with  the  finances  of  the  year 
settled,  with  legislative  Business  of 
urgency  and  importance  to  carry  for- 
ward, especially  that  which  relates  to 
the  Crofters*  Bill,  and  with  the  pos- 
sibility that  reasonable  claims  may  be 
made  to  proceed  on  some  day  or  days 
with  a  discussion  of  our  policy.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  a^ree  to  a  reduction  such  as  that 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  whether 
he  proposes  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£2,000,000  or  £1,000,000.  The  noble 
Lord  has  taken  a  course  to-day  which 
I  believe  to  be  entirely  unusual,  and, 
without  any  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
raise  a  debate  upon  the  contents  of  a 
Blue  Book  of  gteat  importance,  he  has 
made  his  own  comments  upon  that  Blue 
Book.  I  do  not  complain  in  the  least  of 
the  noble  Lord  so  doin^.  There  is  no 
limit  to  the  right  of  Gentlemen  to  intro- 
duce subjects  with  Notice  or  without 
Notice ;  but  the  noble  Lord's  position 
and  mine  are  rather  different.  My  mind 
is  occupied  from  day  to  day  with  a  suc- 
cession of  questions  of  public  interest, 
of  difficulty  and  moment.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  enter  into  the  details  of  a 
Blue  Book,  so  as  to  be  able  to  pretend 
to  give  the  Committee  any  satisfactory 
information  with  regard  to  it.  unless  I 
had  the  opportunity  of  carefully  exa- 
piining  that  Blue  Book  beforehand.    I 


shall,  therefore,  be  very  limited  in  my 
replies  to  the  noble  Ijord.     I  obeerre 
the  noble  Lord  proceeds  in  this  form. 
He  states  that  all  he  has  said  is  in  the 
nature  of  inquiry.     I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  is  in  the  nature  of  inquiry,  but  it 
was  in  the  nature  also  of  the  broadest 
measure    of    condemnation,  when    the 
noble  Lord  took  it  upon  him  to  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  action  at  Penjdeh, 
which,  he  said,  they  might  have  pre- 
vented.   He  did  not  point  out  in  what 
way  they  might  have  prevented  thit 
action.     [Lord  Eandolph  Churchiix: 
Yes.]    I  entirely  failed  to  hear  of  that 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.    I  wm 
obliged  to  spend  my  time  in  tumiog 
over  page  after  page  of  the  Blue  Book, 
as  the  noble  Lord  proceeded  with  his 
quotations,  in  order  to  ascertain  what 
the  points  were  which  the  noble  Lord 
urged  in  support  of  his  accusation.    Of 
accusations  I  have  heard  plenty,  but  of 
suggestions  as  to  what  Her  Majestj*! 
Gbvernment  were  to  do,  I  did  not  hear 
anything  from  the  noble  Lord.    The 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  (Jovemmaift 
was  one  of  very  great  difficulty  and  deli- 
cacy.   The  one  object  to  which  it  wu 
their  duty  almost   entirely  to  confine 
themselves  was,  while  they  were  pre- 
paring for  the  ultimate  nogotiations  u 
to  the  Frontier,  to  take  the  best  mea- 
sures they  could  both   with  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  on  the  spot,  and  likewise  at 
St.  Petersburg,  to  prevent  a  ooIlisioiL 
They  did  take  those  measures  with  in- 
cessant care  from  day  to  day,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  noble  Lord  will  be 
able  to  show  that  anything  has  been 
done  or  anything  omitted  which  ooold 
possibly  have  that  result.    The  noUe 
Lord,  in  another  part  of  his  speech,  said 
it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan  can  have  bea 
indifferent  about  the  retention  of  Poij- 
deh,  because  his  troops  fought  for  It 
The  noble  Lord  spoke  as  if  the  Ameer 
had  been  on  the  spot,  and  had  the  power 
of  considering  from  day  to  day  what  the 
troops  were  doing  at  a  c^eat  distance,  aad 
with  difficult  means  of  communicatioo. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  beg  the  Prime  Minister's  pardoiL 
Does  not  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
direct  the  troops  in  the  Soudan  ?  What 
is  the  difference  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Thedifleiweek 
this.    In  the  first  place,  it  i$  act  1 
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without  qualification  that  we  do  direct 
the  troops  in  the  Soudan.  It  is  not  true 
without  qualification  that  we  direct  the 
details  of  the  military  movements. 
['•Oh !  "]  I  must  say  I  am  astonished 
at  the  ignorance  which  is  shown  hy 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  the  details  of 
military  affairs.  It  is  also  true  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  the  greatest 
confidence  in  their  military  officers  in 
the  Soudan,  and  that  they  can  trust 
and  rely  on  the  character  and  proceed- 
ings of  the  British  Generals  and  British 
troops ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  do 
eiercise  a  control  over  them,  and  they 
do  exercise  a  control  over  them  which  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  exercise  over 
the  troops  of  the  Ameer.  Does  the 
noble  Lord  perceive  that  difference  ? 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL  : 
No. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  noble  Lord 
does  not  perceive  that  at  all.  He  thinks 
we  have  just  the  same  power  of  control- 
ling the  troops  of  the  Ameer  as  our  own. 
Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL: 
No.  What  I  said  was  that  the  Ameer 
had  the  same  control  over  his  own  troops 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  over 
the  British  troops  in  the  Soudan. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  noble  Lord 
is  flying  from  the  point.  [^Opposition 
mtM  of  "  No !  "]  Well,  Sir,  the  clamour 
which  has  become  usual  on  that  side  of 
the  House  is,  unhappily,  establishing 
new  Eules  for  the  coDduct  of  Business, 
which  will  have  the  effect,  I  am  afraid, 
of  establishing  not  only  new  Eules,  but 
forming  new  impediments  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Business  at  a  time  when  I  am 
no  longer  here  either  to  profit  or  to 
suffer  from  these  altered  methods  of 
procedure.  The  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  does  not  seem  to 
understand  that  there  was  a  different 
point  raised  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  raised  two  points— one  with 
regard  to  the  Ameer,  and  the  other  with 
r^ard  to  our  control  over  the  troops  in 
the  Soudan.  He  chose  to  establish  that 
comparison,  and  it  was  my  duty  to  point 
out  the  difference  between  those  points. 
I  was  pointing  out  the  difference — [  Cries 
of  •«  No !  "  and  *•  Order ! "]  I  must  say 
that  some  of  the  Gentlemen  who  inter- 
rupt me  should  either  alter  their  modes 
of  proceeding,  or  suggest  a  method  by 
which  hereafter  the  debates  of  this 
House  are  to  be  carried  on.  It  is  hardly 
possible,   I   am  afraid,  under  present 


circumstances,  to  do  justice  or  to  pay 
proper  respect  to  the  House,  and  pre- 
serve the  proper  and  necessary  con- 
tinuity of  my  remarks,  if  conduct  so 
extraordinary,  so  unparalleled  —  [Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  :  No.]  Yes ;  I 
must  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  that  it 
is  unparalleled.  I  am  sorry  that  he 
should  give  it  encouragement. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH :  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me, 
I  should  like  to  say  that  I  was  extremely 
sorry  at  the  interruptions ;  but  what  I 
endeavoured  to  express  a  negative  view 
upon  was  the  statement  that  they  had 
been  unparalleled.  I  have  heard  inter- 
ruptions of  the  same  kind  ever  since  I 
have  been  in  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  heard 
such  interruptions ;  but  I  accept  thank- 
fully the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  regretted  the  inter* 
ruptions  on  the  present  occasion,  and  I 
withdraw  my  criticism  upon  what  I 
thought  to  be  the  sentiment  that  he 
entertained.  Coming  back  to  the  point 
under  consideration,  I  said  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  difference  between 
the  control  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment exercised  over  their  own  troops 
and  their  own  forces  and  the  control 
which  they  could  exercise  over  the  forces 
of  the  Ameer.  I  say  does  the  noble 
Lord  admit  that  difference?  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  he  does  not 
admit  it. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL: 
No. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
does  not  admit  that  difference  ? 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
I  have  no  desire  to  interrupt  the  Prime 
Minister;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  really  mis-stated  my  case  altogether. 
I  said  that  if  the  Ameer  did  not  care 
about  Penjdeh  he  would  not  have  al- 
lowed his  troops  to  fight  for  it ;  and  then 
I  said  that  the  control  of  the  Ameer  over 
his  troops  was  as  great  as  that  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  over  the  forces  in 
the  Soudan. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  was  not 
my  point.  The  point  which  I  was  dis- 
cussing at  that  moment  was  not  the 
control  of  the  Ameer  over  his  troops, 
but  the  control  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment over  the  Ameer's  troops.  I  was 
pressing  upon  the  Committee  that  the 
position  of  the  British  Government  was   | 
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most  peculiar,  inasmuoh  as  they  bad  re- 
sponsibility for  a  Frontier  defended  by 
troops  over  "^hich  they  had  not  the  usual, 
or  any  complete  military  control.  Have 
I  made  that  point  clear  as  far  as  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Committee  are  con- 
cerned ?  Then  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
the  Ameer  had  as  complete  control  over 
his  troops  as  the  British  Government 
had  over  the  forces  in  the  Soudan.  I 
entirely  differ  from  that  proposition.  I 
entirely  deny  it.  In  the  first  place,  the 
control  of  this  Government  is  not  re- 
quired to  the  same  extent,  and  it  can  be 
conveyed  by  telegraph  in  the  shortest 
possible  time.  The  Ameer,  on  the  con- 
trary, is  at  a  distance,  and  was  at  this 
period  at  a  distance  of  I  know  not  how 
many  days,  with  no  telegraph,  with  no 
rapid  means  of  communication,  and  with 
the  greatest  difficulties  in  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  country  to  contend  with. 
Therefore,  my  position,  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  is  that  you  cannot  infer  that 
because  the  Ameer's  troops,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  their  duty,  as  they  supposed,  de- 
fended a  particular  point,  the  Ameer 
was  a  party  to  their  defending  that 
point  at  that  time.  Still  less  can  you 
infer  that  the  Ameer  attached,  or  did 
not  attach,  any  importance  to  the  per- 
manent retention  of  that  point.  The 
noble  Lord  says  that  his  speech  is  one 
in  the  nature  of  an  inquiiy .  As  to  the 
painful  subject  upon  which  I  just 
touched,  I  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
if  I  take  notice  of  these  interruptions 
it  is  not  really  on  my  own  account. 
They  matter  very  little  to  a  person 
whose  future  intervention  in  political 
conflicts  is  much  more  likely  to  be  mea- 
sured by  weeks  than  by  months,  and 
certainly  by  months  than  by  years.  It 
is  because  of  the  deep  conviction  I  have 
that  a  great  blow  has  been  struck  at  the 
liberties  and  the  dignity  of  this  House 
by  the  modes  of  proceeding  which  have 
within  the  last  few  years — the  last  very 
few  years,  speaking  with  great  respect 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaob) — been  introduced  into  its 
debates.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  his 
speech  is  in  the  nature  of  an  inquiry ; 
but  his  inquiry  did  not  prevent  him  from 
declaring  his  conviction  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  responsible  for 
the  conflict  at  Penjdeh.  When  we  come 
to  a  deliberate  debate,  it  will  be  found 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
given  every  support  that  they  could  to 

Mr.  Gladstone 


their  Agents  on  the  spot,  to  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden,  and  at  St.  Petersburg;  and 
the  question  how  the  agreement  of  the 
16th  of  March  failed  to  be  fulfilled  and 
how  bloodshed  resulted   will  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  high  and  impartial  autho- 
rity.   The  noble  Lord  referred  to  what 
he  calls  **  my  unusual  course  "  in  speak- 
ing of  the    possible    contents    of  the 
Papers  on  the  views  of  the  Ameer  re- 
garding Penjdeh.    A  variety  of  matters 
connected  with  the  Central  Asian  Ques- 
tion had  been  stated ;  and  all  I  said  was, 
**  What  defence  will  you  have  if,  when 
the    Papers  are    published,    you  find 
that  you  were  wrong  in  tliis   or  that 
particular?"     The    noble    Lord   sajs 
that  was  an  unusual  proceeding ;  but  it 
was  a  proceeding  drawn  forth  by  a  pro- 
ceeding  still    more    unusual,    for  the 
general  practice  of  this  House  is  that 
when  great  questions  of  policy  are  de- 
pending to  wait  for  the  production  of  the 
Papers,  and  when  the  Papers  have  been 
produced,  then  to  have  a  (Uscussion  upoa 
them.     It  was  my  duty  to  warn  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  of  the  dangerooi 
ground  upon  which  they  were  entering, 
and  I  believe  the  warning  I  then  gaTt 
has  been  proved  to  have  been  ne^ed. 
The  noble  Lord  now  says  that  he  finds 
reason   to  doubt  whether  my  warning 
was  justified.  I  say  that  it  was  justified. 
I  am  not  entitled  to  quote  Papers  whiok 
are  not  before  the  House,  and  I  am 
not  entitled,    therefore,  to  state  what 
specific  expressions  formed  the  grounds 
on  which  I  proceeded ;  but  it  would 
have  been  extremely  wrong  on  my  put 
to  say  as  much  as  I  did  if  I  had  nol 
been  in  possession  of  information  which 
warranted  my  statement.      The  nobk 
Lord  will  find  that  the  inferenoee  he  has 
drawn    are    perfectly    baseless.      The 
Ameer  says,  in  the  passage  whioh  th« 
noble  Lord  quoted  last,  that  the  Afghan 
troops  would  fight  for  every  part  of 
Afghanistan.      Undoubtedly ;    the    Af- 
ghans   are  a  brave  people,    and  ihej 
would  fight,  and  have  fought,  for  every- 
thing they  believed  ^to  belong  to  tfao 
territory  of  their  master,  or  any  tetritory 
held  in  the  name  of  their  Sovereign.   In 
the  letter   of  the  Ameer  there  is  oo 
reference  whatever  to  Penjdeh.     Tk^re 
is  no  reference  to  any  territory  in  par- 
ticular; but  there  is  a  statemeat  w&kk 
speaks  of  Afghan  land,  and  of  a  d«ter« 
mination  to  hold  it.    The  noble   Lord 
has  entered  upon  another  questioa  is 
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regard  to  which  I  perfectly  admit  he  is 
entitled  to  an  explanation  from  me, 
thoagh  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  give 
that  explanation  at  the  present  time. 
The  noble  Lord  thinks  that  I  made  on 
the  13th  of  March  a  statement  which  is 
not  justified  by  the  faots,  and  the 
questions  which  are  raised  are  these. 
First  of  all,  whether  what  I  stated  was 
accnrate  with  respect  to  the  substance 
of  the  communications  that  had  passed 
between  the  two  Govemments  ?  Now, 
Sir,  that  question  I  must  reserve,  for  it 
ifl  totally  impossible,  I  am  afraid,  forme 
to  recollect  what  I  said  on  that  occasion 
or  on  subsequent  occasions.  But  the 
noble  Lord  has  quoted  the  description 
of  what  I  said  g:iven  in  a  despatch  from 
the  Foreign  Office,  which  he  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  quoting.  I  quite  ad- 
mit the  legitimacy  of  that  proceeding ; 
but  I  must  take  the  liberty  to  ascertain, 
as  exactly  as  I  can,  what  was  said,  in 
order  that  I  may  be  able  to  state  to  the 
Oommittee  whether  I  recited  with  per- 
fect accuracy  the  state  of  the  communi- 
cations between  the  two  Governments. 
But  there  is  one  point  which  the  noble 
Lord  does  not  seem  to  imderstand.  He 
appears  to  think  that  because  I  stated 
that  there  was  a  concurrence  of  view 
between  the  two  Governments  on  certain 
matters,  therefore  it  was  wrong  for  the 
Foreign  Office  to  refer  to  St.  Petersburg, 
and  to  endeavour  to  obtain  an  authentic 
declaration  upon  that  matter  from  the 
Bosaian  Gt)T6rnment  itself.  There  the 
noble  Lord  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to 
say  he  is  mistaken ;  for  the  basis  upon 
which  I  proceeded  was  this.  Certain 
negotiations  were  going  on,  and  com- 
munications had  been  received  from  Sir 
Edward  Thornton.  I  had  no  right  to 
hold  the  Bussian  Gbyemment  bound  by 
these  communications ;  but  I  had  a  right 
to  believe  that  a  concurrence  of  opinion 
had  been  arrived  at,  and  I  had  a  right 
to  recite  the  fact,  because  I  believed  it 
to  be  true,  that  a  concurrence  of  opinion 
had  been  arrived  at.  I  had  no  right  to 
assume  that  the  Eeport  of  a  British 
Ambassador  to  his  Government  was  a 
document  binding  upon  the  Bussian 
Government.  Consequently  it  was  per- 
feetly  regular,  and,  as  I  think,  very 
prudent,  to  make  a  reference  to  St. 
JPetersburg  at  once,  for  the  purpose  of 
ramoving  any  doubt  upon  the  subject, 
And  of  obtaining  that  which  could  be 
nUed  upon  as  the  actual  utterance  of 


the  Bussian  Government.  And,  Sir,  I 
am  happy  to  observe  that  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  great  discrepancy  in  this 
matter.  The  Committee  is  aware  of  all 
the  recent  information  we  have  received. 
The  Committee  knows  that  from  day  to 
day  we  endeavoured  to  tell  exactly  what 
had  happened,  after  the  alarming  news 
which  came  from  the  Frontier.  Long 
before  that  we  endeavoured  to  give  to 
the  House  all  the  information  which 
reached  us.  We  were  engaged  in  en- 
deavouring to  obviate  the  risk  of  a  con- 
flict on  the  Frontier.  We  had  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  question  we  were 
negotiating  was  one  of  hopeless  diffi- 
culty ;  but  we  had  reason  to  believe  that 
an  armed  collision  would  tend  very 
greatly  to  complicate  the  question,  and 
we  were  therefore  anxious,  in  the  first 
place,  to  obtain  from  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment an  assurance  that  there  would 
be  no  advance  of  her  troops.  That 
would  have  obviated  all  risk.  Secondly, 
in  order  to  allay  excitement  in  this  and 
in  other  countries  we  desired  to  make 
known  what  the  position  of  the  ques- 
tion was.  On  the  13th  of  March  I  made 
the  statement  which  the  noble  Lord 
impugns.  And  whether  that  statement 
was  or  was  not  accurate  at  that  time,  in 
regard  to  it  at  present  I  make  no 
assumption.  But,  having  been  reported 
at  St.  Petersburg,  it  was  accepted  there 
with  an  addition,  which  was  immediately 
stated  to  the  House.  The  main  object, 
that  there  was  to  be  no  advance,  was 
attained  ;  and  if  there  was  a  question  of 
advancing  beyond  the  positions  occupied, 
or  of  advancing  beyond  a  certain  line, 
at  any  rate  it  could  not  have  acted  upon 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  for  more 
than  a  very  few  days.  The  noble  Lord 
understood  that  which  I  think  is  clear 
to  the  Committee,  that  when  our  Am- 
bassador at  St.  Petersburg  had  recited 
to  us  his  conversation  with  the  Foreign 
Minister,  it  was  our  duty  to  endeavour 
to  obtain  the  substance  of  that  interview 
in  an  absolutely  authentic  form.  The 
noble  Lord  has  alluded  to  a  sacred 
covenant,  and  he  appears  to  think  that 
what  I  referred  to  on  the  ISth  of  March 
was  the  '*  sacred  covenant."  It  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.  It  was  to  this 
matter,  and  not  to  my  statement  of  the 
13th  of  March,  that  I  applied  the  term 
**  sacred  covenant,"  and  in  my  opinion 
that  was  a  just  and  proper  description 
of  a  covenant,  a  failure  to  keep  which 
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involved  tbe  loss  of  hundreds  of  lives, 
and  shook  the  whole  civilized  world 
with  the  apprehensions  of  war.  A 
covenant  of  such  a  description  well 
deserved  to  be  described  by  me  as  a 
sacred  covenant.  But  that  is  not  what 
I  spoke  of  on  the  13th  of  March.  That 
was  a  preliminary  statement  subject  to 
verification.  The  verification  was  ob- 
tained from  the  Bussian  Government, 
with  an  addition  which  we  thought  it 
wise  at  the  time  to  accept,  but  which 
has  since  been  described,  and!  truly  de- 
scribed, as  a  material  addition.  The 
Sussian  Government,  with  that  addition, 
accepted  the  terms  we  had  used.  That 
I  say  was  the  sacred  covenant,  but  it 
was  not  the  language  I  had  used  on  the 
1 3th  of  March.  On  the  present  occasion 
I  can  go  no  further.  I  will  endeavour 
to  examine  and  see  how  far  1  am 
responsible  for  the  accusation  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  brought  against  me,  and 
whether  I  have  been  guilty  of  some 
slight  inaccuracy  in  my  communications 
to  the  House.  At  present  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  affirm  or  deny ;  but  as  soon 
as  I  can  I  will  take  care  to  ascertain  the 
exact  position  of  the  facts,  and  to  put 
them  in  the  possession  of  the  House. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir 
Arthur  Otway,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  only  chal- 
lenged  the  proceedings  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Ohurchill)  for  raising  these 
questions  now,  but  he  has  also  blamed 
us  for  raising  a  discussion  on  this  sub- 

J'ect  before  we  were  in  possession  of 
i^apers.  Last  week,  when  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Report  of  the  Vote  for 
£11,000,000  we  had  a  most  legitimate 
opportunity  for  calling  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  were  proceeding  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  that  had  led  to  that  Vote, 
we  were  told  to  wait  imtil  we  had  the 
Papers  in  our  hands,  which  it  was  said 
would  throw  light  upon  the  negotiations, 
and  we  were  further  told  that  if  we 
went  on  without  those  Papers  we  should 
be  liable  to  go  entirely  wrong.  We 
were  likewise  informed  that  when  we 
examined  the  Papers  we  might  find  that 
we  were  altogether  in  error  in  regard  to 
Penjdeh,  because  it  might  be  found 
that  the  Ameer  did  not  attach  any  im- 
portanoe  to  the  possession  of  that  place. 
What  is  our  position  now  ?  When  we 
oome  to  look  into  the  Papers  we  find 
that  they  contain  very  inadequate  infor- 

2fr,  Gladstone 


mation  on  many  important  points.  We 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  challenges  even  state- 
ments made  on  the  strength  of  those 
Papers,  because  there  are  other  Papers 
which  have  not  been  presented ;  and  he 
not  obscurely  intimates  on  one  particular 
point  on  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  questioned  him 
that  there  was  something  very  important 
still  to  come  forward  with  r^ard  to  it 
in  Papers  that  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
asked — **What  is  your  authority  for 
saying,  or  intimating,  or  giving  the 
House  to  suppose  that  when  we  see 
these  Papers  we  might  find  that  the 
Ameer  does  not  attach  any  importtnoe 
to  the  possession  of  Penjdeh?"  The 
noble  Lord,  at  the  same  time,  referred 
to  the  letter  of  the  Ameer,  written  at 
the  time  of  the  appointment  of  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden,  in  which  the  Ameer 
said — 

**  I  hope  that  you  [Sir  Peter  Lomadeii]  wiB 
with  great  coorage  and  valour  negotiate  with 
the  Russian  Agents  regarding  the  dispated 
frontier  line,  and  that  you  may  rest  assured  that 
they  [the  Russians]  have  not  in  hand  a  dot  ia 
writing  from  me  at  any  time  which  may  be  a 
pretext  to  enable  them  to  enter  and  take  pos- 
session of  the  Afghan  land.  I  am  so  firm  in  re- 
sisting for  my  rights,  that  if  the  Russian  Agents 
should  wish  to  take  a  piece  or  fragment  from  the 
ruins  of  the  Afghanistan  frontier,  it  will  be  is- 
possible  for  them  to  do  so  as  long  as  the  Af ^laai 
have  strength  and  power  to  resist.** — [Cential 
Asia,  No.  2  (1886),  p.  122.] 

Those  were  the  views  of  the  Ameer, 
and,  Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Qovemmeot 
seem  to  have  understood  the  matter  in 
the  same  light.  If  we  turn  to  page  IBZ 
of  the  Blue  Book,  we  fiod  that  Sari 
Granville,  writing  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsdea 
on  the  3rd  of  March,  1885,  said  thai 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not 
advise  the  Afghans  to  attack  the  BussiiB 
troops  in  order  to  dislodge  them  from 
the  positions  they  then  occupied;  hot 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  eon- 
sidered  that  the  further  advance  of  the 
Eussians  should,  subject  to  militair 
considerations,  be  resisted  by  the  Af- 
ghans. Thus  you  had  before  yon  the 
impression  formed  and  expreesed  by  the 
Ameer  with  regard  to  the  Frontier  of 
Afghanistan,  and  you  have  endorsed  a 
gloss  upon  it  by  the  instructions  girea 
by  Her  Majes^s  Govemmmit.  But 
you  cast  imputations  upon  the  Ameer 
and  say — **  Suppose  when  yon  have  the 
Papers  you  find  that  the  Ameer  doe* 
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not  care  for  Penjdeh  ?  "  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  intimates 
still  that  there  is  matter  in  the  other 
Papers  not  yet  presented  which  may 
change  the  whole  situation.    Then,  Sir, 
I  ask  when  are  we  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion ?    All  that  we  can  obtain  from  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment  is  that  we  are  to 
wait  for  Papers ;  that  they  are  not  ready 
jet ;  that  they  are  coming  in  a  week  or  so, 
and  that  when  we  do  get  them  we  shall, 
perhaps,  find  that  they  alter  the  whole 
state  of  affairs.    Then,  with  regard  to 
another  observation  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  says — '*  What  do  you  mean  by 
this  ?  You  charge  us  with  being  respon- 
sible for  the  slaughter  which  has  taken 
place  and  the    destruction  which  has 
fallen  upon  the  Afghans.    How  do  you 
show  that  ?    The  noble  Lord  makes  no 
attempt  to  prove  so  grave  an  assertion." 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord 
did  make  the  attempt.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  say  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
exact  words  were ;  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
he  did  take  exception  to  the  noble  Lord's 
not  having,  as  he  said,  proved  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  responsible  for  what 
had  taken  place.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  how  the  Government  were 
to  have  prevented  it  ?    The  noble  Lord 
expressly  dwelt  upon  the  point,  and  said 
that  it  was  to  have  been  done  not  by 
sending  troops  to  Penjdeh,  not  by  en- 
couraging Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  expect 
supportfrom  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  by  sending  him  absolutely  useless 
telegrams,  but  by  putting  pressure  on 
the  Bassian  Government  at  headquarters 
— at  8t.  Petersburg.    That  was  a  rea- 
sonable view  which  might  very  well  be 
put  forward  and  urged,  and  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  pressed  that  view  in  a  very 
powerful  manner,  and  that  he  had  shown 
it  was  in  that  way  that  assistance  should 
have  been  given.    Well,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  also  dwelt  upon 
that  passage  in  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  in  which  he  referred  to  the  assur- 
ance given  to  the  House  on  the  13th  of 
March  last  that  an  agreement  had  been 
COTie  to  of  a  certain  character,  which 
agreement,  when  we  came  to  see  the 
Papers,  we  ascertained  had  not  been 
made.    Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  was  a  matter  of  explanation,  and 
he  gave  us  the  beet  explanation  that  we 
have  been  able  to  obtain — namely,  that 


there  was  a  qualification  in  the  words ; 
and  it  will  be  recollected  that  we  men- 
tioned at  the  time  to  the  House  that 
there  was  such  qualification,  and  that  it 
created  a  certain  sensation  when  it  be- 
came known.  But  what  we  want  to 
point  out  is,  that  in  these  important 
matters,  when  we  are  relying  on  the 
statements  of  Ministers,  we  are  anxious 
to  know  how  far  we  can  rely  upon  the 
statements  they  make,  and  that  if  we 
find  that  those  statements,  made  in  an 
authoritative  manner,  are  not  after  all 
supported  by  the  despatches,  it  leads  to 
this  result — that  our  confidence  is  shaken 
in  all  that  has  been  said  by  Ministers 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  It  is  entirely 
within  the  right  and  province  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock, 
or  any  Member  of  this  House,  to  put 
interrogatories  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
precisely  the  position  in  which  do  stand, 
and  to  obtain  some  explanation  of  things 
which  on  the  face  of  the  Papers  are  of 
great  importance  to  the  nation.  The 
matter  is  one  of  such  importance  that  I 
do  not  think  the  Committee  is  at  all  to 
blame  for  exercising  thereon  a  consider- 
able amount  of  curiosity,  and  I  cannot 
think  that  a  short  discussion  upon  it  now 
does  in  any  way  prejudice  the  question 
between  this  country  and  Hussia. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
that  the  plea  put  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  the  agreement  with  the  Rus- 
sian Government  might  justly  be  de- 
scribed as  factitious,  because  he  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  believed  that  that 
plea  had  been  invented  or  revised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  under  the  in- 
fluence of  those  subterranean  diplomatic 
agencies  which  had  been  so  long  rife  in 
the  country.  At  all  events,  they  knew 
that  the  agreement  had  altogether  failed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  he  was  justified  in  describing  the 
arrangement  as  a  binding  and  sacred 
covenant;  but  he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett)  held  that  anyone  who  studied  the 
Papers  would  see  that  if  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  not  justified  in  doing  so  on 
the  13th  of  March,  much  less  was  he 
justified  in  describing  it  as  a  binding 
agreement  on  the  27th  of  April.  So  far 
from  that  being  the  case,  the  Russian 
Government  had  added  a  reservation 
as  to  the  disturbance  at  Penjdeh 
which  made  it  utterly  valued 
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thing,  then,  could  justify  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  speaking  of  the  arrangement 
as  a  binding  agreement.  He  now  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Oommittee  to 
what  had  taken  place  last  week.  On 
Monday  or  Tuesday  last,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  came 
down  to  the  House  with  another  impor- 
tant statement  with  regard  to  the  Bus- 
sian  Government.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  that  the  Earl  of  Elimber- 
ley  and  M.  de  Staal  had  agreed  upon  a 
new  Frontier  line,  and  he  led  the  House 
to  hope  that  they  had  arrived  at  a  settle- 
ment of  the  boundary  between  Afghan- 
istan and  the  Eussian  Dominions.  But 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — *'  it  is 
sent  to  St.  Petersburg  to  be  ratified." 
What  had  occurred  since  ?  Why,  it  was 
the  old  thing  over  again — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  down  three  days  after- 
wards and  said  he  was  mistaken  in  re- 
ference to  that  agreement.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  asserted  that 
they  had  a  right  to  know,  and  without 
delay,  what  was  that  new  Frontier  which 
the  Bussian  Ambassador  had  accepted. 
They  had  a  right  to  know,  because  by 
the  withholding  of  information  the 
country  had  undoubtedly  drifted  into  a 
position  in  which  a  surrender  of  all  that 
we  had  hitherto  claimed  was  almost  in- 
evitable, and  further  surrenders  might 
take  place  while  the  country  and  the 
Opposition  were  endeavouring  to  obtain 
information  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  actual  position 
of  the  Afghan  Frontier  question.  What 
was  the  Frontier  line  that  had  been 
agreed  upon  ?  Was  it  arranged  that 
Penjdeh  or  Akrobat  should  be  given  up 
to  Bussia  ?  He  could  tell  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  if  they  would  be  frank 
and  state  to  the  country  the  line  of 
Frontier  that  had  been  agreed  upon, 
they  would  receive  far  more  strength 
than  weakness  thereby.  If  the  contents 
of  the  Blue  Book  which  he  held  in  his 
hand  had  been  published  before  Easter, 
he  believed  that  the  Bussian  Gbvem- 
ment  would  not  have  dared  to  make  the 
attempts  to  advance  which  they  had 
made  since  that  time.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  assumed  that  they  were 
making  peace  certain  by  an  abject  sur- 
render; but  he  Tentured  to  tell  them 
that  they  were  making  war  certain,  and 
that  probably  within  a  short  space  of 
time.  They  were  destroying  the  belief 
of  the  Afghans  in  the  power  and  deter- 
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mination  of  Great  Britain,  and  thej 
were  encouraging  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment  to  continue  to  seek  successes,  by  the 
very  policy  to  which  might  be  traced 
the  breach  of  all  covenants  and  previow 
agreements  in  respect  of  Afghanistan. 
The  House  were  told  that  the  Ameer 
did  not  care  for  Penjdeh.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  place  con- 
stituted a  most  important  position.  Ha 
did  not  know  whether  or  not  the  Ameer 
was  a  great  strategist ;  he  did  not  knov 
that  the  Ameer  had  ever  been  to  Ptaj- 
deh ;  but  he  did  know  that  the  leading 
strategists  in  India  and  in  this  oountiy 
regarded  Penjdeh  as  a  point  of  vit^ 
importance  to  the  defence  of  Afghanistan. 
And  how  did  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemmeat 
regard  it  ?  They  had  urged  the  Afghani 
to  keep  Penjdeh ;  they  approved  of  their 
occupying  that  position  and  strengthen- 
ing themselves  there ;  they  had  advised 
the  Afghans  not  to  yield  Penjdeh  to 
Komaroflfs  threats.  He  would  like  to 
know  how  Her  Majesty's  Gkyvemmeot 
could  come  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  confess,  under  those  ciivom- 
stances,  that  they  had  surrendered 
Penjdeh  to  Bussia  ?  He  did  not  soppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thePriiM 
Minister  was  not  very  well  acquainted 
with  the  contents  of  the  Blue  Book; 
but  he  wanted  to  point  out  that  as  long 
ago  as  March  last  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  clearly  informed  in  one  of 
the  despatches  that  Penjdeh  had  formed 
part  of  Afghanistan  ever  since  Afghan- 
istan became  a  Kingdom,  and  tlwt,  ai 
one  of  the  Dependencies  under  the  mk 
of  Shore  Ali,  the  tribes  there  paid  tri- 
bute to  the  Buler  of  Afghanistan.  Th«l 
was  not  his  opinion,  nor  the  opiaios 
of  the  Ameer ;  but  it  was  the  M^eoA 
and  deliberate  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  March  last.  Hoa. 
Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  wanted  to 
know  what  were  the  reaaono  of  Hsr 
Majesty's  Government  for  abandoniiig 
Penjdeh  to  Bussia?    What  had  hap- 

gened  since  the  Prime  Minister,  oa 
Londay  or  Tuesday  last,  stated  wixk 
regard  to  the  disputed  Frontier  thai  a 
line  had  been  agreed  upon  ?  Why,  oas 
of  the  most  striking  events,  at  any  m% 
which  had  happened  had  ahowa  tW 
pneople  of  England  how  littla  the  B«s> 
sian  Government  cared  for  the  Gtyv«»> 
ment  of  Gbeat  Britain,  and  how  littk  ift 
was  desirous  of  preserving  a  good  im^ 
ing  between  themselves  and  the  BfittA 
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QoTerament.    The  Ozar  had  conferred 
the  highest  honours  in  his  power  upon 
the  unprovoked  aggressor  of  Penjdeh  ; 
he  had  written  him  an  autograph  letter, 
thinking  him  for  his  conduct  in  Afghan- 
istan, which  was  conveyed  to  him   at 
Pol-i-Khisti,  and  he  was  also  presented 
with  a  jewelled  sword.     And,  further, 
all  the  time  that  had  been   going  on 
fresh  attempts  were  being  made  on  the 
Frontier,  which  the  House  were  led  to 
believe  had  been  settled  last  Monday. 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  had  been  recalled 
from  the  position  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
Gofemment  had  sent  him ;  our  prestige 
in  the  East  was  being  rapidly  destroyed, 
and  the  recall  of   that    distinguished 
officer,  as  contrasted  with  the  honours 
irhieh  had  been  conferred  on  General 
Komaroff,  would,  of  course,  be  taken  as 
a  sign  of  weakness  alike  in  Europe  and 
in  Asia.     He  would  ask  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  way  in  which  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  matter   was  regarded  in  Foreign 
States  and  in  India  amongst  our  sub- 
jects there.    Notwithstanding  the  ease 
with  which  the  Prime    Minister    was 
ftocastomed  to  dispose  of  the  opinions 
of  the  Foreign  Press  and  the  leading 
organs  of  Europe,  he  could  tell  him  that 
those  opinions  were  far  more  nearly 
akin  to  the  real  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  this  country  and  the  view  which  would 
be  taken  of  this  matter  in  future  his- 
toiy  than  the  opinions  of  those  organs 
in  England  that  supported  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.    The  num- 
ber of  these  was,  he  felt  bound  to  say, 
Bofl&ciently  scarce  at  the  present  time. 
One   of   the   leading  Eussian    organs 
said  that  the  British  Government  had 
Bolenmly    renounced    its    unreasonable 
pretensions,  and  bowed  to  the  strong 
will  of  Russia,  in  consenting  to  accept 
the  Russian  programme  for  the  arrange- 
ment of  affairs  in  Central  Asia,  and 
that  it  was  enough  to  make  the  shadow 
of  concession  to  England  in  order  to 
give  her  the  means  of   escaping  from 
the  dangerous  dilemma  in  which  she 
was  placed.     That  was   describing*  in 
language  which  could  not  be  exceeded, 
the  surrender  of   the   Gt>vemment  of 
Qreat  Britain.     But  he  would  also  refer 
to  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  leading 
jonroals  of  India,   which  more  nearly 
concerned  them  than  the  opinions  of  the 
Baitian  Press.     The  Hindoo  Patriot  said 


that  the  Russian  Government  was  carry- 
ing things  entirely  in  their  own  way ; 
that  the  people  of  India  were  witnesses 
of  England's  humiliation ;  that  their 
regret  knew  no  bounds,  and  that,  as 
people  loyal  and  faithful  to  the  Grown, 
they  felt  covered  with  shame  and  de- 
gradation. That  was  the  language  of 
a  very  influential  organ  which  circu- 
lated largely  among^  our  fellow-subjects 
in  India.  He  repeated  that  they  had  a 
right  to  demand  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  a  state- 
ment which  would  give  the  House  a 
clear  idea  of  this  new  Frontier  line. 
They  wished  to  know  to  what  extent 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  had  thus 
far  consented  to  surrender  to  Russia  in 
order  that  they  might  strengthen  their 
hands,  enable  them  to  show  a  little  de- 
termination, and,  if  possible,  to  ob- 
viate further  surrender  in  the  future. 
The  House  at  that  time  knew  pretty 
well  what  form  the  demands  of  Russia 
were  likely  to  assume — they  knew  that 
the  discovery  had  been  made  by  Russia 
that  the  Sarikh  Turkomans  wanted  pas- 
ture land  further  South  than  Penjdeh ; 
they  knew,  also,  that  further  insidious 
advances  were  being  made  Eastward; 
and  he  said  that  they  had  a  right,  in 
view  of  the  surrenders  which  the  Blue 
Book  foreshadowed,  and  which  would 
no  doubt  increase,  to  demand  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  clear  definition 
of  the  boundary  line  on  which  Earl 
Granville,  the  Earl  of  Kimberley,  and 
M.  de  Staal  had  agreed  upon  between 
themselves.  The  Blue  Book  published 
a  few  mornings  ago  made  some  very 
extraordinary  disclosures ;  it  showed,  in 
the  first  place,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemftient  had  no  excuse  whatever  for 
self-deception  in  this  matter.  The  Rus- 
sian demand  was  set  forth  with  the 
greatest  clearness  in  the  despatch  of  M. 
de  Giers  of  the  3rd  of  October,  in  which 
the  Russian  Foreign  Minister  demanded 
a  Frontier  extending  as  far  down  as 
the  Paropamisus  Hills.  He  (Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  people  of  this  country  had  at  the 
time  found  that  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment demanded  that  the  Frontier  should 
be  extended  as  far  South  as  that  range, 
the  Government  would  have  had  con- 
siderably more  strength  in  their  nego- 
tiations with  Russia  than  had  been  the 
case.  It  was  shown  that  there  had  never 
been  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Rus-      . 
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placed  than  upon  a  Minister  whose 
probable  failure  was  his  misfortune 
rather  than  his  fault.  There  were  traces 
in  the  Papers  that  Earl  Grannlle,  al- 
though he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  was 
at  that  moment  in  a  position  io  lay  his 
finger  upon  them,  did  appreciate  the 
seriousness  of  the  crisis,  and  did  write  a 
despatch  which,  if  followed  up,  would 
have  had  a  salutary  effect.  But  the 
noble  Earl  had  always  been  pulled  up 
by  that  mysterious  agency  behind  him, 
and  the  divided  councils  of  the  Cabinet, 
arisiog  from  the  influence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  no 
doubt,  but  particularly  £rom  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who,  as  he  had  said, 
was  always  the  advocate  in  that  House 
of  the  policy  of  **  scuttle."  There  were 
facts  stated  in  those  Papers  which 
proved  that  Earl  Granville  was  eariy 
in  the  day  alive  to  the  real  meaning 
of  the  Eussian  advance.  Lord  Qraa- 
ville  wrote  for  an  explanation  to  M. 
de  Giers,  and  in  rather  an  ingenious 
way,  for  he  did  not  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  took  the  view; 
but  he  said  that  if  the  Hussian  Go- 
vernment did  not  withdraw  their  F(nt«, 
and  did  not  prohibit  General  Koma* 
roff  to  advance,  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  would  find  it  very  ditilcult  to 
make  the  Indian  Government  refrain 
from  takiog  proceedings.  He  could  not 
give  the  exact  words  of  the  despatch  to 
which  he  was  referring ;  but  he  believed 
that  he  had  fairly  paraphrased  it ;  and 
it  showed  that  the  Indian  Govcn* 
ment,  at  all  events,  were  alire  to  the 
danger  which  the  progpress  of  Buana 
on  the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan  in- 
volved. He  regretted  Uie  more  thai 
he  could  not  at  the  moment  give  th« 
number  of  the  despatch,  because  it  went 
to  the  noble  Earl's  credit.  Well,  then, 
he  believed  that  the  weakness  displajtd 
by  the  Government  had  arisen  maialj 
from  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  and  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  not  so  much  from  the 
action  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreift 
Affairs.  As  he  had  said,  there  were  efi* 
deuces  in  the  Blue  Book  that  the  noUe 
Earl  had  seen  the  danger  of  the  sitna- 
tion,  although  there  was  no  donbt  he 
had  been  pulled  back  by  the  actioB  of 
the  Cabinet  He  did  not  wish  to  detaia 
the  Committee  on  this  subject  fortks 


sian  Government  to  send  a  Boundary 
Commissioner  to  the  Frontiers  of  Afghan- 
istan earlier  than  the  month  of  February 
or  the  month  of  March.  The  Memo- 
randum relating  to  the  Frontier  con- 
tained an  extraordinary  clause,  which 
he  had  ventured  to  read  to  the  House 
on  the  occasion  of  his  having  put  a 
Question  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, to  the  effect  that  the  Bussians 
would  only  accept  that  extreme  Southern 
boundary  as  far  as  the  Paropamisus 
Hills,  on  condition  that  the  Afghans 
would  not  fortify  that  Frontier  in  such 
a  way  as  should  be  a  menace  to  the 
neighbouring  population.  The  Com- 
mittee would  know  very  well  what  that 
meant — it  meant  that  the  Ameer  should 
not  fortify  his  Frontier  at  all;  the 
Bussian  Government  would  say  that 
any  fortification  of  the  Hills  was  a 
menace  to  the  Sarikhs  or  the  Turkomans, 
of  whom  the  Bussian  Government  had 
made  so  much  use.  If  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  any  belief  in  the  honour 
and  in  the  pacific  intentions  of  the 
Bussian  Gbverament,  he  recommended 
them  to  read  this  Blue  Book  very  care- 
fully, because  he  did  not  think  that  the 
contents  of  any  Blue  Book  ever  laid  on 
the  Table  of  House  made  greater  reve- 
lations to  Parliament  than  this ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  bad  been 
very  considerably  expurgated.  He  did 
not  altogether  join  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  in  his  critical,  and,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  very  effective,  de- 
nunciation of  the  conduct  of  Earl  Gran- 
ville in  this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  was  not  a  great  admirer  of 
that  noble  Earl  in  his  foreign  policy, 
and  he  had  little  doubt  that  there  were 
some  Ministers  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
who  would  not  be  altogether  sorry  to 
see  Earl  Granville  overthrown ;  but, 
with  regard  to  the  despatches  from  which 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock had  quoted,  he  did  not  think  that 
there  was  much  fault  to  be  found  with 
Earl  Granville  in  that  case,  because  the 
weakness  had,  in  his  opinion,  been  far 
more  in  the  Cabinet  than  with  Earl 
Granville.  He  believed  the  weakness 
rested  far  more  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  always  advocated  a  policy 
of  scuttling,  than  with  the  noble  Earl ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  juster  to  lay  the 
blame  where  it  ought  properly  to  be 
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than  to  say  that  the  Blue  Books  were 
foil  of  important  and  suggestive  matter, 
which  illastrated  the  truth  of  the  re- 
markable   prophecy    or    statement    of 
Viscount  Palmerston  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  Hussia,  and  to  which  he  would 
particularly  call  the  attention  of   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter.   Viscount  Palmerston  said  that  the 
policy  of  Hussia  was  to  push  her  en- 
croachments as  fast  and  as  far  as  the 
want  of  firmness  on  the  part  of  other 
nations  would  allow  her  to  go.    That 
was  exactly  what  had  been  done  by 
Bnssia  on  the  Afghan  Frontier.     While 
the  Russian  Gbvemment  had  been  put- 
ting ofif  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
allaying  apprehension  by  smooth  lan- 
guage at  home,  the  Enssian  officers  had 
instructions  to  push  on  and  seize  every- 
thing they  could;  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  they  were  so  instructed 
from  St.  Petersburg ;  because  the  answer 
of  General   Komaroff  to    the    British 
officer  was  that  he  was  acting  under 
Bojal  orders ;  that  his  orders  were  to 
advance  to  Pul-i-Khisti ;  and  the  Gene- 
ral appealed  to  our  officer  and  said — 
**  Yoa  also  are  officers  of  a  Sovereign, 
and   you    know  that  orders  must   be 
obeyed ; "    and  if  further  proof  were 
needed   that   the    instructions    of   the 
Bussian  General  were   sent  from  St. 
Petersburg  it  would  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  the  Czar   himself  had    con- 
ferred the  highest  decoration  on  General 
Komaroff  and  upon  his  aide-de-camp, 
and  written  the  former  an  autograph 
letter  endorsing  all  that  had  been  done. 
On  the  24th  of  October  last  Earl  Gran- 
vilie,  writing  to  Sir  Edward  Thornton, 
said — 

-  **I  mentionedy  howeyer,  the  delays  which 
vera  at  present  occarriBg,  and  the  difficulties 
which  wera  made  in  rc^purd  to  the  date  and 
place  of  meeting  of  the  Afghan  Boundary  Com- 
ndanon,  and  which  I  thought  were  very  unfor- 
tunate. Theae  difficulties  were  almost  certain 
to  be  cotksidered  by  the  Gk>vemment  of  India  as 
being  purposely  created  by  the  Russian  Govem- 
mmit,  with  the  object  of  postponing  the  opera- 
Uota  of  the  Commission  until  the  Russian 
authorities  on  the  spot  had  had  time  to  arrange 
matten  in  the  manner  they  thought  m^ 
EsTonrable  to  their  views."  —  [Central  Asia 
No.  2  (1S85),  p.  96.J 

That  was  a  pretty  plain  hint  that  even 
Earl  Granville  saw  what  the  real  mean- 
ing of  the  Hussian  action  was,  and  yet 
the  Qovenunent  kept  back  all  informa- 
tion from  the  House.  He  suspected 
that  when  they  came  to  examiae  some 


of  the  statements  which  had  been  made 
by  Ministers  in  the  House  in  answer  to 
Questions,  and  in  debate  with  regard  to 
the  different  advances  of  the  Eussians, 
they  would  find  very  grave  discrepan- 
cies between  them  and  the  statements 
made  in  the  Blue  Book.  What  were 
the  facts  with  regard  to  the  Afghan 
Frontier  ?  Last  July  the  Boundary 
Commission  was  agreed  to.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  to  meet  in  October,  and  our 
Commissioner  was  ready  on  the  spot  early 
in  November.  TheEussian  Commissioner 
had  not  yet  appeared  upon  the  scene, 
but  the  Eussian  Forces  nad  advanced. 
The  next  point  of  interest  was  the  de- 
mand of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Eussian  Forces. 
That  was  the  only  piece  of  real  firmness 
the  Government  had  displayed ;  but 
that  was  allowed  to  lapse.  What  was 
the  reply  of  the  Eussian  Gt)vemment  to 
the  demand  for  the  withdrawal  of  its 
Forces?  Why,  it  was  another  leap 
forward  of  from  40  to  60  miles  aU 
along  the  Frontier,  coming  close  to  Zul- 
fikar  and  Akrobat  and  up  to  the  bridge 
at  Pul-i-Khisti.  Then  came  the  famous 
.agreement  of  the  13th  of  March,  an 
agreement  which  seemed  to  have  beeu 
entirely  devised — he  would  not  say  in- 
vented— ^by  the  P^ime  Minister  out  of 
his  inner  conscience.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Colleagues  were  so  asto- 
nished to  hear  of  the  agreement  that 
they  insisted  upon  a  telegram  being 
sent  to  St.  Petersburg  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther it  was  correct.  Then  came  back 
the  halting  ratification  or  approval  from 
M.  do  Giers,  that  the  Eussians  would 
not  advance  unless  some  extraordinary 
circumstance  occurred.  That  was  the 
modification  which  enabled  the  Prime 
Minister  to  inform  Parliament  that  the 
agreement  was  no  longer  a  fallacious 
agreement  or  arrangement,  but  a  solemn 
and  binding  covenant.  That  was  the 
burden  of  the  Prime  Minister's  argu- 
ment that  night.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  night  that  on  the 
Idth  of  March  there  was  an  agreement, 
that  he  telegraphed  to  know  whether 
the  Eussian  Government  sanctioned  the 
agreement,  and  on  the  17th  of  March  he 
received  the  answer  that  Eussia  did 
sanction  it  plus  this  extraordinary  reser- 
vation. He  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
maintained  that,  so  far  from  turning  the 
agreement  or  arrangement  of  the  13th 
of  March  into  a  ^*  binding  and  sdenm 
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ooyenant,"  the  reply  of  M.  de  Oiers  made 
the  agreement  absolutely  worthless,  and 
that  was  the  view  which  the  St.  Peters- 
burg Press  and  Govemment  took  of  the 
reply  of  M.  de  Giers.  But  when  the 
Prime  Minister  made  his  bellicose  speech 
of  the  22nd  of  April  in  order  to  carry 
the  Vote  of  £11,000,000,  he,  with  all  the 
flowers  of  oratory,  developed  the  fal- 
lacious agreement  or  arrangement  of 
the  ISth  of  March  into  one  of  the  most 
solemn  and  binding  covenants  ever 
made  between  two  nations.  In  this 
case,  unfortunately  'for  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  the  Hussians  were  less 
open  to  the  charge  of  perfidy  than  usual. 
They  hinted  pretty  clearly  all  through 
that  they  meant  to  get  up  a  disturbance 
at  Penjdeh,  and  therefore  everyone  was 
prepared  for  that  disturbance.  What 
was  the  object  of  that  disturbance?  It 
was  to  obtain  a  strategical  position  of 

great  value,  to  terrify  the  Afghans  and 
estroy  our  repute  amongst  those  people, 
and  to  establish  amongst  our  Allies 
throughout  Oentral  Asia  a  belief  in  the 
Czar's  irresistible  might.  That  object 
the  Bussians  fully  attained.  Now,  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  the  Frontier  line  bade  fair  to 
*  be  as  fallacious  as  that  with  regard  to 
the  agreement.  The  Frontier  line  said 
to  have  been  agreed  upon  last  Monday 
had  not  yet  been  agreed  upon,  and  Par- 
liament did  not  know  that  it  ever  would 
be  agreed  upon.  A  case  for  fuller  in- 
formation had  been  made  out.  The 
House  had  the  right  to  demand,  not  only 
that  the  new  Blue  Book  should  be  pub- 
lished at  once,  but  that  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  should  inform  the  country 
just  how  much  they  were  new  prepared 
to  surrender,  and  whether  their  sur- 
render included  Zulfikar,  Penjdeh,  and 
the  other  places  which  it  was  known 
that  the  Bussian  Government  were  try- 
ing to  obtain. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  when  he 
referred  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill),  he  stated  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  suggest  what  the 
Government  ought  to  have  done  in  the 
event  of  any  armed  collision.  He  now 
was  given  to  understand  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  point  out  what  the  Govem- 
ment ought  to  have  done,  and  that  was 
to  declare  that  any  advance  of  the  Bus- 
sian  Forces  would  be  a  caau  belii.  If 
the  noble  Lord  said  that,  ondoubtedly 

Mr.  AthmMd-BariUtt 


his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  remarks  were  not 
warranted 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  point  out  what  the  Go- 
vemment ought  to  have  done,  but  he 
ventured  to  indicate  the  course  that 
might  have  been  adopted  under  certain 
circumstances.  He  wished  now,  as  there 
was  to  be  no  division,  and  as  the  Govem- 
ment were  not  inclined  to  give  way,  to 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Motion  be,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn." 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  like  to 
take  that  opportimity,  the  first  he  hsd 
had  since  the  Blue  Book  was  published, 
of  bearing  his  testimony  to  the  admirabls 
way  in  which  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  hsd 
done  his  work.  He  should  have  thought 
that  after  the  rewards  which  had  beea 
given  to  General  Komaroff  the  Prime 
Minister  would  have  felt  it  incumbsat 
upon  him  to  take  the  first  opportonity 
of  acknowledging  to  the  House  and  the 
country  the  admirable  manner  in  whidi 
Sir  Peter  Lumsden  had  performed  hii 
work,  and  of  giving  expression  to  the 
confidence  which  the  Govemment  hid 
all  along  had  in  that  gallant  office.  It 
was  only  due  to  that  officer,  whohsd 
had  to  perform  a  task,  perhaps,  as  diffi- 
cult as  that  which  any  Envoy  ever  seat 
from  this  country  had  had  to  discharge, 
that  he  should  receive  some  public  reoof- 
nition  from  Her  Majesty's  UovemmeBt 
and  yet  the  Prime  Minister  had  not  slid 
a  word  on  the  subject.  The  right  haa< 
Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well  thit 
when  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  left  this  covB- 
try  he  left  on  the  clear  and  distinct  ui- 
derstanding  that  all  arrangements  hsd 
been  made  for  the  Bussian  Envoy  to 
meet  him  at  a  certain  time,  he  beliered 
at  Sarakhs.  What  were  they  to  sty 
when  a  General  of  Sir  Peter  Lumde&'a 
position,  one  who  was  intimate  with 
Afghan  a£Pairs,  one  who  was  on  the  best 
of  terms  with  the  Ameer,  recoved  so 
recognition  from  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown?  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  shoaU 
like  to  know  if  Sir  Peter  Lumsdes  had 
been  recalled  at  the  instigation  of  H« 
Majesty's  Government,  or  if  he  ia  aiy 
way  hinted  before  he  was  recalled  that 
he  was  of  no  use  and  could  not  agree 
with  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment? Did  the  intimatioa  oeas 
originally  from  the  Seoretarj  of  Slal*  fm 
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Foreign  Affairs  that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
was  no  longer  required  on  the  Frontier 
of  Afghanistan  ?  There  was  no  doubt 
vliatever  that  there  were  many  de- 
spatches of  great  importance,  which  had 
not  found  a  place  in  the  Blue  Book  ;  and, 
patting  two  and  two  together,  his  own 
impression  was  that  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
had  more  than  once  hinted  he  could  do 
BO  more  on  the  borders  of  Afghanistan. 
It  was  not  often  that  officers  trained  in 
India  had  to  deal  officially  with  officers 
representing  European  Powers ;  but  he 
(tfr.  Onslow)  contended  that  no  man 
could  have  acted  in  this  matter  with 
forester  tact  than  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  had 
displayed;  he  had  in  every  way  en- 
deavoured to  prevent  a  conflict  between 
the  Afghans  and  the  Eussians,  and  it 
was  no  fault  of  his  that  he  had  not  suc- 
ceeded. He  (Mr.  Onslow)  desired  to  say 
one  or  two  words  about  the  agreement 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  referred 
to  that  night.  He  was  in  the  House  on 
the  13  th  of  March  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
mster  said  that  an  arrangement  had  been 
arrived  at  with  the  Government  of  St. 
Petersburg ;  and  he,  in  common  with 
everyone  else,  thought  the  words  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  were  most  porten- 
tous. Just  before  the  House  rose  on  the 
13th  of  March  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
[Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was  not  in 
the  House ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Hartington)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Childers)  were  present,  and 
tiie  Government  were  asked  to  explain 
more  fuUy  what  the  agreement  was. 
His  (Mr.  Onslow's)  impression  was  that 
there  was  not  a  single  Member  of  the 
Cabinet  who  believed  there  was  any 
agreement  arrived  at,  and  that  im- 
pression was  justified  by  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  The  noble  Marquess,  on 
being  pressed  to  give  his  opinion,  said — 

**  I  was  not  in  the  House  when  the  Prime 
Himiter  gave  his  answer  to  the  Qnestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  TydTil  (Mr. 
Hichard)  thia  evening ;  hut  it  is  now  asked  of 
me  aomewhat  to  extend  the  declaration  which 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  made.  I  feel  that  I 
jifaoold  he  taking  a  great  reaponsihility,  affect- 
lag  not  only  the  GK>yemmenty  hut  interests  far 
tnaseending  those  affecting  any  Government, 
if  I  were  to  attempt  now  to  extend  any  answer 
givHi  hy  the  Prime  Minister,  the  purport  of 
^liieh  I  am  not  aufficioitly  acquainted  with." 
-^Smmrd,  [395]  1195-6.) 


Itstruck  many  hon.  Members  at  the  time 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  at  least 
been  told  what  the  Prime  Minister  said 
earlier  in  the  evening ;  certainly  there 
were  several  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment present  who  could  have  told  the 
noble  Marquess  exactly  what  the  Prime 
Minister  said.  Beading  between  the 
lines,  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Onslow) 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  when  he  made 
use  of  the  word  ^^  agreement ''  and  after- 
wards **  arrangement,"  went  too  far 
even  for  the  Members  of  his  Cabinet. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  or 
some  other  Member  of  the  Government 
would  now  rise  in  his  place  and  state 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  of  the 
way  in  which  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  had 
done  his  work,  and  in  that  manner 
somewhat  counteract  the  influence  that 
had  been  spread  abroad  by  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  rewards  showered  ; 
upon  General  Komaroff. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  had  expressed  annoyance  at  some 
interruptions  which  took  place,  during 
the  course  of  his  speech,  in  the  quarter 
of  the  House  in  which  the  Irish  Members 
sat.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
he  was  very  sorry  that  a  blow  was  being 
struck  at  the  character  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
felt  stung  because  he  was  treated  as 
plenty  of  other  Members  had  been 
treated,  and  were  treated  nightly.  He 
might  say,  judging  from  his  experience 
in  the  House,  extending  now  over  many 
years,  that  no  Minister  who  had  ever 
sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  had  struck 
greater  blows  at  the  character  of  the 
House  of  Commons  than  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister himself.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  a  party  to  the  suspension 
of  certain  Members  of  the  House 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  The  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  have  no  relevancy 
whatever  to  the  Question  before  the 
Committee,  which  is  that  the  Amend- 
ment be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BIGK^AE  said,  he  objected  to 
the  Amendment  being  withdrawn,  and 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  that  upon 
the  Amendment  which  was  moved  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  the  Prime 
Minister  made  a  remarkably  weak 
speech.  On  one  day  the  Prime  Minister 
said  that  an  a^eement  bud  been  entered 
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into  with  the  Bassian  Goyemment ;  but 
on  the  very  next  day  a  telegram  was  sent 
to  the  G-ovemment  of  St.  Petersburg  to 
ascertain  whether  they  would  confirm 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said.  In 
his  (Mr.  Biggar's)  opinion,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  obtained 
the  assent  of  the  Government  of  St. 
Petersburg  to  the  agreement  before  he 
stated  that  the  agreement  existed.  The 
position  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  that 
point  was  perfectly  untenable,  and  not 
only  so,  but  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  untenable 
with  regard  to  the  allegation  or  insinua- 
tion that  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  did 
not  care  for  that  part  of  his  Dominions 
in  which  Peujdeh  was  situated.  That 
statement  or  insinuation  was  entirely 
upset  by  what  the  Ameer  wrote — 
namely,  that  he  would  defend  every 
part  of  his  Dominions.  In  point  of  fact, 
what  the  Government  had  done  was  to 
mislead  the  Ameer,  for  they  had  led 
him  to  believe  that  they  would  support 
him  and  protect  him  from  the  attacks  of 
the  Bussians ;  but  when  it  came  to  the 
point  they  were  not  prepared  to  do  so. 
The  Government  had  simply  acted  the 
part  of  traitors  to  the  interests  of  the 
Ameer.  It  was  one  thing  for  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin  to  make  a  parade  of  troops, 
but  quite  another  thing  to  meet  the 
Bussians.  At  the  same  time,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  did  not  believe  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurchill)  that  the  English 
Gt)vernment  could,  by  any  pressure 
they  might  have  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Government  of  St.  Petersburg,  have 
stopped  the  advance  of  the  Bussians. 
The  Bussians  knew  their  power,  and 
they  knew  England's  weakness.  The 
great  mistake  the  English  had  made  in 
dealing  with  the  Ameer  was  to  make 
him  believe  they  were  prepared  to  do 
what  they  had  not  the  power  to  do. 
The  Ameer  had  found  out  the  weak- 
ness of  the  British  and  the  cowar- 
dice of  the  English  Government;  he 
had  come  to  know  the  power  of  the 
Bussians,  and  the  result  would  be  that 
we  should  soon  find  that  the  Ameer  and 
the  Czar  were  fighting  on  the  same  side 
as  the  common  enemies  of  England. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  night  that 
the  Government  were  always  willing  to 

five  the  House  information.     He  won- 
ered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
ashamed  to  make  such  a  statement.    It 

Jfr.  Biggar 


was  a  notorious  fact  that,  night  after 
night,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  and 
other  hon.  Members,  including  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  himself  (8ir 
Stafford  Northcote),  had  (put  Questions 
to  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
t^oreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitx- 
maurice),  with  the  result  that  the  Ques- 
tions had  been  evaded,  and  no  informa- 
tion whatever  given.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister seemed  to  think  that  anything  at 
all  was  good  enough  for  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  the  most  outrageous  statements, 
and  thought  that  no  dissatisfaction 
should  be  expressed  from  any  quarter 
of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  never 
heard  a  weaker  speech  than  that  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  delivered  thtt 
night.  He  certainly  thought  that  if  the 
Government  of  this  country  was  to  be 
carried  on,  the  Leadership  should  be  in 
stronger  hands  than  those  in  which  it 
was  at  present. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayee  11; 
Noes  74  :  Majority  63.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  195.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was 
one  question  he  wished  to  ask  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treatiixy 
(Mr.  Hibbert).  Some  time  ago  it  was 
arranged  that  the  work  of  the  City 
Parochial  Charities  Commission  should 
be  transferred  to  the  offices  of  tht 
Charity  Commission ;  but,  nnfoxttt* 
nately,  for  some  reason  or  other»  the 
arrangements  had  been  delayed,  or  had 
not  been  carried  out  as  completely  and 
as  fully  as  they  ought  to  nave  been. 
He  wished  to  obtain  an  assuranoe  from 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  alterations  or 
additions  to  the  offices  of  the  Charity 
Commission  should  be  completed  forth- 
with, so  that  the  valuable  labours  of  the 
City  Parochial  Charities  Commisaiot 
should  be  facilitated  as  much  as  poe> 
sible. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  there  had  besa 
some  delay  in  carrying  out  the  ahoni- 
tions  in  the  offices  of  the  Charity  Cooi- 
mission;  but  he  was  hopeful  that  the 
alterations  would  shortly  be  completed. 

Mb.  BEYCE  said,  it  waa  a  matter  d 
very  considerable  importance  that  tte 
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Gty  Parochial  Charities  Commission 
should,  as  had  been  promised  so  far 
bock  as  the  end  of  last  year,  be  housed 
ia  the  same  building  as  the  Charity 
Commission.  He  would  remind  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  that  the  duties 
of  the  City  Paroohial  Charities  Com- 
mission were  confined  by  the  Act  of 
1883  to  a  fixed  period  of  years,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  desirable  that 
&e  most  rapid  progress  should  be  made 
with  the  work.  Larger  London — ^Lon- 
don outside  the  ancient  city  for  whose 
benefit  the  funds  were  to  be  applied — 
was  looking  with  some  anxiety  for  the 
Schedules  of  the  Commissioners,  and  for 
the  schemes  which  were  to  follow,  and 
while  the  bringing  together  of  the  two 
ofiices  was  delayed,  progress  was  neces- 
sanlv  retarded* 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  afraid  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  could  scarcely 
hate  read  the  last  Report  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  because,  if  he  had  done 
•0,  he  would  have  found  that  in  the 
month  of  November  last  sanction  was 
men  to  the  proposal  to  enlarge  the 
building,  and  that  the  necessary  works 
were  now  far  advanced  towards  com- 
pletion. [Mr.  Bbtce:  I  am  aware  of 
it]  K  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  aware  of  it,  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
did  not  quite  see  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  purpose  was  in  rising 
to  address  the  Committee,  because  he 
did  not  inform  the  Committee  that  that 
was  the  state  of  the  case.  He  (Mr.  A. 
(VCDonnor)  had  a  much  more  interesting 
question  connected  with  the  Charity 
Commission  to  raise  than  one  in  regard 
to  the  building.  The  Commissioners  re- 
presented that  they  would  require  a  very 
considerable  increase  of  sta£P.  It  seemed 
to  him  there  was  every  indication  of  a 
larger  demand  being  made  upon  the 
Votes  for  the  Charity  Commission,  and 
therefore  he  thought  it  behoved  the 
Treasury  toput  a  little  check  upon  that 
demand.  He  supposed  the  increased 
accommodation  was  necessary ;  but 
with  regard  to  the  prospective  increase 
on  account  of  staff,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  if  the  Treasury  led 
the  Commissioners  to  understand  that 
they  were  not  at  liberty  to  make 
what  drafts  they  liked  on  the  public 
money.  Before  the  Vote  was  passed, 
he  wished  to  ask  one  or  two  questions 

YOL,  OOXOVni.    [thied  skeies.] 


upon  the  different  matters  included  in 
it.  There  was  the  matter  of  the  Secret 
Service.  Inasmuch  as  £10,000  a-year 
came  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in 
respect  of  Secret  Service,  and  as  the 
question  of  Secret  Service  was  one 
attracting  very  careful  investigation  at 
the  present  time,  he  did  not  see  why 
the  Treasury  should  not  consent  to 
eliminate  from  this  Vote  the  item  of 
£15,000  for  the  Service.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
vote  this  money;  £10,000  had  already 
been  voted,  and  the  further  sum  now 
asked  for  would  exhaust  the  whole  Vote. 
They  were  told  that  this  Vote  was 
wanted  to  enable  the  Government  to  go 
on  for  six  weeks  ;  but  the  Government 
really  wished  to  take  money  for  the  12 
months.  As  the  Consolidated  Fund 
was  never  audited,  the  Committee  ought 
to  pause  before  they  handed  over  to  the 
Government  the  whole  of  this  Vote. 
Then  there  was  another  matter  on  which 
he  desired  to  address  a  question  to  the 
Government,  and  that  was  the  grant  in 
aid  of  Cyprus.  He  did  not  see  that  any- 
thing was  taken  on  that  account,  and  he 
ventured  to  inquire  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  abandoned  their  intention 
of  asking  for  any  grant  in  aid  of  Cyprus? 
Having  resorted  to  all  the  sources  of 
information  open  to  him,  his  own  opi- 
nion was  that  there  was  no  real  neces- 
sity for  any  grant  in  aid  of  Cyprus ;  that 
the  administration  of  Cyprus  was  so  dis- 
honest and  scandalous  that  the  enormous 
amount  of  money  taken  from  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  on  that  account  had 
not  found  its  way  into  the  local  Exchequer ; 
that  the  peculations,  notorious  and  re- 
cognized by  judicial  tribunals,  had  been 
so  great — [**  Order !  "  Mr.  Gladstone  : 
This  is  irrelevant.]  He  thought  he  was 
perfectly  in  Order  in  showing  why  it 
was  that  an  omission  from  the  Vote  ap- 
peared in  so  strange  a  connection  as  the 
Cyprus  Vote  ;  and  the  Prime  Minister's 
suggestion  to  the  Chairman  that  his 
remarks  were  irrelevant  might  have 
been  made  in  a  lower  tone  of  voice. 
He  wanted  to  know  why  in  this  Vote 
the  whole  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
was  taken,  while  nothing  was  taken  for 
the  Cyprus  grant  in  aid?  It  was  an 
indication,  or  it  was  not,  of  a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  Cyprus.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  Government  had  so 
changed   their   policy  that   they   had 
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abandoned  their  intention  of  asking  for 
any  more  money  on  account  of  Cyprus  ? 
There  was  another  question  to  which  he 
should  like  to  obtain  an  answer  if  he 
could.  It  was  with  regard  to  the  Vice 
Consul  of  the  Levant.  The  Vice  Con- 
sul of  the  British  Government  in  the 
town  of  Caifa,  on  the  bay  of  St.  Jean 
D'Arc,  was  a  German.  Eimning  down 
to  that  bay  was  a  range  of  mountains 
called  Moimt  Carmel,  and  on  the  spur 
of  those  mountains  was  a  very  famous 
monastery.  He  believed  that  the  in- 
mates of  that  monastery  claimed  that 
their  Order  was  established  as  far  bax^k 
as  the  days  of  the  Prophet  Elias.  He 
could  not  answer  for  the  correctness  of 
their  traditions ;  but  in  a  country  where 
there  were  so  many  Freemasons  who 
dated  from  the  Creation,  the  antiquity 
claimed  by  the  inmates  of  this  monas- 
tery was  not  surprising.  The  monks  of 
Moimt  Carmel  were  now  claiming  the 
protection  of  the  Consuls  and  diplomatic 
officers  of  the  different  nationalities  in 
that  neighbourhood  against  the  aggres- 
sions of  a  number  of  Germans.  There 
were  along  that  coast  many  Germans 
who  called  themselves  Templars  or  Mil- 
learians,  and  they  were  under  the  leader- 
ship of  a  man  named  Hoffman,  who  had 
established  himself  at  Jerusalem,  and 
who  was  at  the  head  of  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  the  theological  school  of 
Wurtenburg,  having  branches  at  Jaffa 
and  Jerusalem. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  failed  to 
see  how  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  relevant  to  the  present  Vote. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOEsaid,  that 
in  the  Vote  was  included  £20,000  for 
Consular  Services,  and  he  was  interested 
in  pointing  out  the  position  of  a  certain 
Consular  officer  in  the  town  of  Caifa  in 
the  Levant.  He  presumed  the  salary  of 
the  officer  was  included  in  the  Vote,  and 
therefore  he  should  not  feel  himself 
justified  in  assenting  to  the  Vote  being 
taken  until  he  had  obtained  something 
like  a  satisfactory  ezj^anation  as  to  the 
officer's  position.  The  British  Vice 
Consul  at  Caifa  was  a  German,  and  a 
number  of  Germans  under  the  leader- 
ship of  a  man  named  Hoffiman  had 
made  a  sudden  raid  upon  the  posses- 
sions of  the  ancient  monastery  of  Mount 
Carmel.  They  had  broken  down  the 
boundary  walls ;  they  had  by  force  dis- 
possessed the  monks  of  their  property ; 
they  had  made  a  road  across  what  used  , 
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to  be  the  ground  of  the  monastery ;  and 
generally  they  had  imperilled  the  legal 
position  of  the  monastery,  and  done  a 
great  deal  of  damage  to  the  property  of 
the  establishment.  The  French  Consu- 
lar officer  at  Beyrout  had  so  far  been 
able  to  do  something  to  protect  the 
monks;  but  at  Caifa,  which  was  the 
Consular  station  immediately  adjoining 
Mount  Carmel,  the  British  Consular 
officer  was  not  an  Englishman,  Irish- 
man, or  Scotchman,  but  a  German—a 
Mr.  Johan  Schmitz.  This  officer  was 
placed  in  a  very  embarrassing  and  in- 
vidious position.  If  he  was  called  upon 
to  vindicate  the  claims  of  those  who 
were  British  subjects  and  members  of 
the  community  at  Mount  Carmel,  h» 
had  also,  on  the  other  hand,  to  consider 
that  the  aggressors  were  his  own  coun- 
trymen ;  and  what  made  the  position  of 
Mr.  Schmitz  still  more  difficult  was  that 
the  man  who  led  the  agg^ressora  was 
Mr.  Phillip  Keller,  brother  of  Mr.  Priti 
Keller,  the  German  Vice  ConsuL  He 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  thought  it  obvious 
the  Government  should  take  steps  to 
secure  the  absolute  independence  of  the 
British  Vice  Consul  at  Caifa. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks, 
and  he  did  not  hear  him  say  that  the 
inmates  of  the  monastery  were  Britidi 
subjects. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  did 
not  say  they  were. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  they  are  not 
British  subjects,  what  title  has  the  Bri* 
tish  Vice  Consul  in  the  neighbourhood 
to  interfere  on  their  behalf? 

AfR.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  be 
did  not  say  the  inmates  of  the  mooaa- 
tery  were  British  subjects,  neither  did 
he  say  they  were  not — ^that  was  after 
the  Prime  Minister's  own  style  of  argn- 
ment.  There  were  a  number  of  Engli*^ 
men  and  Irishmen  in  the  nrnghoonr- 
hood ;  but  how  far  they  represented  ii 
their  own  individual  personalitiesthepiD- 
perty  of  the  community  he  was  not  abU 
to  say,  because  he  was  not  conTCTsant 
with  the  rules.  He  believed  the  Order 
of  Mount  Carmel  was  one  of  those 
Orders  in  which  it  was  custommry  to 
take  the  vows  of  poverty;  and,  there- 
fore, he  supposed  no  individofld  co«U 
claim  to  have  a  legal  right  to  any  fot- 
tion  of  the  property  of  the  monastery. 
The  Prime  Minister  must  know  that  th(«« 
were  persons  of  all  nationalities  in  the 
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community,  as  there  had  been  for  cen* 
taries.  The  papers  which  he  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  held  in  his  hand  showed  that 
there  were  in  the  monastery,  at  any 
rate,  two  or  three  different  nationalities. 
There  were,  for  instance,  Bavarians; 
but  the  Bavarian  members  of  the  com- 
munity appeared  to  think  they  had  little 
chance  of  redress  at  the  hands  of  their 
own  (jovernment  or  Vice  Consul,  be- 
cause they  had  addressed  their  remon- 
strances, not  to  the  Germans  at  all,  but 
to  the  French  Consular  General  at  Bey- 
rout.  What  he  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  was 
eoDcemed  in  was  not  so  much  the  pro- 
perty of  the  monastery,  not  the  indi- 
vidual interests  of  any  monks,  none  of 
whom  he  knew  personally ;  but  what  he 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  a  number 
of  Germans  had  made  a  raid  upon  the 
monastery,  and  by  the  use  of  consider- 
able violence  —  they  used  firearms  in 
their  attack — had  broken  down  a  por- 
tion of  the  inclosure  of  this  beautiful 
monastery,  and  caused  the  inmates  to 
submit  to  all  sorts  of  encroachments. 
The  British  Vice  Consul  at  Caifa  was  a 
German,  a  countryman  of  the  aggressors. 
So  far,  the  Vice  Consul  had  acted  very 
fairly ;  but  the  community  felt  they  had 
not  the  same  protection  from  the  gentle- 
man, whose  countrymen  were  the  aggres- 
sors, as  they  would  have  if  the  Vice 
Consul  was  not  of  the  same  nationality, 
but  of  an  independent  nationality,  like 
the  British.  All  he  was  anxious  to  secure 
was  that  the  Government  would  extend 
to  the  Vice  Consul  at  Caifa  that  amount 
of  support  as  would  place  him  in  a  posi- 
tion of  absolute  independence  with  re- 
gard to  this  matter. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
not  be  surprised  if  he  stated  that  some 
of  the  facts  which  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
were  facts  in  regard  to  which  he  should 
like  to  make  some  inquiry  before  giving 
a  reply.  The  Vice  Consul  at  Caifa  had 
generally  been  a  German,  and  for  this 
reason — that  at  Caifa  there  was  a  large 
German  Colony,  and  it  was  more  easy 
to  find  in  that  Colony  a  German  gentle- 
man able  to  take  the  Vice  Consular 
office  than  it  would  be  to  send  a  gentle- 
man from  England.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  the  Vice  Consul  was  Mr. 
Johan  Schmitz.  He  (Lord  Edmond 
^tzmaurice)  had  had  the  pleasure  of 
meeting  Mr,  Schmitz,  and  he  was  much 


struck  by  that  gentleman's  ability.  He 
formed  the  impression  that  he  was 
speaking  to  a  man,  not  only  of  very 
high  character,  but  one  who  possessed 
an  intimate  acquaintance  with  that  part 
of  the  world,  and  one  in  whom  the 
people  would  have  great  confidence.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  no  specific  complaint  against 
Mr.  Schmitz  in  regard  to  this  particular 
matter.  It  seemed  that  because  Mr. 
Schmitz  was  a  German,  it  was  supposed 
he  was  not  an  altogether  impartial  man. 
Well,  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
was  bound  to  say  that  in  his  belief  any 
such  fear  was  quite  groundless.  He  did 
not  understand  there  was  any  allegation 
that  the  inmates  of  the  monastery  were 
British  subjects ;  but,  nevertheless,  he 
would  undertake  to  make  inquiries,  and, 
if  he  found  it  necessary,  proper  steps 
would  be  taken.  He  was  very  anxious, 
however,  that  no  impression  should  be 
left  on  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  the  Foreign  Office  had  any  reason 
to  doubt  the  ability  or  impartiality  of 
Mr.  Schmitz. 

Mb.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
was  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
terms  in  which  he  had  answered  his  in- 
quiry, and  he  should  be  perfectly  con- 
tent to  leave  the  matter  in  the  noble 
Lord's  hands.  He  wished  only  to  say 
that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  Jeru- 
salem in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  in 
the  letter  this  passage  occurred — 

**  The  English  Vice  Consul  at  Bevrout  has 
acted  well  so  far,  hut  he  is  a  German.' ' 

There  was  not  the  least  imputation  upon 
the  character  of  the  officer. 

Mr.  PARNELL  wished  to  address  a 
few  words  to  the  Committee  with  regard 
to  this  Vote  of  Credit,  and  to  make  a 
suggestion  which  he  hoped  might  be 
regarded  by  the  Government  as  a  prac- 
tical one.  A  Vote  on  Account — and  this 
was  the  second  which  had  been  asked 
for  by  the  Government  that  Session — 
practically  withdrew  from  Parliament 
all  control  over  the  Estimates.  A  Vote 
on  Accoimt  had  always  been  held  to  be 
a  Vote  of  a  somewhat  unconstitutional 
character.  That  was  repeatedly  said  in 
past  Parliaments.  He  recollected  it 
was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Isaac  Butt),  who  formerly  led 
the  Irish  Party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons—  he  recollected  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  was  admitted'   ^i^ 
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one  of  the  greatest  Irisli  authorities  on 
British  Constitutional  Law,  pointing  out 
how,  practically  speaking,  enormous 
Votes  on  Account  deprived  Parliament 
of  all  control  over  the  Estimates.  This 
Vote  on  Account  was  to  extend  over  six 
weeks.  In  all  probability  Parliament 
would  then  be  very  near  its  close,  and  if 
the  Government  used  the  sum  of  money 
which  they  proposed  to  get  by  this  Vote 
on  Account,  they  would  practically  be 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  bringing 
forward  Supply  in  the  usual  manner  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdays  during  the  in- 
terval. Consequently,  Supply  would 
very  possibly  be  thrown  into  the  last 
week  of  the  Session.  It  would  be  ad- 
mitted by  any  candid  person  that  such  a 
result  as  that  would  absolutely  deprive 
Parliament  of  control  over  the  Esti- 
mates. Now,  the  Gbvernment  were 
very  backward  with  Supply  —  ["  No, 
no !  "]  He  thought  they  were  very 
backward,  having  regard  to  the  very 
large  number  of  important  Irish  ques- 
tions which  would  arise,  this  Session  on 
the  Estimates,  and  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  Parliament  would  in  all  pro- 
bability rise  much  sooner  than  the 
middle  of  the  month  of  August,  which 
was  usually  the  time  of  Prorogation. 
From  the  point  of  view  of  absolute  time, 
the  Qovemment  might  be  as  forward 
with  Supply  as  they  had  been  in  pre- 
vious Sessions ;  but  having  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  Session,  they  were 
certainly  backward  in  this  respect.  The 
objections  to  relegating  Supply  to  the 
last  days  of  the  Session  had  been  re- 
peatedly urged  upon  the  Oovemment 
from  time  to  time ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  in  the 
Bules  of  Procedure  which  he  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  devoted  an  entire 
Session  to  passing,  arranged  that  there 
should  be  given  two  days  a-week,  clear 
of  Motions  against  the  Speaker  leaving 
the  Chair,  on  which  the  Committee  of 
the  House  should  discuss  items  in 
Supply.  The  object  of  that  was  that 
every  facility  should  be  afforded  for 
Supply  being  properly  considered.  Mon- 
day and  Thursday  were  now  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Oovemment  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Supply,  and  what  he  wished  to 
ask  of  them  was  this.  He  presumed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pirst  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  was  the  proper  person 
to  address  his  inquiry  to.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  in  future  the  Qovem- 
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ment  proposed  to  devote  Monday  and 
Thursday  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
Supply  imtil  Supply  was  obtained? 
Every  Session  hon.  Members  found 
themselves  placed  in  this  position — that 
they  were  compelled  to  pass  Supply 
without  due  discussion,  or  were  threat- 
ened with  physical  force.  They  were 
constantly  told  that  the  House  would  be 
required  to  sit  up  all  night,  and  in  the 
end  the  Votes  were  passed  with  little  or 
no  discussion.  The  result  of  that  state 
of  things  was  the  Irish  Estimates  were 
usually  thrown  over  until  the  last  fort- 
night or  10  days  of  the  Session,  and 
really  received  no  discussion  at  alL  That 
was  a  most  inconvenient  practice,  and  it 
was  absolutely  destructive  of  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland.  He  believed  that 
enormous  good  would  result  from  the 
full  and  efficient  discussion  of  the  Irish 
Estimates,  and  that  such  light  woold  be 
thrown  upon  the  system  of  government 
by  permanent  officials  in  Ireland  as 
would  surprise  the  House  of  Conmions 
and  open  ite  eyes  upon  a  great  many 
matters  in  regard  to  which  it  was  now 
ignorant.  Therefore,  what  he  asked 
was  whether  the  Oovemment  proposed 
to  teke  advantage  of  the  Standing  Order 
of  the  House,  which  enabled  Uiem  to 
bring  on  Supply  on  Mondays  and  Thus- 
days  without  preliminary  diaouasioii,  ia 
such  a  way  as  to  secure  Mondays  and 
Thursdays  for  Supply  daring  the  very 
short  period  of  the  Sesaion  which  still 
remained  imtil  that  Supply  should  hav« 
been  obtained  ?  His  hon.  Friends  and 
himself  had  many  questions  which  they 
desired  to  raise  in  Committee  of  Sap^y» 
and  he  was  afraid  that  they  would  be 
compelled  to  raise  some  of  them  on  the 
present  Vote  on  Account,  if  it  were  made 
apparent  that  Mondays  and  Thorsdajv 
were  not  to  be  used  for  pmrpoeea  of 
Supply,  but  for  some  other  purpoea. 
For  his  part,  and  he  believed  he  might 
also  speak  for  his  hon.  Friends,  if  it 
were  certain  that  Her  Majesty's  Qi>- 
vemment  would  devote  Monday  aad 
Thursday  to  Supply  during  the  rest  of 
the  Session,  until  Supply  was  takea, 
they  would  be  willing  to  forego  tiMir 
right  to  raise  these  points,  which  in  de- 
spair of  obtaining  another  opportomity 
they  proposed  to  raise  on  the  pieit 
Vote. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  ftt  tkt 
present  moment  Supply  was  more  for- 
ward than  usuaL    The  hoa.  Osatlann 
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was  quite  mistaken  in  supposing  that  it 
was  unusually  backward.  More  time 
had  been  devoted  to  Supply  in  tbe  pre- 
sant  Session  up  to  that  period  tban  in 
former  Sessions,  and  they  were  only 
asking  for  a  Vote  on  Account  which 
would  enable  the  Public  Services  to  be 
regulated  for  about  six  weeks  after 
Whitsuntide.  The  hon.  Member  said, 
looking  at  the  certain  fact  that  in  about 
six  weeks  hence  the  Session  would  be 

nearly  closed 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  never  said  any- 
thing about  a  "  certain  fact." 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  a  confident  assumption. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  No ;  I  said  there 
was  a  probability. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  continued.  The 
hon.  Member,  whether  he  spoke  of  it  as 
a  certain  fact  or  a  confident  assumption, 
undoubtedly  intimated  that  the  Session 
would  be  near  its  close  about  six  weeks 
hence ;  and  he  then  proposed  that  the 
Government  should  set  aside  every  Mon- 
day and  Thursday  for  the  rest  of  the 
Session  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  for- 
ward Supply.  Almost  in  the  same 
breath  the  hon.  Member  asked  when  the 
Qovemment  were  going  to  proceed  with 
the  Labourers  Bill.  What  was  the 
meaning  of  that  request?  The  hon. 
Member  must  know  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
for  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  answer.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  number  up  the 
days  which  had  already  been  secured 
for  Supply  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year,  he  would  have  no  reason  to  com- 
plain. Of  course,  it  was  the  natural 
desire,  not  of  the  present  Government 
only,  but  of  any  Government,  to  get 
forward  with  Supply  as  much  as  they 
could.  In  this  case  they  had  already 
indicated  that  desire,  and  they  had  re- 
duced the  number  of  Bills  they  were 
about  to  present  to  Parliament:  In- 
deed, he  did  not  know  whether  they  had 
not  even  gone  too  far  in  the  exercise  of 
that  desire ;  but,  at  any  rate,  having,  in 
the  three  months  of  the  Session  which 
were  already  passed  given  substantial 
evidence  of  their  desire  to  get  on  with 
Sapply,  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
say  that  every  Monday  and  Thursday 
during  the  rest  of  the  Session  would  also 
be  devoted  to  Supply  until  Supply  was 
obtained.  What,  in  that  case,  would 
become  of  the  other  Business  of  the 
House.    Take  Votes  of  Censure  for  in- 


stance. There  had  already  been  four  or 
five  Votes  of  Censure  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Government,  moved  by  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  presumed  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  felt  very  great 
interest  in  those  Votes  of  Censure,  see- 
ing that  he  invariably  supported  them. 

Mr.  KENNY :  Quite  right.  [  Cries  of 
**  Order!"] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
not  understand  why,  under  such  circum- 
stances, the  hon.  Member  should  desire 
to  bar  the  door  against  more  Votes  of 
Censure.  It  was  enough,  however,  to 
say  that  it  would  not  be  consistent  with 
his  public  duty  if  he  were  to  give  the 
assurance  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  would 
say  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  devote  as  much  time  as  possible 
to  the  speedy  prosecution  of  Supply. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  wished  to  add  one 
word  to  the  observations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  in  order  to 
show  the  number  of  days  which  had 
been  devoted  to  Supply  in  the  present 
Session  and  in  some  three  or  four  pre- 
vious Sessions.  This  year  there  had  al- 
ready been  13  nights  devoted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Estimates  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  In  1881,  up  to  the 
3l8t  of  May,  there  were  only  two ;  in 
1882,  two;  in  1883,  five;  and  in  1884, 
only  one.  This  year  there  had  already 
been  13  Supply  nights,  and  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  all  the  Votes  were 
much  more  discussed  now,  he  would  not 
say  than  in  any  previous  year,  but  cer- 
tainly more  than  was  generally  the  case 
in  previous  years.  In  1882  only  five 
Votes  were  taken  up  to  the  end  of  the 
month  of  May ;  in  1883,  30  Votes;  and 
in  1884,  only  three.  This  year,  up  to 
the  present  date,  26  Votes  had  been 
taken,  and  they  had  been  obtained  under 
the  greatest  difficulty,  because,  as  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  allow,  nearly 
every  Vote  nad  been  very  seriously  dis- 
cussed. In  regard  to  the  opportunities 
which  would  still  remain  for  discussing 
the  Votes  not  yet  disposed  of,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  total  amount  of  Votes 
to  be  taken  was  £26,000,000,  and  the 
Government  were  now  asking  for  a  Vote 
on  Account  to  the  extent  of  £3,200,000, 
having  previously  obtained  about 
£3,300,000,  which  would  still  leave 
more  than  £19,000,000  to  be  taken 
hereafter,  so  that  ample  opportunities 
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would  exist  for  discuBsion.  There  was 
one  other  subject  to  which  attention 
had  been  called  by  an  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  who  spoke  earlier — 
namely,  the  Secret  Service  money.  No 
answer  had  yet  been  given  to  the  in- 
quiry of  the  hon.  Member,  and  it  was 
only  right  that  an  answer  should  be 
given.  The  amount  asked  for  on  ac- 
count of  Secret  Service  was  not  the 
whole  amount  of  that  item.  A  sum  of 
£10,000  had  already  been  voted,  and  an 
additional  sum  of  £15,000  was  asked  for 
that  night;  but  £25,000  would  still  be 
left.  In  previous  years  it  had  been  the 
custom  to  give  part  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  in  every  Vote  on  Account. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  remarked 
that  there  was  a  further  sum  of  £10,000 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  he  refrained 
from  going  into  that  matter,  because  it 
formed  no  part  of  the  Vote  asked  for 
that  night.  The  Committee,  indeed, 
had  no  right  to  consider  it  in  discussing 
the  Estimates,  as  it  was  done  by  virtue 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Then,  again, 
in  regard  to  Cyprus — there  was  no  money 
asked  under  that  head  in  the  present 
Vote.  It  had  sometimes  been  the  cus- 
tom to  ask  for  a  reduced  amount  upon 
every  item  contained  in  the  Estimates ; 
but  wherever  it  had  been  possible  to  do 
without  a  Vote  on  Account,  he  had  with- 
drawn that  particular  Vote,  and  had, 
consequently,  been  able  to  reduce  the 
total  amount  of  the  Vote  asked  for. 

Me.  WAETON  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  wanted 
to  know  whether,  bearing  in  mind  the 
Vote  on  Account  already  voted,  and 
adding  it  to  the  Vote  on  Account  now 
asked  for,  there  would  be  any  one  item 
in  the  Estimates  in  respect  of  which  there 
would  be  no  balance  left  to  be  voted 
hereafter? 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  No,  none;  except 
the  Votes  already  passed. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  it  was  quite  plain, 
from  the  contention  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
that  the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
facilitating  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates themselves,  and  when  the  Seseion 
was  a  little  further  advanced  the  pros- 
sure  of  Public  Business  would  be  pleaded 
by  the  Government  as  a  ground  for 
passing  the  Estimates  without  adequate 
coneiderntion  or  debate*.      lie  thought 
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the  request  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  an 
extremely  reasonable  one.  A  year  or 
two  ago,  under  the  new  Procedure  Boles, 
the  Government  obtained  from  the  House 
special  facilities  for  pushing  forward  the 
Business  of  Supply.  The  Standing  Order 
now  enabled  them  to  devote  the  whole  of 
Monday  and  Thursday  in  every  week  to 
the  Business  of  Supply,  without  the  in- 
tervention of  those  Motions  with  regard 
to  grievances  which  Members  were  for- 
merly able  to  bring  forward.  The  re- 
quest of  his  hon.  Friend  was  that  the 
Government  should  devote  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  Supply — that  being  one  of  the 
chief  functions  of  the  House — those  dajra 
in  the  week  which,  at  the  expenditure 
of  great  time  and  labour,  they  bad  pro- 
cured from  the  House  for  Supply,  so  as 
to  prevent  any  interruption  from  dila- 
tory Motions.  The  Prime  Minister  chow 
to  be  j  ocular  and  satirical.  Without  the 
slightest  necessity  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  Votes  of  Censure, 
and  very  irrelevantly  dragged  in  the 
remark  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  thelriah 
Members  who  sat  upon  those  Benches 
were  usually  found  voting  in  support  of 
Votes  of  Censure.  It  was  not  the  Iriah 
Members  alone  who  were  of  opinion  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  among 
the  most  condemnable  persons  in  the 
Eealm.  That  opinion  was  shared  by  a 
considerable  body  of  Members  in  that 
House,  and  when  Votes  of  Censure  had 
been  proposed  the  Irish  Members  had 
felt  themselves  obliged  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  balance  of  merit  lay 
on  the  side  of  those  by  whom  the  Totes 
of  Censure  were  proposed.  It  might  h% 
their  misfortune  or  their  fault ;  but,  on* 
doubtedly,  that  had  invariably  been  th« 
case.  Occasionally  they  found  the  Pri»e 
Minister  of  a  very  exacting  tempeia* 
ment;  but  certainly  that  evening  thff 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  a  meat 
amiable  and  easily  satisfied  view  of  the 
financial  condition  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that  Sapplj 
was  at  all  backward.  If  they  compared 
the  number  of  Votes  obtained  in  thia  with 
other  Sessions,  and  the  amount  of  money 
in  hand  as  compared  with  other  years, 
perhaps  it  might  be  found  that  thej 
were  not  very  much  behind ;  but  th«» 
were  seven  Departments  of  the  Ovil 
Service  for  which  the  House  had  tt» 
vote  Supply,  and  each  contained  vnrioa* 
important  sub-sections.   At  pn*sent  tht^ 
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had  only  just  reached  Class  II.,  so  that 
practically  there  were  still  six  Cleisses  to 
be   voted,    and    they  had  not  as  yet 
touched  any  of  the  great  Bevenue  De- 
partments.    They  were  now  on  the  eye 
of  the  Whitsuntide  Eecess,   and  they 
had  before  them  a  programme  which 
included  several  measures  of  the  greatest 
importance,  one  of  them  a  measure  re- 
lating to  Ireland,  which  would  provide 
ample   material  for  discussion  for  the 
rest  of  the  Session,  even  if  no  other 
measure  was   to    be    considered.     Yet 
with  this  programme  of  legislative  work, 
including  the  Crimes  Act,  the  Govern- 
ment,  with  cheerful  hopefulness,  per- 
sisted in  the  assertion  that  Supply  was 
in  a  forward  condition.     He  was  afraid 
that  it  would   not  be  possible  to  un- 
deceive them  on  that  point  except  by 
the  test  of  experience ;  but,  before  the 
Session  was  brought  to  a  close,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  they  would  £nd  that  the 
conoition  in  which  Supply  was  left  was 
not  altogether  favourable  to  the  progress 
of  legislative  work.    The  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  one  that  was 
well  calculated  to  promote  the  general 
Business  of  the  House.     It  was  that 
every  day  in  the  week  except  Monday 
and  Thursday  should  be  taken  for  other 
Business,  and  that  Monday  and  Thurs- 
day should  be  devoted  to  Supply.     The 
remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
insidious    and    persistent    manner    in 
which  the  control  over  Supply  was  now 
withdrawn  from  the  House  was  amply 
borne  out  by  the  experience  of  the  last 
.  few  years.     Hon.  Members  sitting  on 
those  Benches  had  watched  with  some- 
thing akin  to  anxiety  and  alarm  the 
gradual  growth  of  this  easy,  slothful,  and 
unmoral  system  of  tiding  over  the  regu- 
lar Business  of  Supply  by  Votes  on  Ac- 
count.    It  could  scarcely  be  forgotten 
that  the  House  practically  did  no  Busi- 
ness in  Supply  at  all  last  year.     In  the 
first  place,  the  G-overnment  asked  for  a 
Vote  on  Account,  then  at  Easter  they 
asked   for  another  Vote  to  make  up 
for  deficiencies  in  the  Supply  of  the 
previous  year,    and,    having    obtained 
two  Votes  of  that  kind  before  Easter, 
the  Government  took  a  third  at  Whit- 
suntide.  By  that  means  the  Business  of 
Supply  wns  put  off  until  the  month  of 
August,  when  the  Votes  were  discussed 
in  empty  Houses  after  midnight.     He 
contended  that  it  was  nothing  less  than 


a  fraud  upon  the  overburdened  tax- 
payers of  the  country  to  Vote  millions 
and  tens  of  millions  of  money  in  empty 
Houses  after  midnight,  because  the  Gt)- 
vernment  knew  that  under  such  circum- 
stances effective  criticism  of  the  Esti- 
mates was  not  possible  at  the  end  of 
August,  and  by  the  immoral  course  they 
pursued  they  were  able  at  one  stroke  to 
get  rid  of  discussion  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  hoodwink  and  cheat 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  If  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country  knew  what 
grave  and  serious  evils  were  produced 
by  this  practice  of  postponing  the  real 
consideration  of  Supply,  they  would 
take  to  heart  the  words  which  had 
dropped  from  his  hon.  Friend  that  even- 
ing, and  the  task  of  exhorting  the  Go- 
vernment to  restore  to  the  House  of 
Commons  the  Constitutional  function  of 
supervising  and  checking  the  Public  Ex- 
penditure would  not  be  left  to  the  Irish 
Members,  but  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  there  would  be  a  united  voice  of 
protest  and  condemnation  from  Members 
of  all  Nationalities  in  every  part  of 
the  House  against  these  easy  methods 
by  which,  from  Easter  to  Whitsuntide, 
and  from  Whitsuntide  to  August,  this 
process  of  stealthily  dipping  their  hands 
into  the  public  purse  and  plundering 
the  taxpayer  was  carried  on.  His  hon. 
Friend  proposed  that  the  Government 
should  put  an  end  to  this  system.  If 
they  would  agree,  even  from  this  day, 
to  devote  the  two  days  a-week  which 
the  House  had  given  to  them  uninterup- 
tedly  to  Supply,  the  House  would  have 
some  little  assurance  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  hundreds  of  thousands  and  even 
of  millions  of  the  public  money  would 
be  checked  with  something  like  that 
degree  of  intelligence  and  care  which  a 
man  would  devote  to  the  conduct  of  his 
own  private  concerns.  Was  it  tolerable 
that  £80,000,000  a-year  should  be  paid 
in  this  country  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Public  Service,  and  that  it  should  be 
thrown  away,  or  its  application  placed 
entirely  at  the  discretion  of  the  Govern- 
ment officials  themselves,  who  paid  this 
enormous  sum  of  money  out  of  tho 
public  purse  without  any  check  what- 
ever from  the  accredited  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people?  That  was  the  system 
which  was  going  on  now ;  and  unless 
the  Government  retraced  their  steps  and 
adopted  a  more  satisfactory  policy  in 
regard  to  the  expenditure  of  the  public 

Digitized  by  ^^UU^lC 


783 


Supply —  Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Services^  Sfc. 


784 


money,  lie  thought  they  would  find  that 
the  exhortations  of  hie  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  would  appeal  to  the  common  sense 
of  the  subjects  of  the  Queen,  without 
regard  to  nationality,  who  would  require 
proper  and  adequate  facilities  for  the 
discharge  of  such  important  Business, 
and  would  strongly  and  eflfectively  pro- 
test against  the  generally  easy  method 
now  adopted  of  disposing  of  such  ques- 
tions. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  had  intended 
the  other  evening  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  the  case  of  the 
brothers  Delahunty 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Me.  KENNY  resumed.    He  said,  he 
had  had  worse  luck  the  other  evening, 
however,  than  he  had  now,  for  on  that 
occasion  the  House  was  counted  out, 
and  he  had  no  opportunity  to  bring  on 
the  case.    He  brought  the  matter  for- 
ward now  in  the  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  exercise  that  equity  in  the 
case  which  the  facts  of  it  demanded. 
Now,  the  two  men  to  whose  case  he  re- 
ferred were  accused  in  the  year  1882 
with  an  offence  under  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act.     They  were  accused  of  hav- 
ing fired  at  a  man  named  Donnellan. 
They  were  inmiediately  arrested  under 
the  provisions  of    the    Prevention    of 
Crime  Act,  and  were  conveyed  to  the 
county  gaol  at  Ennis,  which  was  about 
22  miles  away  from  the  scene  of  the 
alleged  outrage.    The  alleged  offence 
was  one  which  in  no  way  could  be  con- 
sidered as  an  agrarian  outrage,  because 
it  was  not  connected  with  any  dispute 
about  land,  and  it  was  not  connected 
with  any  conspiracy,  as  far  as  any  person 
had  yet  ventured  to  assert ;  and  he  was 
entirely  at  a  loss,  therefore,  to  understand 
what  was  the  reason  which  influenced 
the    Government   to     bring    the     case 
under  the    exceptional    law,   unless  it 
was   that    the    Prevention   of    Crime 
Act  was  an  exceptional  law  which  at 
that  time  the  Goverment  were  desir- 
ous of  experimenting  upon.     The  pri- 
soners  instructed   a   local  solicitor  for 
their  defence ;   and   when  he  returned 
from  the  locality  in  which  the  outrage 
was  supposed  to ;  have  been  committed, 
the  day  before  they  were  to  be  brought 
up  at  Ennis,  he  was  informed  that  they 
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had  been  conveyed  another  30  miles,  to 
another  part  of  the  country,  and  had 
there  been  returned  before  magistrates 
to  whom  they  were  strange.      Having 
been  returned  for  trial,  they  were  kept 
in  gaol  until  the  Cork  Winter  Assizes, 
when  they  were    brought  up   on  this 
charge.    The  evidence  against  them  was 
purely  circumstantial.     It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  man   who  was  fired  at 
alleged  that  he  saw  these  two  men  fire 
at  him ;  but  as  it  was  alleged  by  the 
witnesses  that  only  one  shot  was  fired, 
both  of  those  men  could  not  have  fired. 
He  was  not  certain  whether  the  weapon 
used  was  a  rifle  or  a  pistol;  he  coold 
not  say  whether  there  were  one  or  two 
shots  fired,  and  no  injury  whatever  was 
done.    It  was  on  a  charge  of  this  kind 
that  these  two  men  were  sent  to  penil 
servitude  for  life.      The  evidence  might 
have  been  strong  enough  to  find  these 
two  men  guilty ;  but  the  evidence  for  the 
defence  was  managed  in  an  exceedingly 
bad  manner,  mainly  owing  to  the  £ict 
that  the   solicitor  for  the  defence  was 
not  present  at  Cork  to  instruct  coossel 
who  were   appearing   for  the  defence. 
He  had  to  x>oint  out  in  regard  to  thtt, 
however,  that  after  the  Government  had 
deprived  these  men  of  the  solicitor  whom 
they  selected  to  defend  them,  they  had 
been  obliged  to  instruct  a  man  who  did 
not  pay  proper   attention,   or  perhaps 
was  not  able  to  devote  that  attention,  to 
the  case  which  it  deserved.     Bat  there 
were  other  matters  which  he  wished  to 
bring   forward.    The  evidence  was  of 
a  particularly  suspicions  character.    It 
was  that  class  of  evidence  which  was 
well  known  in  Ireland,  and  was  alvtvi 
used  when  no  other  evidence  was  forth- 
coming— the  evidence  of  informers.   The 
Crown   suborned  various   witnesses  to 
appear  at  Cork,  and  amongst  them  was 
a  man  named  Michael  Hayes,  a  black- 
smith.    His  evidence  was  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  prisoners ;  but  the  Crown 
kept  him  in  their  custody  in  Cork,  and 
then  at  the  last  moment  refused  to  call 
him.    Mr.  D.  B.  Sullivan,  who  was  the 
barrister   appearing  for    the    defnct, 
thereupon  exercised  what  he  (Mr.  Kennji 
thought  was  a  wise  discretion  in  refosiDfr 
to  call  a  man  for  the  defence  who  for  a 
whole  fortnight  had  been  in  the  mI» 
custody  of  the  Crown  officials.     Th«B. 
again,  not  more  than  a  year  since  a  msa 
named  Patrick  Slattery  made  a  djia; 
declaration,  in  which  he  stated  that  he 
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Had  been  suborned  by  a  police  sergeant 
to  give  false  evidence  against  the  Dela- 
huntjs.    That  man  made  two  distinct 
declarations  on  two  different  occasions 
—one  about  two  weeks  before  his  death, 
and  the  other  about  a  week  before  his 
death.     Thie  last  of  those  was  made  be- 
fore two  magistrates  of  the  county,  and 
the  first  and  original  document  was  made 
before  the  parish  priest  and  the  man's 
own  brother.     Now,  he  claimed  this — 
that  if  a  dying  man  in  England  left  a 
declaration  behind  him  that  he  had  been 
fiabomed  to  g^ve  false  evidence  against 
two  men  in  prison,  that  would  be  con- 
aidered  sufficient  by  the  Home  Secretary 
to  justify  an  inquiry  into  such  a  case. 
He  claimed,  moreover,  that  in  the  case 
of  the  notorious  burglar,  Charles  Peace, 
when  he  stated  that  he,  and  not  a  man 
in  prison,  had  shot  a  certain  policeman, 
that  was  not  only  considered  sufficient 
for  the  Home  Secretary   to  make  in- 
quiries into  the  case,  but  to  liberate  the 
prisoner  andcompensate  him.     This  was 
not  an  agrarian  case.     It  was  not  arising 
<mt  of  land,  and  was  not  a  special  ques- 
tion at  all.     The  whole  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter was  that  it  was  a  case  in  which  two 
men  took  occasion  to  vent  their  spite  on 
two  other  men  at  whose  hands  they  be- 
lieved they  had  received  some  injury. 
It  was  on  account  of  some  injury,  or  an 
imaginary  injury,  that  this  charge  was 
laonched  against  the  Delahuntys.   Now, 
the  two  men  who  were  in  prison  under 
a  sentence  of  penal  servitude   for  life 
were  men  against  whom  no  evil  report 
was  ever  launched  previous  to  their  ar- 
rest on  this  occasion.     It  was  true  that 
about  two  months  before  this  charge  was 
made  the  two  Donnellans  had  made  a 
charge  against  them,  and  they  were  taken 
to  the  Ennis  Bridewell ;  but  the  gentle- 
man on  the  Bench  knew  the  spite  of  the 
Donnellans,  and  would  not  listen  to  their 
charge,  and  liberated  the  Delahuntys. 
The  alleged   outrage    arose   this    way. 
The  boy  Bonnellan  alleged  that  he  was 
driving  cattle  about  700  yards  from  his 
father's  field.     Donnellan,  himself,  said 
that  as  he  was  passing   through    the 
forze  bush  he  was  fired  at  by  one  of  the 
Delahuntys,    and  that  they    then  ran 
away.    He  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  seen  the 
place  where  the  outrage  was  said  to  have 
occurred,  and  the  distance   would  cer- 
tainly not  be  more  than  four  yards  be- 
tween the  place  where  Donnellan  said 
be  waa  walking  and  the  place  where  it 


was  alleged  the  Delahuntys  fired   the 
shot. 

The  OHAIEMAN  said,  he  had  en- 
deavoured, but  he  had  been  unable,  to 
trace  any  connection  between  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
items  of  this  Vote;  and  he  must  say  that 
if  the  hon.  Member,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  endeavoured  to  retry  in  that 
Committee,  or  go  through,  a  case  which 
had  already  been  tried  by  a  judicial 
tribunal,  he  did  not  see  how  it  would  be 
possible  to  get  through  Supply  at  all, 
and  he  must  call  the  serious  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact  that  he  was 
really  retrying  a  case  and  advancing 
opinions  of  his  own  upon  it,  and  he  (the 
(Chairman)  did  not  see  that  it  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  Votes  before  them. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  would  respect- 
fully point  out  that  there  was  a  Vote  for 
Law  Charges  for  Criminal  Prosecutions  in 
Ireland,  and  he  believed  that  this  case 
would  come  strictly  under  a  heading  of 
that  kind.  He  submitted  that  he  was 
perfectly  in  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  in  Order  in  referring 
to  a  case  under  that  Vote,  but  not  in 
retrying  it.  He  was  giving  all  the  evi- 
dence in  the  case,  and  was  giving  them 
his  own  version  of  the  case ;  and  if  every 
hon.  Member  adopted  a  similar  course 
they  would  never  get  through  Com- 
mittee. , 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  that  any  state- 
ment he  made  ]4  that  House  must  neces- 
sarily be  an  emparte  statement.  All  he 
was  endeavouring  to  do  was  to  give 
reasons  in  support  of  the  request  which 
he  wished  to  make  to  the  Government 
to  grant  an  inquiry  into  this  case.  If 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker)  would  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
that  there  should  be  an  inquiry,  he 
would  resume  his  seat ;  but,  failing  that, 
he  must  use  all  the  arguments  he  could 
in  support  of  an  inquiry.  Well,  Don- 
nellan said  he  was  shot  at ;  and  the  boy, 
700  yards  off,  said  he  heard  a  gun  shot 
or  pistol  shot,  and  about  10  minutes 
afterwards  he  saw  the  Delahuntys  coming 
in  the  direction  from  which  the  shot  was 
fired.  That  would  have  been  scarcely 
sufficient  to  have  convicted  the  two  Dela- 
huntys ;  and  it  was  after  that  that  the 
suborned  witness  was  suborned  to  cor- 
roborate the  statement  of  the  young 
Donnellan  as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  shot  was  fired. 
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The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  must 
again  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  endeavouring  to  establish  that 
the  decision  given  upon  a  certain  trial 
had  not  been  in  accordance  with  the 
evidence,  and  in  that  he  was  not  in 
Order.  That  Committee  was  not  com- 
petent to  try  such  a  case.  If  there  was 
any  allegation  against  any  person  in 
Ireland  whose  salary  came  under  that 
Vote,  there  would  be  no  reason  what- 
ever why  the  hon.  Member  should  not 
state  the  reasons  for  rejecting  that 
salary. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  his  purpose  for  him  to  go 
into  detail  as  to  the  evidence  that  was 
given  at  the  trial,  and  he  was  quite 
willing  to  drop  that  portion  of  his  re- 
marks, although  he  claimed  that  it  was 
an  interference  with  the  continuity  of 
his  remarks  that  he  was  not  allowed  to 
go  into  that  matter.  But  he  would  ask 
the  Chairman's  leave  to  state  one  fact 
which  occurred  at  the  trial.  It  was 
this.  The  counsel  for  the  defenca  was 
placed  at  a  great  and  grave  disadvantage 
on  account  of  the  fact  that  the  solicitor 
who  had  originally  instructed  him  had 
left  Cork,  and  did  not  return  until  after 
the  trial  had  taken  place.  He  would 
show  that  that  was  material  by  showing 
what  an  important  bearing  his  absence 
had  on  the  action  of  one  witness,  who 
alleged  that  a  certain  girl  had  given 
one  of  the  Delahuntys  a  pistol.  Counsel 
was  unable  to  call  a  witness  to  refute 
that  statement,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
the  defendant's  solicitor.  But  he  (Mr. 
Kenny)  had  in  his  possession  an  affi- 
davit from  the  girl,  who  said  that,  so 
far  from  her  having  given  a  pistol  to 
one  of  the  Delahuntys,  she  never  had 
such  a  thing  in  her  possession.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  he 
(Mr.  Kenny)  was  prevented  from  making 
out  his  case  as  he  otherwise  would ;  but 
he  must  point  out  this.  This  suborned 
witness,  Michael  Slattery — he  did  not 
say  he]was  not  a  man  of  bad  character ; 
but  if  there  was  a  moment  when  such  a 
man  would  tell  the  truth  it  was  the  mo- 
ment in  which  he  was  about  to  die,  and 
the  fact  that  at  that  moment  he  had 
made  the  declaration  he  had  made 
ought  to  have  been  quite  enough  to 
induce  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  grant  an 
inquiry.  Now,  this  boy  said  he  was 
driving  cattle  in  the  neigbourhood  ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  evidence  from  the 


boy's  own  mother  that  at  the  time  the 
alleged  outrage  occurred  he  was  seven 
miles  away.  He  would  not  believe  that 
any  woman  would  falsely  accuse  her 
own  son,  under  such  circumstances,  ol 
having  committed  perjury. 

Mr.  GEEGORY  rose  to  Order,  and 
said  he  believed  they  were  now  upon  a 
Vote  on  Account ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
was  now  taking  them  into  the  most 
minute  details  concerning  a  certain 
trial,  and  involving  the  administration 
of  justice  and  the  conduct  of  a  Judge 
and  jury,  which,  he  contended,  was  alto- 
gether out  of  Order.  It  had  been 
sprung  upon  them  without  Notice,  and 
without  any  Papers  on  the  subject  hav- 
ing been  placed  before  them;  and  he 
would  ask,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  had  already 
twice  stated  that  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  exceeding  the  privi- 
leges accorded  by  the  House  even  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  His  arguments 
would  be  valid  and  good  if  they  were 
upon  a  substantive  Motion,  but  they  were 
not  60  on  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. The  points  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alluded,  important  as  they  were, 
had  no  connection  with  the  Vote  before 
the  Committee.  He  was  unwilling  to 
proceed  further ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
apply  to  the  Vote. 

Mr.  SEXTON,  on  the  point  of  Order, 
contended  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  en- 
titled to  put  his  case  before  the  Com- 
mittee. His  remarks  did  not  deal  with 
the  trial,  but  with  what  had  happened 
since.  He  would  respectfully  point  oat 
that  this  portion  of  the  Vote  was  for 
Law  Charges  for  Criminal  Proseoutiozu 
in  Ireland,  and  contained  the  salary  of 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland,  who 
might  or  might  not  advise  the  Crown  u 
to  the  exercise  of  the  Prerogative  of 
mercy  in  the  case  of  those  men  who 
were  now  in  penal  servitude.  In  his 
opinion,  his  hon  Friend  had  made  oat  i 
complete  case  for  endeavouring  to  ob- 
tain an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  iboM 
men,  whom  he  believed  should  ba  re- 
leased from  penal  servitude. 

Thb  chairman  pointed  oat  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  desired  to  impugn  th* 
conduct  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Irt- 
land,  whose  salary  was  contained  in  this 
Vote,  it  would  be  a  different  matter; 
but  he  had  brought  before  the  Corn- 
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fflittee  various  legal  matters  wbich  the 
Committee  was  not  oompeteut  to  decide, 
and  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
salary  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  thought  that  if 
he  was  allowed  to  go  into  some  of  the 
e?ideDce  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go 
into  all  of  it.  He  had  no  objection, 
however,  to  name  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien, 
▼ho  conducted  the  prosecution,  as  the 
official  whose  conduct  he  would  impugn. 

The  chairman  asked  whether  Mr. 
O'Brien's  salary  was  included  in  the  Vote? 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  believed  it 
was.  He  was  Crown  Prosecutor  in  those 
cases.  He  (Mr.  Kenny)  could  not  say 
exactly  what  he  was ;  but  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  going  round  the  country  prose- 
cuting on  behalf  of  the  Crown.  He 
was  referring,  when  he  was  interrupted, 
to  the  woman's  statement  that  the  evi- 
dence of  her  own  son  was  not  true ;  but, 
beyond  that,  he  had  further  affidavits 
showing  that  an  effort  was  made  to 
sahorn  other  people  before  Slattery  was 
obtained. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  call  upon  the  hon.  Member 
to  resume  his  seat  if  he  continued  in 
that  strain.  He  could  not  allow  the 
case  of  the  Delahuntys  to  be  tried  over 
again. 

Me.  KENNY  said,  that,  of  course,  if 
he  were  ruled  out  of  Order  in  referring 
to  this  subject,  he  would  resume  his 
seat;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  should 
have  preferred  not  to  have  been  called 
upon  to  resume  his  seat  in  that  way. 

Ma.  SEXTON  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  an  outline  of 
the  case  he  wished  to  bring  forward, 
and  had  asked  the  Government  to  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  two  men  now 
in  penal  servitude.  He  would  now  call 
upon  their  Attorney  General,  therefore, 
to  reply  and  state  whether  he  could 
grant  an  inquiry  or  not. 

Mb.  KENNY,  rising  to  Order,  de- 
sired to  know  if  it  would  be  competent 
for  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to 
^ly  to  a  case  which  he  had  not  been 
•llowed  to  finish  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  replying  in  detail  to  a  case 
which  had  been  only  half-opened  by  the 
hoQ.  Member. 

^  Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  last 
Sesfion  they  impugned  the  conduct  of 


the  then  Chief  Secretary,  and  opposed 
the  grant  of  his  salary.     They  endea- 
voured to  obtain  a  promise  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry  made  into  the  case 
of  Bryan  Kilmartin.     He  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  penal  servitude  for  life  for 
shooting  at  a  man.    The  Chief  Secretary 
rose  in  his  place  and  said  that,  having 
seen  aU  the  Papers  in  connection  with 
the  case,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  con- 
viction was  right,  and  that  Bryan  Kil- 
martin ought  to  remain  in  prison.     But 
Kilmartin  had  the  good  fortune  to  have 
the  sympathy  of  some  other  Members  in 
that  House,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Watkin),  and  an- 
other Member  sitting  opposite,  got  up 
and  said  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
made  out  their  case.     The  consequence 
was  that  the  Prime  Minister  got  up  and 
threw    over   the  then   Chief  Secretary 
and  the  Home  Secretary,  and  promised 
an  inquiry.     The  inquiry  was  held,  and 
it  then  turned  out  that  that  trial  and 
sentence  of  Elilmartin  were  unjust.   The 
right   hon.   Gentleman  opposite    made 
use  of  an  exclamation  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  would  like  to  have  translated 
into  a  more   articulate  expression.     If 
the  sentence  was  not  unjust,  why  was 
Kilmartin   released  from  penal    servi- 
tude ?  But,  however  that  was,  the  Chief 
Secretary  at  that  time  was  thrown  over. 
In  this  Vote  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary was  involved.    Now,  in  order  to 
make  himself  perfectly  in  Order  in  this 
matter,  he  emphatically  stated  that  it 
was  the  deliberate  intention  of  the  then 
Chief  Secretary,   and  it    must  be  the 
whole  effort  of  the  person  who  occupied 
the    position    of    Chief    Secretary,    to 
smother  and  suffocate  inquiry  into  such 
cases  as  this  in  order  to  strengthen  their 
own  plea  in  support  of  the  re-enactment 
of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.    On  the 
general  question  he  shared  the  opinion 
of  nine  out  of  every  10  people  in  Ire- 
land, who  believed  that,  by  the  *'  white 
terror*'  which  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  established  in  Ireland,  the 
Delahuntys  had  been  driven  into  penal 
servitude  without    sufficient    evidence; 
and  the  best  work  which  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  could  apply  himself  to 
would  be  to  institute  inquiries  into  all 
such  cases.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  now  held  the  Office  of  Chief  Secre- 
tary could  not  do  better  than  inaugurate 
his  appointment  to  his  present  position 
by  instituting  an  inquiry  into  this  case. 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
confessed  that  he  did  not  understand 
the  object  of  the  speech  which  had  just 
been  delivered.  The  hon.  Member  had 
introduced  into  the  discussion  another 
case  which  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  last  Session.  That  was  another 
case  altogether.  The  question  which 
they  were  now  discussing  was  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  entitled  to  bring 
up  all  these  matters  on  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, and  that  was  the  point  which  the 
Chairman  had  decided  in  such  strong 
terms  over  and  over  again.  He  did  not 
see  any  connection  between  the  two 
oases. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  Same  charge ; 
same  trial ;  same  sentence  ! 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
But  it  was  a  different  case  altogether. 
The  hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  thrown  over.  He 
had  stated  that  the  Chief  Secretary's 
object  was  to  huddle  up 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Smother  up! 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
To  smother  up  such  cases  as  this ;  but 
the  trial  of  the  Delahuntys  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act. 

Mb.  KENNY :  They  were  tried  under 
that  Act. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
They  were  tried  at  the  ordinary  Winter 
Assizes,  without  any  reference  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  whatever. 

Mb.  KENNY:  By  a  Crimes  Act 
Special  Jury ! 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
contended  that  the  trial  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  administration  of  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act.  The  question  was 
whether  upon  a  Vote  on  Account  such 
as  this  the  hon.  Member  should  be 
allowed  to  go  into  such  matters.  The 
hon.  Member  had  introduced  the  name 
of  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Brien,  who  had  hap- 
pened to  prosecute  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to;  but  there  was  no  certainty 
that  Serjeant  O'Brien  would  be  so  em- 
ployed in  future,  and,  therefore,  the 
whole  point  of  the  hon.  Member  fell  to 
the  ground. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  stated 
that  he  failed  to  see  any  analogy  between 
the  two  cases  cited.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  usually  so  difficult  of  per- 
ception, and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  thought 


that  he  could  in  a  few  words  show  that 
there  was  a  perfect  analogy  between  the 
cases.  These  men,  Bryan  Kilmartin  and 
the  Delahuntys,  were  both  accused  of 
the  same  crime ;  they  were  both  tried  by 
juries  specially  selected  from  the  panels 
by  the  Government  in  Ireland;  they 
were  both  convicted  of  that  crime  and 
sent  into  penal  servitude;  and  after  the 
Delahuntys  and  the  other  man  got  into 
penal  servitude,  a  man  dying  made  a 
confession  which  threw  a  new  light  upon 
the  case.  Now,  there  was  the  analogy, 
and  he  regarded  it  as  very  instructiTe, 
and  as  a  very  complete  an^ogy.  When 
the  man  said  he  had  done  the  crime,  it 
was  at  first  laughed  at,  scouted,  and  re- 
presented as  grotesque  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  on  these 
Benches  happened  to  excite  the  sym- 
pathy of  two  Members.  On  that  occa- 
sion the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Eandolph  ChurchiU)  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  House  when  he 
brought  forward  the  case.  The  House 
heard  the  matter  with  its  usual  inatten- 
tion, for  the  voice  was  the  voice  of  an 
Irish  Member ;  but  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  two  Members  referred  to  were 
present,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  ma- 
naged to  get  a  hearing,  and  the  promise 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  held.  WeO, 
that  inquiry  was  held,  and  at  the  first 
blush  it  appeared  to  the  leg^  mind  of 
the  gentleman  who  attended  the  in- 
quiry on  the  part  of  the  Crown  that  the 
man  who  was  then  suffering  penal  servi- 
tude was  innocent.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  ask  where  was  the 
analogy?  It  was  in  the  fact  that  a 
man  on  his  dying-bed,  knowing  him- 
self to  be  about  to  die,  had  said  not  that  be 
had  done  the  crime  himself,  but  that  he 
had  himself  been  suborned  by  the  police 
to  suborn  witnesses  to  make  their  case 
good.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
say  there  was  any  difference?  There 
was  no  difference  whatever ;  all  the  cir- 
cumstances in  the  two  cases  were  parallel 
with  each  other.  Would  the  right  hoo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  get  up  at  the  Table 
of  the  House  and  say  that  he  persisted 
in  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretaiy, 
that  there  was  no  analogy  between  the 
two  cases  ?  The  argument  of  the  htm. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) was  that  Bryau  Kilmartin,  bariaf: 
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been  released  after  inquiry  because  a 
dying  man  confessed  that  he  had  done 
the  crime  for  which  the  other  was  con- 
demned to  penal  servitude,  an  inquiry 
ought  to  be  held  equally  in  the  case  of  the 
Delahuntys,  and  that  it  should  be  granted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the 
ground  that  a  man  had  made  a  solemn 
confession  of  subornation  on  his  dying 
bed.  Would  anyone  say  that  there  was 
a  flaw  in  that  reasoning  ?  If  there  was 
a  proper  case  for  inquiry  in  one  instance, 
there  was,  he  contended,  a  proper  case 
for  inquiry  in  the  other.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  said 
there  was  no  point  in  the  argument  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Galway. 
They  all  knew  that  the  Government 
wanted  to  continue  the  Prevention  of 
Grime  Act  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  the 
policy  of  Irish  officials  accordingly  to 
torn  a  deaf  ear  to  arguments  such  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  addressed  to  the 
Committee;  they  knew  also  that  Earl 

§»enoer  was  opposed  to  the  advocates  of 
ome  Bule,  and  they  were  all  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
mouthpiece  of  Earl  Spencer,  and,  not- 
withstanding the  child-like  simplicity  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  could 
hardly  suppose  him  to  be  in  favour  of 
Bueh  a  demand  as  that  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  had 
made,  that  an  inquiry  should  be  granted. 
And  what  was  the  objection  of  the  Go- 
venmient  to  the  granting  of  that  inquiry? 
He  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  would  show  that  convictions  had  been 
repeatedly  had  and  sentences  given  on 
sobomed  evidence ;  the  disquiet  existing 
in  the  public  mind,  caused  by  the  con- 
viction of  Kilmartin,  would  be  doubled ; 
and  not  only  would  a  stronger  feeling 
be  spread  against  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  in  Ireland,  but  all  honest 
Englishmen  would  say  to  the  Govern- 
ment— **If  you  procure  convictions  on 
this  eridence  under  the  ordinary  law,  so 
much  the  more  reason  is  there  why  we 
should  deny  you  the  further  powers 
asked  for."  Did  that  suit  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  When 
th^  found  that  the  law  in  Ireland  was 
sudi  as  to  put  the  lives  of  innocent  men 
in  peril  by  the  tricks  of  the  Crown 
Prosecutors,  they  said  that  the  powers 
which  put  special  facilities  into  the 
hands  of  the  police  for  hanging  men 
ehoold  not  be  given,  and  that  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Government  should  rely  upon 
the  ordinary  law  alone.  He  would  now 
refer  to  the  Tubbercurry  case.  That 
case  had  already  been  several  times 
referred  to  ;  it  was  a  matter  not  relating 
to  officials  in  Dublin  Oastle ;  it  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Prevention  of  Grime 
Act;  it  concerned  12  men  of  his  own 
district  who  had  been  suddenly  seized 
in  their  beds  and  hurried  away  to  Sligo 
Gaol.  He  might  say,  at  that  point,  that 
when  the  Government  in  Ireland  took  a 
man  out  of  his  bed  at  night,  they  never 
failed  to  make  a  plump  charge  against 
him ;  the  charge  was  usually  in  keeping 
with  the  melodramatic  effect  of  the 
arrest.  Accordingly,  these  men  were 
charged  with  treason-felony  and  intent 
to  murder ;  they  were  thrown  into  gaol ; 
they  were  forbidden  to  see  each  other, 
and  forbidden  to  see  their  legal  advisers. 
While  they  were  segregated,  the  police 
went  to  their  private  houses,  and  went 
into  every  detail  week  by  week  and  day 
after  day  in  their  private  lives.  Then 
foUowed  a  series  of  remands  which  lasted 
from  the  month  of  April  to  July ;  in  the 
month  of  July  the  Assizes  were  held, 
but  the  Grown,  after  having  got  its  in- 
formers together,  refused  to  go  on  with 
the  trial ;  the  men  were  sent  back  into 
gaol;  they  were  taken  from  Sligo  to 
Dublin,  and  from  Dublin  to  Sligo,  until 
the  month  of  October  last.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  repeatedly  raised  this  case 
in  the  House  of  Oommons ;  he  had  asked 
that  the  evidence  should  be  again  con- 
sidered, but  the  Government  knew  what 
they  were  about ;  they  put  an  informer 
in  the  cell  with  the  accused  persons, 
who  endeavoured  to  worm  himself  into 
their  confidence.  At  last  the  Govern- 
ment found  that  this  system  of  dealing 
with  the  prisoners  was  of  no  avail,  and 
they  brought  them  to  trial.  The  jury, 
when  they  heard  the  evidence  of  the 
informer,  failed  to  convict  the  first  man 
tried;  they  acquitted  him,  and  they 
added  to  Uieir  verdict  a  strong  expres- 
sion of  opinion.  The  11  other  men 
remained  to  be  tried ;  and  now  what  he 
had  to  point  out  bore  upon  the  question 
of  expenses.  There  was  a  large  sum  in 
the  present  Yote  for  Law  Oharges,  and 
he  objected  to  voting  any  money  for 
that  purpose  until  he  heard  what  was 
going  to  be  done  in  the  Tubbercurry 
case.  The  law  provided  that  where 
people  were  brought  away  from  their 
plac9  pf  i^bode  to  be  tried,  the  Grown  . 
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Rhould  pay  tlie  costs  of  the  defence. 
The  Crown  had  agreed  to  pay  the  costs 
and  the  expenses  of  the  prisoners  in 
question.  He  was  aware  that  the  sums 
expended  by  the  prosecution  upon  wit- 
nesses were  so  excessive,  that  one  gen- 
tleman who  spent  only  20  minutes  in 
Court  altogether  had  a  cheque  sent  to 
him  for  a  sum  of  money  so  extravagant 
that  he  felt  bound  in  self-respect  and 
manly  shame  to  send  the  cheque  back. 
What  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  to  con- 
vey to  the  people  in  Ireland  that  any 
man  who  was  ready  to  give  evidence 
against  innocent  persons  would  have  any 
sum  of  money  placed  at  his  disposal. 
This  was  the  most  shameless  system  of 
corruption  and  bribery  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  conceive.  These  men  were  kept 
up  to  last  October  in  gaol ;  at  the  last 
moment  they  were  brought  up  on  aoharge 
of  treason-felony  and  conspiracy  to  mur- 
der. He  (Mr.  Sexton)  happened  to  be  in 
Court  at  the  time,  and  knew  most  of  the 
persons  accused.  He  offered  himself  as 
bail ;  the  Crown  refused ;  he  went  day 
after  day  to  the  Court,  and  would  it  be 
believed  that  afterwards  the  Crown  ac- 
cepted him  as  bail  in  the  sum  of  £200 
for  the  whole  of  the  prisoners — those  1 2 
felons  and  conspirers  to  murder  ?  Could 
anything  furnish  a  more  clear  proof 
than  this  of  the  shameless  and  bogus 
character  of  the  case  ?  If  the  Crown  had 
had  in  their  possession  a  shadow  of 
proof,  he  asked  the  Committee  to  say 
whether  they  were  likely  to  have  ac- 
cepted the  bail  of  one  man  ?  Eventually 
the  case  fell  through.  The  informer 
would  not  swear  to  the  men.  Then 
came  the  question  of  the  expenses  of 
these  persons  who  had  been  put  upon 
their  trial  at  a  distance  from  their  place 
of  abode.  Some  of  them  were  shop- 
keepers who  had  been  taken  away  from 
their  homes  and  businesses;  they  had 
witnesses  to  the  number  of  40;  their 
neighbours  and  other  people  who  knew 
them  had  been  brought  from  the  North- 
West  of  Ireland,  by  car  and  by  railway, 
to  Sligo  and  Dublin;  they  had  been 
kept  in  Dublin  during  three  weeks, 
lodging  and  living  there  at  their  own 
expense,  and  hanging  on  the  will  of  the 
Crown  Prosecutor.  Then  they  were 
told  that  they  might  go  home,  as  there 
would  be  no  trial  at  all.  The  Crown 
Prosecutors,  after  bribing  informers, 
failed  to  make  out  any  case  against  the  j 
accused  persons,  and  they  were  told  they 
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might  go  away.  They  obtained  a  sum 
of  money  on  account  in  October  last. 
He  was  speaking  in  the  month  of  May, 
and  from  the  former  time  to  the  present 
he  had  never  ceased  to  call  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  fulfil  the  com- 
mon duty  of  honesty  by  paying  these 
men  their  expenses.  The  Government 
were  ready  enough  to  pay  £500  to  a 
man  who  committed  perjury ;  any  man 
who  was  ready  to  commit  perjury,  to 
supplement  the  story  of  informers, 
or  to  back  up  and  assist  the  police  in 
bringing  innocent  men  to  the  gal- 
lows, would  not  have  to  wait  24  hours 
for  the  payment  of  his  expenses;  but 
when  people  came  into  Court  and  said — 
**  I  know  these  men  ;  I  believe  them  to 
be  innocent,"  they  would  have  to  wait 
weeks  and  months  without  having  their 
claim  listened  to.  A  man  so  placed 
might  have  to  return  home  1 60  miles  at 
his  own  expense,  and  his  Hepresentative 
in  that  House  might  very  likely  go  on 
for  another  year  asking  for  his  expenses. 
He  had  repeatedly  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  uentleman  in  that  House, 
and  he  had  first  assured  him  that  he 
was  in  communication  with  the  solicitor 
in  Sligo,  and  then  that  efforts  were  being 
made  to  get  the  money  paid.  Then 
another  change  of  venue  was  tried,  and 
the  matter  was  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Treasury  at  Whitehall.  Ten  days 
ago  he  asked  whether  the  Treasury 
meant  to  pay  the  money  or  not  ?  Half 
a-year  had  passed,  and  ho  asked  whe- 
ther the  men  were  to  be  ruined  for  the 
want  of  the  costs  incurred  in  defending 
themselves  in  a  bogus  case,  which  the 
Government  had  shirked  and  failed  to 
bring  before  a  jury  ?  Ten  days  ago  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  said  that  an  order 
had  been  issued ;  whereupon  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  tried  to  ascertain  by  whom  that 
order  had  been  issued,  but  he  had 
failed  to  get  any  satisfaction  ;  he  could 
only  learn  that  it  was  issued  by  the 
Treasury.  He  suffered  himself  then  to 
believe  that  the  Crown  had  at  last  paid 
the  money  to  these  people  for  the  de- 
fence that  had  been  thrown  upon  them  ; 
but  what  was  his  amazement  at  getting 
a  letter  that  morning  from  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence  to  say  that  he  could  not 
understand  the  reply  given  to  him,  that 
he  had  received  his  own  costs,  but  that 
he  could  assure  him  that  these  costs  in- 
curred by  the  witnesses  early  last  year 
had  not  been  paid  up  to  the  present 
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moment.  Well,  he  thought  the  career 
of  a  footpad,  who  openly  robbed  on  tho 
highway,  was  more  respectable  than  to 
admit  of  an  action  of  this  kind.  Tho 
Government  had  been  guilty  of  taking 
12  respectable  farmers  and  men  of  busi- 
ness out  of  their  own  county,  thrown 
them  on  their  defence,  kept  them  in 
Dublin  for  weeks  and  weeks  together, 
and  then,  after  a  year,  still  deluded 
their  Eepresentatives  in  the  House  of 
Commons  with  promises  which  were 
never  carried  into  effect.  He  did  not 
know  how,  after  this  experience,  inno- 
cent people  were  to  be  protected  from 
false  charges  by  the  testimony  of  re- 
spectable persons  who  knew  them ;  hut 
it  appeared  that  to  such  a  pass  as  this 
had  they  come  with  respect  to  Irish 
prosecutions. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
after  the  ruling  of  the  Chairmau,  he 
should  not  be  in  Order  in  going  into 
the  legal  case  referred  to  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  raise  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
referred  to  the  expenses  of  the  witnesses 
in  the  case  of  the  men  arrested  at  Tub- 
berourry.  Those  persons  were  entitled  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  their  expenses  and 
costs ;  it  was  their  right  to  be  paid.  It 
appeared  before  the  trial  camo  on,  and 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  be  present  to 
give  evidence,  the  sum  of  £120  was 
paid  on  account  for  the  expenses  of  the 
witnesses  for  tho  prisoners.  After  the 
Crown  declined  to  proceed,  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence,  who  had  a  right  to  be 
paid  his  bill  of  costs,  furnished  a  bill  of 
costs  claiming  a  large  sum.  The  Crown 
Solicitor  alleged  that  the  £120  paid 
were  sufficient,  and  that  the  bill  of 
costs  was  too  large ;  and  tho  result  was 
that  ultimately  the  bill  of  costs  of  tho 
solicitor  for  the  defence  was  referred 
to  Mr.  Coll,  the  Crown  Solicitor  for 
Dublin,  for  taxation,  and  he  certified  the 
amount  to  the  satisfaction  of  Mr.  TuUy, 
the  solicitor  for  the  prisoners.  That  bill 
ought  to  have  included,  according  to  the 
usual  practice  in  all  such  cases,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  witnesses,  as  well  as  his 
own  professional  charges.  The  bill  was 
then  referred  to  the  Treasury  for  pay- 
ment, and  an  order  for  the  amount  cer- 
tified had  been  made  in  the  usual  way 
—because,  although  tho  officials  in 
Pablin  acted  in  we  first  instance,  it 


was  from  the  Treasury  that  the  order 
must  proceed — and  the  solicitor  for 
the  defence  had  received  the  amount, 
lie  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  the  bill  in 
question  did  not  include  the  witnesses' 
expenses;  if  so,  ho  thought  it  would 
be  well  for  him  for  him  to  make  in- 
quiry on  the  subject.  If  the  bill  did 
not  include  the  expenses  to  which  the 
Act  of  Parliament  entitled  the  parties, 
it  was  the  fault  of  the  solicitor  who 
prepared  it ;  but  so  far  as  he  was  at  pre- 
sent aware,  all  the  expenses  properly 
claimable  were  included,  or  ought  to  be. 
If  that  be  so,  the  question  was  one  be- 
tween the  parties  and  the  solicitor ;  and 
he  was  perfectly  sure,  judging  from  the 
practice,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  it  was  so,  and  that  Mr.  Tully 
was  mistaken  when  he  said  that  his 
bill  of  costs  was  distinct  from  the  costs 
of  the  witnesses. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  said,  he  noticed  that, 
in  trying  to  explain  the  extraordi- 
nary system  of  arithmetical  deception 
under  which  the  men  of  Tubbercurry 
had  been  victimized,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  given  no  ex- 
planation whatever  of  the  extraordinary 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment to  make  any  inquiry  in  cases 
like  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ennis  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  managed,  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening,  to  place 
before  the  Committee.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
again  referred  to  the  case  of  the  Dela- 
huntys,  because,  as  in  that  case,  so  in 
a  great  many  others,  there  was  suspicion 
on  the  evidence  that  a  gross  and  cruel 
miscarriage  of  justice  had  taken  place, 
and  the  proof  was  just  as  clear  and  con- 
vincing as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  Tub- 
bercurry prisoners.  The  fact  was,  as  he 
believed,  that  the  question  which  the 
Government  asked  themselves  was — 
**  How  will  an  investigation  affect  other 
cases?"  And  it  was  that  fact  which 
made  the  Irish  Government  so  fearful 
of  entering  into  an  investigation  of 
these  cases.  The  position  sometimes 
taken  up  by  the  Irish  Government  ap- 
peared to  be  that  there  were  other  nu- 
merous cases  in  which  there  was  reason 
to  suspect  that  there  had  been  fearful 
wrong  and  injustice  done,  and  that,  be- 
cause there  were  so  many  cases,  none 
of  them  ought  to  bo  investigated,  for 
fear  that  it  might  turn  out  that  in  some 
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should  pay  the  costs  of  the  defence. 
The  Crown  had  agreed  to  pay  the  costs 
and  the  expenses  of  the  prisoners  in 
question.  He  was  aware  that  the  sums 
expended  by  the  prosecution  upon  wit- 
nesses were  so  excessive,  that  one  gen- 
tleman who  spent  only  20  minutes  in 
Court  altogether  had  a  cheque  sent  to 
him  for  a  sum  of  money  so  extravagant 
that  he  felt  bound  in  self-respect  and 
manly  shame  to  send  the  cheque  back. 
What  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  to  con- 
vey to  the  people  in  Ireland  that  any 
man  who  was  ready  to  give  evidence 
agednst  innocent  persons  would  have  any 
sum  of  money  placed  at  his  disposal. 
This  was  the  most  shameless  system  of 
corruption  and  bribery  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  conceive.  These  men  were  kept 
up  to  last  October  in  gaol ;  at  the  last 
moment  they  were  brought  up  on  aoharge 
of  treason- felony  and  conspiracy  to  mur- 
der. He  (Mr.  Sexton)  happened  to  be  in 
Court  at  the  time,  and  knew  most  of  the 
persons  accused.  He  offered  himself  as 
bail ;  the  Crown  refused ;  he  went  day 
after  day  to  the  Court,  and  would  it  be 
believed  that  afterwards  the  Crown  ac- 
cepted him  as  bail  in  the  sum  of  £200 
for  the  whole  of  the  prisoners — ^those  1 2 
felons  and  conspirers  to  murder  ?  Could 
anything  furnish  a  more  clear  proof 
than  this  of  the  shameless  and  bogus 
character  of  the  case  ?  If  the  Crown  had 
had  in  their  possession  a  shadow  of 
proof,  he  asked  the  Committee  to  say 
whether  they  were  likely  to  have  ac- 
cepted the  bail  of  one  man  ?  Eventually 
the  case  fell  through.  The  informer 
would  not  swear  to  the  men.  Then 
came  the  question  of  the  expenses  of 
these  persons  who  had  been  put  upon 
their  trial  at  a  distance  from  their  place 
of  abode.  Some  of  them  were  shop- 
keepers who  had  been  taken  away  from 
their  homes  and  businesses;  they  had 
witnesses  to  the  number  of  40;  their 
neighbours  and  other  people  who  knew 
them  had  been  brought  from  the  North- 
West  of  Ireland,  by  car  and  by  railway, 
to  Sligo  and  Dublin;  they  had  been 
kept  in  Dublin  during  three  weeks, 
lodging  and  living  there  at  their  own 
expense,  and  hanging  on  the  will  of  the 
Crown  Prosecutor.  Then  they  wore 
told  that  they  might  go  home,  as  there 
would  be  no  trial  at  all.  The  Crown 
Prosecutors,  after  bribing  informers, 
failed  to  make  out  any  case  against  the 
accused  persons,  and  they  were  told  they 
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might  go  away.  They  obtained  a  mm 
of  money  on  account  in  October  last 
He  was  speaking  in  the  month  of  May, 
and  from  the  former  time  to  the  present 
he  had  never  ceased  to  call  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  fulfil  the  com- 
mon duty  of  honesty  by  paying  these 
men  their  expenses.  The  Government 
were  ready  enough  to  pay  £500  to  a 
man  who  committed  perjury  ;  any  man 
who  was  ready  to  commit  perjury,  to 
supplement  the  story  of  informers, 
or  to  back  up  and  assist  the  police  in 
bringing  innocent  men  to  the  gal- 
lows, would  not  have  to  wait  24  houn 
for  the  payment  of  his  expenses ;  bat 
when  people  came  into  Court  and  said— 
**  I  know  these  men  ;  I  believe  them  to 
be  innocent,"  they  would  have  to  wait 
weeks  and  months  without  having  their 
claim  listened  to.  A  man  so  placed 
might  have  to  return  home  160  miles  at 
his  own  expense,  and  his  Bepresentative 
in  that  House  might  very  likely  go  on 
for  another  year  asking  for  his  expenses. 
He  had  repeatedly  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  House, 
and  he  had  first  assured  him  that  he 
was  in  communication  with  the  solicitor 
in  Sligo,  and  then  that  efforts  were  being 
made  to  get  the  money  paid.  Then 
another  change  of  venue  was  tried,  and 
the  matter  was  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Treasury  at  Whitehall.  Ten  daji 
ago  he  asked  whether  the  Treasorj 
meant  to  pay  the  money  or  not  ?  HaU 
a-year  had  passed,  and  he  asked  whe* 
ther  the  men  were  to  be  ruined  for  the 
want  of  the  costs  incurred  in  defending 
themselves  in  a  bogus  case,  which  the 
Government  had  shirked  and  failed  to 
bring  before  a  jury  ?  Ten  days  ago  the 
right  hon  Gendeman  said  that  an  order 
had  been  issued;  whereupon  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  tried  to  ascertain  by  whom  that 
order  had  been  issued,  but  he  had 
failed  to  get  any  satisfaction  ;  he  oonld 
only  learn  that  it  was  issued  by  the 
Treasury.  He  suffered  himself  then  to 
believe  that  the  Crown  had  at  last  paid 
the  money  to  these  people  for  the  de- 
fence that  had  been  thrown  npon  them ; 
but  what  was  his  amazement  at  getting 
a  letter  that  morning  from  the  solicttor 
for  the  defence  to  say  that  he  eonld  not 
understand  the  reply  given  to  him,  that 
he  had  received  his  own  ooste,  but  that 
he  could  assure  him  that  these  costs  i»- 
curred  by  the  witnesses  earlv  last  jmt 
had  not  been  paid  up  to  Uie  preacsl 
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moment.  Well,  he  thought  the  career 
of  a  footpad,  who  openly  robbed  on  the 
highway,  was  more  respectable  than  to 
admit  of  an  action  of  this  kind.  The 
Government  had  been  guilty  of  taking 
12  respectable  farmers  and  men  of  busi- 
ness out  of  their  own  county,  thrown 
them  on  their  defence,  kept  them  in 
Dublin  for  weeks  and  weeks  together, 
and  then,  after  a  year,  still  deluded 
their  Bepresentatives  in  the  House  of 
Commons  with  promises  which  were 
never  carried  into  effect.  He  did  not 
know  how,  after  this  experience,  inno- 
cent people  were  to  be  protected  from 
false  charges  by  the  testimony  of  re- 
spectable persons  who  knew  them ;  but 
it  appeared  that  to  such  a  pass  as  this 
had  they  come  with  respect  to  Irish 
prosecutions. 

The  attorney   GENERAL   for 
IRELAND   (Mr.   Walker)  said,  that 
after  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman,  he 
should  not  be  in  Order  in  going  into 
the  legal  case  referred  to  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  raise  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
referred  to  the  expenses  of  the  witnesses 
in  the  case  of  the  men  arrested  at  Tub- 
berourry.  Those  persons  were  entitled  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  their  expenses  and 
costs ;  it  was  their  right  to  be  paid.     It 
appeared  before  the  trial  came  on,  and 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  be  present  to 
give  evidence,   the  sum  of  £120  was 
paid  on  account  for  the  expenses  of  the 
witnesses  for  the  prisoners.    After  the 
Crown  declined  to  proceed,  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence,  who  had  a  right  to  be 
paid  his  bill  of  costs,  furnished  a  bill  of 
costs  diuming  a  large  sum.     The  Crown 
Solicitor  alleged    that  the  £120  paid 
were  sufficient,   and   that   the    bill  of 
costs  was  too  large ;  and  the  result  was 
that  ultimately  the  bill  of  costs  of  the 
solicitor  for  the  defence  was  referred 
to  Mr.  CoU,  the  Crown   Solicitor  for 
Dublin,  for  taxation,  and  he  certified  the 
amount  to  the  satisfaction  of  Mr.  Tully, 
the  solicitor  for  the  prisoners.  That  bill 
ought  to  have  included,  according  to  the 
usual  practice  in  all  such  cases,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  witnesses,  as  well  as  his 
own  professional  charges.    The  bill  was 
then  referred  to  the  Treasury  for  pay- 
ment, and  an  order  for  the  amount  cer- 
tified had  been  made  in  the  usual  way 
— because,    although  the    officials    in 
Publin  acted  in  we  first  instance,  it 


was  from  the  Treasury  that  the  order 
must  proceed — and  the  solicitor  for 
the  defence  had  received  the  amount. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  the  bill  in 
question  did  not  include  the  witnesses' 
expenses;  if  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  for  him  for  him  to  make  in- 
quiry on  the  subject.  If  the  bill  did 
not  include  the  expenses  to  which  the 
Act  of  Parliament  entitled  the  parties, 
it  was  the  fault  of  the  solicitor  who 
prepared  it ;  but  so  far  as  he  was  at  pre- 
sent aware,  all  the  expenses  properly 
claimable  were  included,  or  ougnt  to  be. 
If  that  be  so,  the  question  was  one  be- 
tween the  parties  and  the  solicitor ;  and 
he  was  pe^ectly  sure,  judging  from  the 
practice,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  it  was  so,  and  that  Mr.  Tully 
was  mistaken  when  he  said  that  his 
bill  of  costs  was  distinct  from  the  costs 
of  the  witnesses. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  said,  he  noticed  that, 
in  trying  to  explain  the  extraordi- 
nary system  of  arithmetical  deception 
under  which  the  men  of  Tubbercurry 
had  been  victimized,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  given  no  ex- 
planation whatever  of  the  extraordinary 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment to  make  any  inquiry  in  cases 
like  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ennis  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  managed,  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening,  to  place 
before  the  Committee.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
again  referred  to  the  case  of  the  Dela- 
huntys,  because,  as  in  that  case,  so  in 
a  great  many  others,  there  was  suspicion 
on  the  evidence  that  a  gross  and  cruel 
miscarriage  of  justice  had  taken  place, 
and  the  proof  was  just  as  clear  and  con- 
vincing as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  Tub- 
bercurry prisoners.  The  fact  was,  as  he 
believed,  that  the  question  which  the 
Government  asked  themselves  was — 
**How  will  an  investigation  affect  other 
cases  ? "  And  it  was  that  fact  which 
made  the  Irish  Government  so  fearful 
of  entering  into  an  investigation  of 
these  cases.  The  position  sometimes 
taken  up  by  the  Irish  Government  ap- 
peared to  be  that  there  were  other  nu- 
merous cases  in  which  there  was  reason 
to  suspect  that  there  had  been  fearful 
wrong  and  injustice  done,  and  that,  be- 
cause there  were  so  many  cases,  none 
of  them  ought  to  be  investigated,  for 
fear  that  it  might  turn  out  that  in  some 
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of  those  oases  innocent  men  in  Ireland 
had  been  sent  to  the  gallows.  It  was 
idle  for  Irish  Members  to  argue,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
had  that  night  attempted  to  do,  that 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases  brought  forward,  or  that  the  sus- 
picions in  the  one  case  were  not  just  as 
strong  as  in  the  other.  The  conviction 
of  Bryan  Kilmartin  had  been  as  strenu- 
ously upheld  by  the  Government  in 
that  House  as  the  conviction  of  the 
Delahuntys  would  be.  It  was  so  up- 
held until  an  inquiry  was  forced  upon 
Earl  Spencer,  and  Kilmartin's  case  was 
shown  to  be  a  fallacious  one.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  come  forward  in 
the  House  and  give  a  guarantee  that,  if 
an  inquiry  were  granted,  the  result 
would  not  be  the  same — namely,  the 
release  of  these  men.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
was  able  to  say,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had 
said,  that  the  people  in  Ireland  beHeved 
that  the  Irish  Government — ^he  would 
not  say  knew,  but,  at  all  events,  strongly 
suspected  that  in  this  case  the  result 
of  an  investigation  would  be  to  show 
that  a  frightful  scandal  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  had  occurred,  and  that 
it  would  result  in  the  liberation  of  these 
men.  The  fact  was,  that  Earl  Spencer 
and  the  English  Government  knew,  in 
the  case  of  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act,  the  mot  d^ordre  had  been  to  obtain 
convictions  by  any  means.  They  knew 
that  the  trials  in  all  the  cases  under 
that  Act  had  been  scrambled  through  in 
haste,  in  a  state  of  panic,  and  that  little 
regard  had  been  paid  to  the  defences  of 
the  prisoners ;  that  all  sorts  of  witnesses 
had  been  pressed  into  the  service  of  the 
prosecution,  and  that  a  number  of  gross 
miscarriages  of  justice  were  the  conse- 
quence. He  believed  that  it  was  be- 
cause Earl  Spencer  was  afraid  to  re-open 
that  dark  and  blood-stained  page  of  his 
administration  in  Ireland  that  there  was 
now  this  extraordinary  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  on  this 
occasion  to  grant  Irish  Members  an  in- 
quiry into  the  case  of  the  Delahuntys 
by  an  independent  tribunid,  which 
would  show  how  convictions  were  ob- 
tained in  Ireland.  At  all  events,  so 
long  as  the  Gi>vemment  maintained  the 
attitude  they  had  taken  up  with  regard 
to  this  case,  and  in  so  many  others^  he 

Mr.  (y£rm 


said  that  the  House  could  not  be  sor- 

?rised  that  the  Representatives  of  the 
rish  people  should  resist  to  the  utmost 
extremity  any  proposal  to  arm  Eari 
Spencer  again  with  powers  that  had 
been  so  misused  that  it  was  impossible 
to  expect  from  them  in  future  anything 
like  an  honest  result. 

Mb.  GEEGORY  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go  forth  that 
that  House  was  at  any  time  in  the 
slightest  degree  indisposed  to  discuss 
any  case  that  might  be  brought  before 
it  if  it  could  be  shown  that  any  useful 
purpose  would  be  served  by  such  dis- 
cussion. He  did  not  think  it  had  ever 
shown  the  slightest  indisposition  to  listen 
to  any  case  that  was  properly  brought 
forward  and  represented  by  any  of  its 
Members;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  it  was  a  hi^j 
inconvenient  course,  and  one  that  did 
not  tend  to  raise  the  character  or  the 
credit  of  that  House,  to  have  qaeatioiis 
of  the  kind  that  had  just  been  raised— 
questions  of  a  judicial  nature,  involving 
important  considerations  connected  with 
the  administration  of  justice — saddenlj 
sprung  upon  the  House  without  having 
been  previously  put  upon  the  Notioe 
Paper,  without  even  a  moment's  wan- 
ing,  and  without  any  evidence  or  does- 
ments  upon  which  the  House  could  de- 
cide, but  altogether  unexpectedly  entered 
upon  and  discussed  in  the  manner  ia 
which  hon.  Members  seemed  disposed  to 
raise  them  on  that  occasion.  The  dis- 
cussion that  had  been  introduced  hj 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  had 
turned  upon  two  oases,  and  preeoited 
two  different  aspects — one  witn  regard 
to  the  treatment  of  the  Delahua^ 
and  the  other  with  regard  to  the  aelkft 
that  had  been  taken  in  the  case  of  the 
Tubbercurry  prisoners,  the  latter  being 
a  matter  not  so  much  with  referenee  to 
the  administration  of  justice  as  with  in- 
spect to  matters  affecting  the  Govani- 
ment  of  Ireland  subsequent  to  the 
institution  of  judicial  proceedings;  and 
he  could  not  but  think  that  this  laUm 
case  had  been  follv  met  bj  what  had 
been  stated  bj  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorn^  OeBScal 
for  Ireland.  It  appeared,  from  that  steto- 
ment,  that  the  Government  had  mads 
an  allowance  for  the  expenses  of  tibs 
defence  in  connection  with  that  easa 
That  allowance  was,  as  he  andtfraCood, 
made,  in  the  first  instanoe,  by  tke  psj* 
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ment  of  a  sum  of  money  on  account  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  expenses  of 
the  defence ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
by  a  payment  very  properly  made  for 
the  remuneration  of  the  solicitor.     The 
solicitor  would,  indeed,  have  failed  to  do 
justice  to  himself  or  his  clients  if  he  had 
not  sent  in  an  account  of  the  expenses 
unpaid  on  the  previous  account ;  and  he 
thought  it  might  be  assumed  that  such 
an  account  was  sent  in,  and  that  the 
expeDses  were  paid  by  the  Government 
of  Ireland.  But  another  question,  which 
was  wholly  inappropriate  to  such  an 
occasion  as  the  discussion  of  the  Vote 
under  consideration,  had  also  been  raised 
by  hon.  Members  from    Ireland,  and 
that  was  the  case  of  the  Delahuntys — 
a  case  on  which  points  had  been  pre- 
sented, involving  questions  as  to  the  ad- 
mioistration  of  criminal  justice,  the  con- 
duct of  the  case  before  the  Court   in 
which  it  had  been  tried,  the  action  of 
the  Judge  and  jury,  the  verdict  the  jury 
had  returned,  and  the  evidence  on  which 
that  verdict  had  been  found.  He  thought 
it  a  most  inconvenient  course  that  such 
questions  should  be  raised  before  that 
House,  and  that  it  should  be  asked  to 
take  upon  itself  the  functions  of  a  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal.     But,  at  any  rate, 
if  the  House  were  to  be  called  on  to 
perform  such  duties,  it  ought  at  least  to 
have  placed  before  it  a  full  Beport  of 
the  evidence  on  which  the  trial  it  was 
asked  to    review    had   proceeded.      It 
should  be  in  possession  of  all  that  had 
been  stated  by  the  witnesses  who  had 
been  ealled,  the  ruling  of  the  Judge, 
and  the  record  of  the  sentence  that  had 
been  pronounced.     The  House  ought, 
indeed,  to  have  a  complete  record  before 
it  of  everything  that  had  taken  place 
before  it  was  asked  to  form  an  opinion. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
called  upon  to  pronounce  an   opinion 
until  he  was  in  possession  of  the  fullest 
information  ;   and  he  did  not  think  it 
was  within  the  functions  of  that  House 
to  occupy  the  position  of    a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal ;  at  any  rate,  if  it  were 
to  be  called  upon  to  act  in  that  capacity, 
it  ought  to  have  all  the  facts  fully  laid 
before  it.     He  remembered  a  case  that 
had  been  brought  before  the  House  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session— he  alluded 
to  the  Maamtrasna  case,  in  which  he 
had   taken  a   good    deal  of   interest; 
but  he  had  thought,  at  the  time  it  was 
brought  forward,  it  was  inconvenient  to 

YOL.  COXOVIII.    [tsied  sbwes.] 


raise  it  in  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
then  put  before  the  House.  But  having 
carefully  looked  into  that  case,  he  had 
felt  no  doubt  as  to  its  nature,  and  he 
had  ventured  to  say  so  to  the  House  in 
support  of  the  opinion  he  had  then  ex- 
pressed. He  should  do  the  same  in  any 
other  case  of  a  similar  character  that 
might  be  put  before  the  House,  and  on 
which  it  might  be  called  on  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion.  As  a  member  of 
the  Legal  Profession,  he  should  think 
it  his  duty  to  express  his  opinion,  not 
merely  by  the  vote  he  might  feel  called 
upon  to  give,  but  also  orally,  and  in  de- 
tail, as  to  the  grounds  on  which  that 
opinion  was  based.  With  regard  to  the 
case  of  the  Delahuntys,  which  had  been 
introduced  into  this  discussion,  he  had 
before  him  now  a  statement  of  that  case, 
which  he  had  reserved  for  considera- 
tion, and  which  he  should  be  prepared 
to  go  into  and  discuss  at  such  a  time  as 
it  could  be  properly  brought  before 
that  House.  He  should  be  willing  to 
entertain  the  questions  arising  upon  it 
whenever  it  could  be  properly  brought 
on,  and  to  give  a  judicial  decision  on  its 
merits  as  far  as  his  powers  would  allow ; 
but  he  must,  on  the  present  occasion, 
protest  against  the  bringing  forward  of 
cases  of  this  kind,  involving  questions 
as  to  the  administration  of  justice — 
cases  that  had  been  submitted  to  a  jury, 
and  conducted  with  all  the  forms  of  pro- 
cedure belonging  to  a  trial  by  jury.  He 
protested  against  such  cases  being  made 
matters  of  oral  statement  in  that  House 
without  any  evidence  being  submitted 
by  which  the  House  might  be  guided  to 
an  opinion,  for  the  House  could  not  have 
any  opportunity  of  forming  anything 
like  a  reasonable  judgment,  or  of  enter- 
ing into  the  evidence  that*  was  given,  or 
the  facts  upon  which  the  verdict  had 
been  founded,  from  the  way  in  which 
the  case  had  been  brought  forward.  He 
very  much  regretted  that  the  discussion 
could  not  have  been  stopped  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening ;  and,  as  far  as  he 
might  be  allowed  to  do  so,  as  a  very 
humble  Member  of  that  House,  he  pro- 
tested against  the  course  that  had  been 
adopted.  He  objected  to  the  continu- 
ance of  a  discussion  on  a  question  of 
this  kind,  although,  as  he  had  stated, 
he  was  willing  to  enter  into  the  matter 
whenever  it  could  be  brought  on  after 
proper  Notice,  and  with  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.     He  trusted  the    ^l  ^ 
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Committee  generally  would  concur  in 
this  protest  against  such  cases  being 
suddenly  sprung  upon  it,  and  its  being 
called  upon  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on 
such  very  imperfect  evidence  as  had 
been  brought  forward  on  this  occasion, 
when  the  matter  under  discussion  was 
merely  made  the  subject  of  vague  de- 
clamation and  loud  clamour  against  the 
Government  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the 'Member  for  East  Sussex 
(Mr.  Gregory)  had  protested  very 
strongly  against  two  things.  He  had 
protested  against  their  going  into  a 
discussion  on  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland ;  and  he  had  also  pro- 
tested against  the  bringing  forward  of 
oases  such  as  had  been  referred  to  with- 
out proper  Notice.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  aware  that,  in  re- 
ference to  the  case  of  the  Delahuntys, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Kenny) 
had  obtained  the  first  place  on  the  No- 
tice Paper  of  last  Friday  for  the  discus- 
sion of  that  case  upon  a  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  four  weeks'  Notice.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Kenny)  was  fully 
prepared  on  that  occasion  to  have  gone 
into  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  case ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  succeeded  in  preventing  his 
doing  80  by  permitting  the  House  to  be 
counted  out,  and  the  practical  result 
of  that  proceeding  was  that  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  involved  in  the 
Motion  had  to  be  postponed  from  Fri- 
day until  Monday.  Had  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gregory),  who  had  so 
sharply  commented  on  the  misconduct  of 
those  who  brought  forward  this  case 
without  Notice,  looked  at  the  Order 
Book,  he  would  have  seen  that  four 
weeks'  notice  had  been  given  of  the  in- 
tention to  discuss  that  particular  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought  the  Commit- 
tee would  agree  with  him  that  four 
weeks  afforded  sufficient  opportunity  for 
hon.  Members  generally  to  have  con- 
sidered the  case,  and  ample  opportunity 
for  the  Government  to  defend  the  course 
that  had  been  taken  with  regard  to  it, 
if  they  had  any  defence  to  offer ;  but, 
lor  his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  they 
had  any  defence  at  all.  Surely  a  period 
of  four  weeks  was  sufficient  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  to  have  read 
up  the  Delahunty  case,  so  as  to  have 
enabled  him  to  give  his  judicial  verdict 
upon  the  facts.     The  hon.   Gentleman 

Mr.  Gregory    . 


had  stated  that  those  who  brought  for- 
ward these  cases  were  in  the  habit  of 
making  vague  and  declamatory  epeecbei 
in  that  House.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  was 
inclined  to  dispute  the  dictum  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  that  point.  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  inclined  to  think  thit 
his  hon.  Friends  who  brought  forward 
these  cases  were  in  the  habit  of  stating 
them,  chapter  and  verse,  and  of  giving 
all  the  facts  they  had  to  bring  forward 
with  very  great  moderation.  It  ought 
to  be  remembered,  on  the  other  haodt 
that  the  Government  were  in  possession 
of  the  Crown  briefs,  and  of  all  the  fact4 
and  circumstances  connected  with  these 
cases,  and  that  consequently  they  were 
in  the  best  possible  position  for  defend- 
ing what  had  been  done,  if  thejhad 
any  defence  to  offer.  But,  as  he  had 
said  before,  he  did  not  think  they  had 
any  defence.  What,  he  asked,  was  the 
defence  of  the  Irish  Members  for  the 
course  they  pursued?  Their  defence 
was  that  such  a  thing  as  justice  did  not 
exist  in  Ireland.  They  asserted  that 
the  system  of  hiring  perjurers  to  give 
evidence  in  the  Law  Courts  wu 
notorious.  They  stated,  moreover,  that 
the  authorities  packed  the  juries,  and 
changed  the  venue  of  trials  in  such  a 
way  that  if  any  person  who  happened 
to  belong  to  the  popular  Party  in  Ire- 
land were  proceeded  against  before  a 
jury  so  selected,  rightly  or  wrongly,  he 
was  sure  to  be  convicted,  with  or  with- 
out evidence ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  an  offender  were  proceeded  agtioft 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  popnlar 
Party,  it  was  equally  certain  that  the 
jury  would,  rightly  or  wrongly,  acquit 
him.  In  the  Newry  case,  the  prifonff 
was  brought  to  Belfast,  where  they  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  of  justice.  It  wai. 
in  fact,  well  known  that  a  Belfast  jory 
never  gave  an  honest  verdict,  and  he 
founded  this  statement  upon  his  own 
knowledge.  In  that  Newry  caM,  the 
charge  was  that  of  firing  out  of  the 
window  of  the  Newry  Orange  HaU,aBd 
the  prisoner  was  taken  to  Belfast  i* 
order,  as  the  Attorney  General  for  Ixt- 
land  would  put  it,  to  obtain  an  hoacft 
verdict  from  a  Belfast  jury,  he  (the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland)  knowiaf 
very  well  that  such  a  thing  as  an  booe*^ 
verdict  from  a  Belfast  jury  was  vhss 
could  not  possibly  be  had.  Let  tb«  0^ 
vemment  cease  to  hire  peijored  wit- 
nesses; let  them  cease  to  pack  jbtim: 
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let  them  cease  to  change  the  venue  of 
trials  to  places  where  it  was  well  known 
conviction  or  acquittal  would  take  place, 
just  as  it  suited  their  own  particular 
tiews,  and  the  Irish  Members  would 
have  no  cause  to  complain.  But  so  long 
as  thej persisted  in  takingcare  that  jus- 
tice was  not  honestly  administered,  so 
long  would  the  Irish  Party  protest  against 
their  proceedings,  and  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  what  was  going  on, 
whenever  the  opportunity  occurred.  He 
thought  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Gregory)  against  the  Irish 
Members  was  unreasonable.  They  knew 
the  cause  of  these  packed  juries,  and  that 
the  (jovemment  were  guilty  of  being  ac- 
cessories after  the  fact  in  all  these  cases  of 
misconduct.  They  suborned  juries,  and 
perpetrated  all  the  crimes  they  could  pos- 
sibly conceive,  and  yet  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  was  ready  to  get  up  and 
declare  that  they  had  never  packed  a 
jury,  although  the  fact  that  they  did  so 
was  well  known  to  everyone  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Chairman  to  the 
question  on  which  he  had  a  short  time  a  go 
ruled  him  (Mr.  Kenny)  out  of  Order. 
On  the  point  of  Order  he  would  refer  the 
Chairman  to  a  case  analogous  to  that 
which  he  had  mentioned — namely,  the 
case  of  Bryan  Kilmartin.  During  the 
last  Session  of  the  present  Parliament, 
a  question  was  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  Committee 
on  the  identical  Vote  on  which  he  (Mr. 
Kenny)  had  endeavoured  to  raise  the 
question  arising  out  of  the  Delahuntys' 
case ;  and  inasmuch  as  the  point  was  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  and  not  on  the 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee,  he  had 
now  to  ask  whether  he  was  not  entitled 
to  continue  the  discussion  of  the  Dela- 
huntys'  case,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
of  the  same  nature  as  the  Kilmartin 
case  which  had  been  discussed  last  Ses- 
sion ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr. 
Kenny)  had  referred  as  having  been 
discussed  last  Session  was  not  ruled  out 
of  Order,  and  he  could  not  say  that  the 
Chairman  was  wrong  on  that  occasion. 
He  could  only  judge  of  each  case  as  it 
was  presented  to  him.  He  had  con- 
sidered that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
giving  in  his  speech  too  great  develop- 
ment to  the  details  of  a  case  that  had 
been  tried  before  a  Judge,  and  there- 1 


fore  it  was  that  he  had  advised  him  not 
to  continue  in  that  course.  He  could 
not  say  that  the  Kilmartin  case  being 
considered  in  Committee  of  Supply  was 
improperly  allowed  to  be  discussed  ;  but 
he  must  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Question  before  the  Committee 
was  a  Vote  on  Account,  in  which  there 
were  various  items  put  down  for  the 
Civil  Service,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
conduct  the  Business  of  Supply  if  cases 
that  had  been  tried  in  Ireland  were  on 
such  occasions  as  this  to  be  tried  over 
again  in  that  House. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  would  ask 
whether,  in  the  event  of  his  not  carry- 
ing the  case  he  had  endeavoured  to 
bring  forward  any  further,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  not  be  en- 
titled to  reply  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  state  what  action  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  pursue  in  regard  to 
the  prisoners  ? 

The  chairman  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  merely  put  the  question  as 
an  inquiry  addressed  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  or  whether  he 
wished  to  know  if  the  Attorney  General 
would  be  in  Order  in  replying  ? 

Me.  KENNY  said,  the  Chairman  had 
declared  him  to  be  out  of  Order  in  the 
statement  he  was  making ;  but  he  had 
now  shown  that  a  perfectly  identical 
matter  had  been  allowed  to  be  brought 
forward  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  a 
previous  occasion,  and  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  was  enabled  to  reply  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  he  trusted  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  be 
considered  equally  in  Order  in  replying 
to  the  remarks  which  he  (Mr.  Kenny) 
had  made  on  the  case  of  the  Dela- 
huntys. 

The  chairman  said,  until  he  heard 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  he 
could  not  say  whether  it  would  be  in 
Order  or  not. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  the 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  in- 
stitute an  inquiry,  as  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  had  referred 
had  been  fully  and  fairly  tried,  and  to 
re-try  the  case  in  that  House  would  not 
only  be  extremely  inconvenient,  but 
would,  as  the  Chairman  had  already 
ruled,  be  out  of  Order.  If,  however, 
the  hon.  Member  would  bring  the  case 
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forward  on  a  future  occasion  as  a  sub- 
stantive Motion,  lie  should  then  be  pre- 
pared to  state  the  reasons  why  the  Go- 
yemment  were  not  prepared  to  grant  an 
inquiry. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  state- 
ment  just  made  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  was  one  that  would  greatly 
disappoint  the  expectations  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  he  was  still  more  disap- 
pointed at  finding  that  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  had  not  availed  himself  of 
the  opportunity  of  replying  to  the  dis- 
tinct challenge  that  had  been  offered  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  very 
much  regretted  that  after  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  been  permitted 
to  bring  forward  his  case,  even  in  the 
mutilated  form  it  had  assumed  through 
his  not  having  been  able  to  complete  it, 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  not  taken  the 
opportunity  of  offering  some  opinion 
upon  it.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  got  up  and  stated  that  it  was 
most  inconvenient  that  cases  of  this 
kind  should  be  brought  forward  and  re- 
tried in  that  House.  That  was  the 
stereotyped  answer  that  was  always, 
given  when  a  demand  was  made  for  in- 
quiry into  any  Irish  case  which  he  had 
ever  known  brought  before  that  House. 
It  was  invariably  said  that  the  course 
pursued  in  bringing  the  case  forward 
was  most  inconvenient,  and  that  the 
House  could  not  judge  the  matter.  This 
was  a  piece  of  cant  which  he  should 
have  thought  would  by  that  time  have 
been  expelled  from  the  Parliamentary 
vocabulary  even  of  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  He  would  point  out  that  when 
the  Irish  Members  had  brought  forward 
the  Kilmartin  case  the  same  sort  of 
thing  had  occurred.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  then  said — 

'*  The  case  was  carefally  gone  into  by  the 
Jadge  who  tried  it.  All  the  papers  were  sent 
to  the  Chief  Secretary,  whose  sole  function  it 
is  to  represent  the  mercy  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
power  which  the  Crown  has  of  re-trying  the 
case.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  Who  was  the  Judge  who 
tried  itP]  Judge  Lawson.  [CHit  of  ♦»Ohr* 
from  tht  Irish  Members.]  Yes ;  Judge  Lawson, 
than  whom,  I  must  say,  there  is  no  abler  nor 
juster  Judge.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  went  care- 
fully into  the  case  himself ;  and  as  an  applica- 
tion had  been  made  to  me  in  this  House,  and 
as  it  was  not  improbable  that  the  question  would 
come  before  tho  House  upon  the  Estimates,  His 
Excellency  submitted  the  papers  to  me,  and  I 
studied  them  with  great  care.  I  may  say  that 
I  entirely  concur  with  the  judgment  of  His 
Excellency  and  of  Judge  Lawson  that  the  case 
stands  quite  complete  and  separate  from  the 

T7f(*  Attoiifiey  General  for  Ireland 


confession  of  Oauly,  and  that  that  cunfesdcn 
does  not  shake  the  case  as  it  stands  in  the  rerj 
least  particular." — (3  Hansard^  [»90  1195) 

And  within  two  months  the  man,  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  pennl  servitude 
for  life,  was  restored  to  liberty.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  had  ventured  in  that 
case  to  raise  his  voice  in  favour  of  the 
man,  and  the  Home  Secretary  then 
said — 

<*  In  dealing  with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  it 
certainly  requires  the  calmest  exercise  of  judi- 
cial faculties,  and  I  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
approached  in  the  spirit  of  the  speech  to  whidi 
we  have  just  listened.  "We  are,  however,  used 
to  the  violent  and  abusive  language  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  has  indulged." —(/6irf.  1200-1.} 

He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would  like  to  know 
what  hon.  Members  would  say  if  he 
were  to  apply  the  same  sort  of  laogaage 
to  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  proceeded  thus — 

<*  I  say  that  habitually  the  language  used  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  by  hon.  Members  sitting 
b^  him,  towards  my  right  hon.  Friends  ii 
violent,  abusive,  and  most  onjustifiahle.**" 
{Ibid.  1201.) 

The  result,  however,  of  his  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor's) most  violent,  abusive,  and  unjaf- 
tifiable  language  was  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  forced  an  inquiry  dovn 
the  throat  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  they  had  the  Prime  Minister  probent, 
and  one  or  two  English  Members  were 
to  get  up  and  join  their  voices  to  those 
of  his  hon.  Friends  who  had  brought 
forward  the  case  of  the  Delahuntys,  tn 
investigation  would  doubtless  be  ordered, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
have  to  swallow  his  words,  and  the 
unfortunate  prisoners  would  be  re- 
stored from  a  penal  servitude  which 
was  almost  worse  than  death  to  their 
homes  and  families.  He  thought  tht 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  refusing 
the  inquiry  asked  for  had  been  mott 
unreasonable. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAS 
said,  he  doubted  whether  he  was  in 
Order  in  making  any  statement  upon 
this  subject ;  but,  whUe  he  could  oolj 
repeat  that  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  institute  the  inquiry  asked 
for,  he  might  also  say  that  if  the  sabiaci 
were  brought  up  as  a  substantive  Mo- 
tion, his  right  hon.  and  ]<»amed  Frinti 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  wonU 
be  prepared  to  go  io to  the  whole  cas». 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  could  noi  un- 
derstand the  attitude  assumed  by  th* 
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GoTemment  in  regard  to  this  question. 
It  appeared  that  if  his  hon.  Friends  had 
beeo  enabled  to  bring  the  case  before 
&e  Honse  on  a  former  occasion — which 
thej  had  been  prevented  from  doing 
—the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
voold  hare  been  prepared  to  have  met 
their  statements.  If  that  were  so,  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  prepared  to  meet  the  case  and  to  re> 
fuse  the  inquiry  asked  for,  why  had  not 
the  GoTemment  kept  a  House,  so  that 
the  matter  misrht  have  been  discussed 
last  Friday  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eonis  (Mr.  Kenny)  had  given 
Notice  of  his  Motion  four  weeks  ago ; 
and,  although  it  would  have  come  on 
at  an  early  hour  last  Friday,  he  was 
not  aware  that  at  the  time  it  was  to  have 
been  gone  into  there  was  a  single  Mem> 
ber  of  the  Government  on  tbe  Treasury 
Bench,  with  the  exception  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.  There  might 
possibly  have  been  one  or  two  others 
present ;  but,  in  any  case,  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  no  attempt  to  keep  40 
Members  in  the  House.  He  remembered 
atone  time  seeing  13  Members  of  the 
Government  seated  on  the  Treajsuiy 
Bench;  but  every  one  of  their  fol- 
lowers was  sent  out  of  the  House, 
so  that  the  Irish  Members  should 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  entering 
upon  the  discussion  of  the  Motion  that 
had  been  put  upon  the  Paper.  If  there 
wer^  any  desire  on  the  part  of  the  G'>- 
vonment  that  the  question  shooli  be 
considered,  why  did  they  not  offer  the 
Irish  Members  a  night  on  which  it  eonld 
be  discussed  in  a  more  regular  form 
than  it  could  take  on  the  present  occa- 
sion ?  As  far  as  the  case  had  already 
been  gone  into,  he  snbmitted  that  it 
had  been  made  out  by  his  hoa.  Fri^^d 
CMr.  Kenny),  and  that,  inasmuch  as  the 
Chairman  had  allowed  the  hoa.  MrsLber 
to  proceed  with  a  great  portion  of  Li« 
speech,  it  was  clear  that  the  AttiTney 
General  for  Ireland  would  hare  beei. 
perfectly  entitled  to  go  into  at  least  iLat 
part  of  the  speech  which  had  not  b^ea 
nded  out  of  Order.  He  had,  at  any  rate, 
placed  such  a  statement  before  the  Com- 
mittee  as  would  have  persuadf^  any  iair- 
minded  man  that  an  inquiry  was  seee^ 
saiy  in  order  to  ascertain  the  truth  of 
the  charges  that  had  been  i&ade  whh 
regard  to  the  eonvicdoa  of  tbe  TrLlorts- 
nala  men  for  whom  he  had  pleadt^.  I'D 
his  opinion,  it  was  petftxtJy  idif  tc  ap- 


pose that  any  hon.  Member  sitting  on 
those  Benches  could  believe  that  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  or  any  single 
individual  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  that  country,  was 
disposed  to  do  what  was  right  and  just. 
They  knew  that  perfectly  well,  because 
they  lived  in  the  country,  and  had  wit- 
nessed the  acts  of  injustice  that  were 
constantly  being  perpetrated.  They 
knew  that  no  Irish  official  ever  cared 
what  became  of  the  unfortunate  people 
of  Ireland,  as  long  as  he  could  main- 
tain the  confidence  of  his  superiors 
and  draw  a  salary.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  from  time  to  time  fur- 
nished many  instances  of  that.  During 
the  present  Session,  unfortunately,  the 
Government  had  debarred  the  Irish 
Members  from  taking  any  important 
discussion  on  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland.  That  was 
not  the  first  occasion  on  which  they  had, 
during  the  presect  Session,  endeavoured 
to  impugn  the  conduct  of  tlie  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  and  had  been  ruled 
out  of  Order.  It  was  very  difficult,  there- 
fore, for  them  to  know  what  course  they 
ought  to  take  with  a  view  of  having 
Irish  grievances  discmseed  by  that  House. 
If  the  Government  continued  the  prac- 
tice they  had  begun  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  Bosiness  in  that  House,  their 
time  woull  be  so  monopclized  that  thej 
would  not  be  able  ULtil  the  end  of  the 
S«sfei:rn,  and  until  the  Prevention  of 
'  Crime  Act  had  been  renewed,  to  find 
I  an  opporiurity  for  debating  matters  of 
^  tiat  kind-  They,  theref-^re,  felt  it  t^  be 
'  their  imperative  duty  to  avail  themselves 
'  of  every  possible  opportunity,  no  matter 
L'^w  ui.£&voaratle  it  ai;:ht  be.  cf  brlng- 
irg  Tiiider  the  n<.t.ce  of  the  Hoase  the 
o>i.dact  of  the  oflicsers  of  the  Crown  im 
Si' h  cases  as  tloee  of  the  lAelahnntys 
arid  tbe  Tubbea eai  i  y  pTifeoaert.  ThelriEh 
M«iil»erB  had  beta  reril^  by  ao  hon- 
MtiLtfer  'Mr-  (Jrr^^jrr  for  aot  hariiig 
^ivtii  sBfEkaeut  doodle  \o  enable  Lim  t/^ 
i-.Tsa  a  ©orreet  jud^^2L.<&^t  vzi  lbeea*e  that 
iiui  '.leeii  f uvii^  tt*<l-  liiLjh  Loil  KeiLber 
vj  whom  i*e  rviemd  were  tLeo  prefect, 
Lt-  WL'uid  rcntizid  ilm  tiiat  thty  wt-re 
2^' A  allowed  Vj  jco  iL*.o  ti*e  ^juestion  in 
*jue  way  tkty  c*^lr*^  to  dv.  If  thf-f 
had  been  perHirtned,  tLey  would  hare 
been  alile  tv  hare  etj  jf  Litet*ed  iLat  how, 
Geutienrtcn  Vj  a  oott^a*  ,r*.''^ie  <fxtent,  ^ 
liifttii  he  Wife  XM/t  a^^v^lute'y  pfejudioed 
on  tht  subject  be  wuid  ha^e  Uii  * -■    j 
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to  have  voted  with  the  Irish  Members  ; 
but  he  had  no  confidence  in  the  kind  of 
judgment  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  been  likely  to  have  formed.  He 
had  stated  that  he  had  had  in  his  pos- 
session for  some  time  a  pamphlet  con- 
taining a  statement  of  the  facts ;  but, 
notwithstanding  that  there  had  for 
some  weeks  been  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper  for  a  discussion  of  the  question, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  yet  opened 
that  pamphlet.  He  did  not  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  come  into  the 
House  prepared  to  take  a  fair  view  of 
the  subject.  He  was  afraid  that  most 
of  them  came  there  prejudiced  against 
anything  which  the  Irish  Members  might 
bring  forward,  and  that  it  was,  there- 
fore, impossible  to  convince  them,  no 
matter  what  facts  might  be  brought  for- 
ward. He  would  not  be  astonished  at 
anything  that  would  be  said  against  Irish 
law  officials  or  against  special  jurors. 
He  would  give  one  of  the  reasons  why. 
Mr.  Peter  O'Brien  had  given  the  greatest 
ofiPence  to  Catholic  jurors  in  Cork  by  his 
conduct  as  Crown  Prosecutor  in  chal- 
lenging Catholics  on  special  juries — 
such  offence,  indeed,  that  those  gentle- 
men had  signed  a  Memorial  against  his 
conduct,  and  had  declared  that  if  they 
could  possibly  avoid  it  they  would  not 
serve  even  upon  a  common  jury,  seeing 
that  they  were  not  to  be  permitted  by  the 
Crown  to  serve  on  special  juries.  The 
moment  the  names  of  those  gentlemen 
were  called  in  Court  they  were,  one 
after  another,  told  to  stand  aside  as 
being  unworthy  of  belief  on  their  oaths, 
whilst  those  who  were  empannelled  were 
almost  invariably  Masons  and  Orange- 
men. Masons  and  Orangemen  were  put 
on  the  jtiries  wherever  it  was  possible ; 
and  he  submitted  that  so  long  as  such 
conduct  was  allowed  to  go  on  in  Ireland 
— and  there  was  no  Court  of  Appeal 
there  in  criminal  cases — and  so  long  as 
Irish  Eepresentatives  had  to  come  over 
to  the  British  Parliament,  they  would 
be  obliged  to  bring  such  matters  as 
these  under  the  notice  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  not  to 
be  made  a  Court  of  Appeal;  but  if  it 
was  not  made  a  Court  of  Appeal,  what 
Court  of  Appeal  were  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  resort  to  ?  The  Irish  Members 
came  here,  very  much  against  their  will, 
to  discuss  these  matters.  It  was  not  a 
pleasure  to  them  to  have  to  raise  such 
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questions — to  bring  before  the  notice  of 
the  House  such  glaring  instances  of 
cruelty  as  they  had  to  raise  from  time  to 
time.  They  did  it  with  the  greatest  re- 
luctance ;  but  they  were  obliged  to  do 
it  in  the  due  discharge  of  their  duty. 
He  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
taken  the  course  they  had  taken  with 
regard  to  the  Irish  Members  this  Ses- 
sion. He  himself  had  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  with  regard  to  a  most  im- 
portant matter  involving  the  conduct  of 
certain  officials  who  were  paid  under  the 
Vote  now  under  consideration,  and  he 
had  obtained  an  opportunity  for  bring- 
ing the  discussion  on  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  evening  from  him. 
On  other  occasions,  when  Irish  Memben 
had  had  Questions  on  the  Paper,  the 
Government  had  monopolized  the  entire 
time  of  the  House,  and  tfie  result  had 
been  that  they  had  been  unable  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  and  of 
the  country,  through  the  House,  the 
manner  in  which  the  Lord  lieutentnt 
and  his  underlings  had  behaved.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  anything  the  Irish 
Eepresentatives  could  say  or  do  would 
influence  the  majority  of  the  Members 
of  the  House ;  nay,  he  did  not  expect 
any  English  Members  would  go  into  the 
Lobby  with  them,  because  those  who 
came  to  take  part  in  the  division  wonld 
come  in  from  the  Smoking  Hoom  or  the 
Dining  Boom  simply  to  vote  for  the 
Government,  without  having  heard  t 
word  that  had  been  said  by  the  Irish 
Members,  or  knowing  anything  of  the 
subject,  or  caring  anything  about  it 
But  this  course  on  the  part  of  Eogliih 
Members,  however  persevered  in,  would 
not  prevent  Irish  Eepresentatives  from 
bringing  forward  these  questions,  sad 
debating  them  as  fully  as  the  Bales  of 
the  House  permitted,  if  they  believed 
that  by  so  doing  they  enlightened  public 
opinion  outside.  Of  course,  it  would  be 
highly  inconvenient  to  Her  Msjesty'i 
Government,  if  there  were  a  fall  Hoow. 
to  hear  the  representations  of  the  Iriih 
Members.  In  the  course  of  a  week  « 
two  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  wooM 
be  before  the  House — a  Bill  would  be 
introduced  to  renew  it;  and  if  a  fnU 
House  heard  the  just  demand  of  the 
Irish  Members  for  an  inquiry  into  thb 
case  it  might  accede  to  it ;  the  rcsnlv 
there  could  not  be  the  sliffhtest  doal^ 
would  be  the  release  of  the  men  wm 
suffering  pen9^ffg|j}^}5fi4^v»l§gpiwotM 
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be  a  strong  argument  against  the  re- 
newal of  the  Act.  The  men  had  been 
convicted  because  they  were  tried  by  a 
tribunal  upon  which  no  reliance  could 
be  placed.  It  only  required  some  im- 
partial tribunal  to  investigate  such 
cases,  and  within  a  month  they  would 
bare  the  majority  of  the  men  convicted 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  set 
free.  It  might  be  said  that  if  that  Act 
were  done  away  with  Earl  Spencer  would 
resign.  But  what  would  that  matter  to 
tbe  Irish  people  ?  Under  any  circum- 
stances he  could  not  be  much  longer  in 
the  country;  and  when  he  went  the 
people  would,  at  any  rate,  have  the  conso- 
lation of  knowing  that  he  could  not  be 
succeeded  by  a  worse  Lord  Lieutenant. 
But  even  though  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
threatened  resignation,  and  even  though 
to  prevent  that  resignation  certain  clauses 
of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  were  re- 
newed, he  (Mr.  Deasy)  did  not  see  that 
that  justified  them  in  keeping  in  prison 
men  who  were  innocent  of  the  offences 
for  which  they  had  been  tried.  But  it 
was  useless  for  him  to  go  more  fully 
into  the  matter  now.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  £mis  (Mr.  Kenny)  ;  but  he  had  not 
availed  himself  of  it.  They  knew  why 
he  had  not  done  so.  It  was  not  because 
in  adopting  that  course  he  would  have 
been  out  of  Order,  but  because  he 
had  no  valid  reason  to  give  for  the 
course  the  Government  had  taken  in 
the  matter.  It  was  useless,  therefore, 
to  endeavour  to  impress  upon  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  desirability  of  granting  an  in- 
quiry. It  was  waste  of  time  to  tell 
him  that  they  believed  these  men  to  be 
innocent,  because  there  could  be  no 
doubt  he  knew  it  as  well  as  they  did 
themselves. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  many  words  on  this 
question.  He  was  only  anxious  to  sup- 
port the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Gty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy)  in  the 
view  of  the  case  he  had  just  put  before 
the  Committee.  The  Government  at 
present  were  tied  to  the  car  of  Lord 
Spencer,  and  wherever  he  led  them  they 
were  bound  to  go.  He  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy)  was  anxious  to  quote  a  pas- 
sage which  had  come  under  his  eyes 
only  that  evening  in  turning  over  the 
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letters  of  Junius,  Junius,  speaking  of  a 
certain  politician,  said — 

'*In  what  repute  can  he  conceive  that  he 
stands  with  his  people  when  he  sees,  beyond  the 
possibility  of  a  doubt,  that,  whatever  be  the 
office,  the  suspicion  of  his  favour  is  fatal  to 
the  candidate  ?  " 

He  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  contended 
that  that  was  the  position  in  which  the 
present  Viceroy  of  Ireland  found  him- 
self, and  that  if  that  had  been  written 
by  a  writer  of  the  present  day  it  could 
not  have  more  correctly  described  Lord 
Spencer's  repute  amongst  all  classes  of 
the  Irish  people.  Such  was  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  because  while  the  Viceroy  was 
really  the  Leader  and  the  despot  of  the 
Government  in  Ireland  they  could  have 
nothing  but  dissatisfaction,  both  in  large 
cases  and  in  small,  in  all  Departments 
of  the  Government.  Irish  Members 
could  only  do  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  done— namely, 
endeavour,  by  impressing  that  condition 
on  the  Houso  of  Commons  again  and 
again,  to  awaken  them  to  a  sense  of  the 
impossibility  of  the  Government,  under 
such  conditions  and  under  such  a  Leader, 
acting  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the 
Irish  people. 

Mr.  deasy  said,  he  had  another 
question  to  raise  which  he  had  brought 
before  the  House  at  an  early  period  of 
the  Session,  but  which,  owing  to  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  he  had  been  unable 
to  state  for  more  than  a  few  minutes' 
time,  Mr.  Speaker  having  ruled  him  out 
of  Order.  However,  having  brought 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  he  felt  sure 
that  by  that  time  he  would  have  in- 
formed himself  upon  it,  and  would  be 
able  now  to  give  a  reason  why  Mr.  John 
O'Brien,  Town  Councillor  of  the  City  of 
Cork,  had  not  been  placed  upon  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Cork  District 
Lunatic  Asylum.  He  (Mr.  Deasy)  had 
to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
that  Board  of  Governors  discharged  its 
duties.  The  manner  was  unsatisfactory, 
and  it  was  because  of  the  kind  of  men 
who  were  placed  upon  it  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  had  the  making  of  the 
appointments  in  his  own  hands.  But, 
before  he  went  any  further,  he  (Mr. 
Deasy)  would  point  out  to  the  Chairman 
that  there  was  a  sum  for  the  salary  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  included  in  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee,  and  that, 
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therefore,  he  was  entitled  to  refer  to  a 
body  of  Governors  whose  appointment 
was  vested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
who  had  intrusted  to  them  the  adminis- 
tration of  money  that  was  paid  under  a 
different  class  altogether  to  that  which 
was  paid  under  these  Votes.  Boards  of 
Governors  generally  in  Ireland  were 
mainly  constituted  of  the  landlord  classes, 
the  people  who  made  the  money  and 
paid  the  rates  for  the  maintenance  of 
those  asylums  having  no  representation 
whatever  upon  them  except  by  the  good- 
will of  the  Lord  Lieu  tenant — and  he  must 
say  that,  as  a  general  rule.  Lord  Lieu- 
tenants in  Ireland  had  not  evinced  any 
very  general  disposition  to  place  on 
those  Boards  men  at  all  representative 
of  the  people  whose  money  the  Boards 
squandered.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
composition  of  the  Board  in  Cork.  There 
were  such  men  upon  it  as  Lord  Mount 
Cashell,  who  was  about  a  century  old ; 
Lord  Bantry,  who  spent  the  greater 
part  of  his  time  in  Australia  and  other 
places  abroad ;  and  others  of  the  same 
kind  who  never  for  a  moment  considered 
the  interests  of  the  people  or  the  amount 
of  money  they  squandered  so  long  as 
they  were  able  to  appoint  their  own 
friends  to  lucrative  positions.  The  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  Cork  contributed 
£7,000  annually  towards  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Cork  District  Lunatic 
Asylum,  and  the  Government  contri- 
buted largely.  Of  course,  he  had  no 
objection,  under  those  circumstances, 
to  the  Government  nominating  a  certain 
portion  of  the  Board ;  but  he  had  a  great 
objection  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  City  of 
Cork  not  being  allowed  to  appoint  a 
single  representative  of  their  own  on  the 
Board  of  Governors,  without  the  per- 
mission of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  rate- 
payers had  had  grave  reason  to  be  dissatis- 
fied with  the  conduct  of  the  Governors. 
Four  or  five  years  ago  they  found  that  a 
number  of  contracts  were  improperly 
given  in  connection  with  the  Asylum, 
and  they  had  good  cause  to  believe 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  money  found  by 
the  ratepayers  was  misspent.  The  Cor- 
poration had  been  in  the  habit  of  nomi- 
nating members  of  the  Board,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  but 
when  two  vacancies  occurred  some  time 
ago,  and  two  gentlemen  were  nominated 
to  fill  them.  Earl  Spencer  only  selected 
one  of  the  nominees,  and  that  gentleman 
he  had  appointed  the  very  day  after  his 

Mr.  Deasy 


nomination,  doubtless  for  the  reason  that 
he  was  a  member  of  an  Orange  Lodge 
and  one  of  the  leading  Masons  of  Cork. 
The  other  gentleman,  Mr.  John  O'Brien, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  absolutely  re- 
fused to  appoint.  It  was  now  well  un- 
derstood why  Earl  Spencer  had  re- 
fused to  confirm  the  nomination.  It 
was  because  Mr.  O'Brien  had  refused 
to  be  present  at  a  dinner  given 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  about  a  couple 
of  years  ago,  and  because  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  been  sentenced  to  two  months'  im- 
prisonment and  a  plank  bed.  The  im- 
prisonment and  plank  bed  were  bestowed 
upon  Mr.  O'Brien  for  making  a  speech 
which  he  (Mr.  Deasy)  should  consider 
moderate.  Another  reason  why  that 
gentleman  had  not  been  appointed  was 
because  the  Lord  Lieutenant  feared  that 
if  he  were  put  on  the  Board  of  Governors 
the  little  game  of  the  Orange  Free- 
masons on  the  Board  would  be,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  spoiled^ that  they  would  be 
no  longer  allowed  to  vote  addresses  to 
Earl  Spencer  without  opposition.  The 
District  Asylum  had  been  the  only  place 
in  Cork  at  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  received  a  cheer  when  on  a  visit  to 
that  city  a  short  time  ago,  and  probablj 
he  did  not  wish  to  have  the  apple  of 
discord  thrown  in  amongst  his  devoted 
friends.  At  any  rate,  whatever  the 
reason  was,  his  Lordship  had  refuted 
to  appoint  Mr.  John  0  Brien  in  spit« 
of  his  nomination  by  the  Corporatioo, 
The  people  of  Cork  complained  of 
that,  because  they  had  been  anxious 
to  have  Mr.  O'Brien  on  the  Board 
in  order  to  advocate  reforms,  par- 
ticularly in  regard  to  the  giving  out  of 
contracts,  as  it  had  been  ascertained— 
in  the  woollen  business  especially — that 
tenders  had  been  refused  which  were  at 
a  far  lower  figure  than  those  which  bad 
been  accepted,  the  reason  being  that  tha 
persons  who  had  sent  in  the  lowest 
tenders  did  not  quite  come  up  to  th« 
Dublin  Castle  standard.  The  interest* 
of  Cork,  in  fact,  had  been  to  such  an 
extent  prejudiced  by  the  action  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  by  refusing  to  ap- 
point the  nominee  of  the  Corporation  of 
that  city,  that  it  was  almost  time  to 
advise  the  Corporation  to  bring  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  reason  by  rt- 
fusing  to  grant  the  supplies  necf*- 
sary  for  the  working  of  the  AsTlain. 
There  was  a  Motion  down  for  considera- 
tion in  the  Town  Council  to  take  each 
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a  step,  unless  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could 
Bee  his  way  to  appoint  Mr.  O'Brien.   The 
Board  did  not  want  to  be  intruded  upon 
by  any  outsider  who  would  be  anxious 
to  act  honestly  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
ratepayers ;  and  it  could  be  easily  under- 
stood why  they  were  reluctant  to  be  so 
intruded  upon,  when  it  was  borne  in 
mind  that  only  12  months  ago  the  audi- 
tors had  surcharged  the  Chairman  and 
two  other  Governors  £250   for  illegal 
expenditure.     The  auditors  were  under 
the  Local  Government  Board,  which  was 
under  the  control  of  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant ;  and  ultimately,  the  matter  going 
bofore  the  high  officials  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  Governors,  the  items  in 
respect  of  which  the  surcharge  was  made 
were    admitted.     This    was    a    gross 
fraud  on  the  ratepayers  of  the  district, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Government,  as 
they  did  not  seem  inclined  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  for  the  reform  of  County  Govern- 
ment, or  any  measure  which  would  deal 
with  a  question  of  that  kind,  would  at 
least  see  that  in  those  matters  the  inte- 
rests of  the  ratepayers,  who  contributed 
so  largely  to  the  maintenance  of  pauper 
lunatics,  were  properly  represented  on 
the  Board  of  Governors.    There  was  not 
upon  the  Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum 
Board    a  single  representative    of    the 
agricultural  classes  —  a  single  person 
representing  the  farmers  of  that  vast 
county,    although  they  had   to  pay  a 
large  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  the 
Asylum,  the  landlords  in  respect  of  their 
property  contributing  not  a  single  far- 
thing— that  was,  contributing  nothing 
in  respect  of  that  part  of  their  property 
which    they    did     not    occupy    them- 
selves.   There   was   every  reason  why 
the  people   of    Cork,  as    well    as   the 
tenant    farmers,    should    complain   of 
having  the  present  system  in  force  any 
longer ;  but,  as  that  was  not  the  question 
under  discussion,  he  should  confine  him- 
self to  urging  upon  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  desirability 
of  reconsidering  the  case  of  Mr.   John 
O'Brien,    and    of    advising    the    Lord 
Lieutenant  to  have  that  gentleman  ap- 
pointed   on    the   Board    of   Governors 
of  the  Cork  District  Asylum  in  compli- 
ance with  the  demand  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  City.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  do  that,  he  would  probably 
hear  more  about  that  matter  than  he  had 
heard  that  evening,  because  there  would 
not  be  a  Vote  coming  under  the  notice 


of  the  House  which  related  to  County 
Government  in  that  county,  to  the  con- 
tributions for  the  maintenance  of  pauper 
lunatics,  or  the  salary  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  upon  which  he  (Mr.  Deasy) 
would  not  be  prepared  to  raise  this 
question.  He  should  like,  also,  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
retain  in  office  in  the  Asylum  Dr.  Eames, 
a  doctor  whose  case  had  been  discussed 
more  than  once  in  that  House?  It 
would  be  remembered  that  Dr.  Eames 
was  one  of  the  physicians  appointed  by 
the  Government  to  examine  into  the  case 
of  James  Ellis  French,  and  one  of  the 
physicians  who  pronounced  James  Ellis 
French  to  be  insane,  though  a  short 
time  afterwards  he  was  declared  by  a 
jury  to  be  perfectly  sane,  and  was  sent 
to  gaol.  That  case  of  French  was  not 
the  only  one  in  which  Dr.  Eames  had 
shown  his  incapacity  to  take  charge  of 
cases  in  the  Asylum.  About  12  months 
ago  one  of  his  (Mr.  Deasy's)  own  con- 
stituents applied  to  Dr.  Eames  for  a  form 
of  tender,  or  a  form  for  a  milk  contract. 
Dr.  Eames  told  him  he  wanted  a  form  of 
committal ;  and  before  the  unfortunate 
man  could  show  that  he  was  perfectly 
sane,  and  that  he  only  applied  for  a  form 
for  a  milk  contract,  a  strait-jacket  was 
put  on  him  and  he  was  placed  in  a  cell. 
The  man  afterwards  brought  an  action 
against  the  doctor,  and  the  doctor  paid 
him  some  damages.  So  that  in  the  brief 
period  of  about  12  months  two  clear 
oases  of  incompetence  were  proved 
against  Dr.  Eames.  The  Irish  Members, 
however,  might  as  well  hold  theirtongues 
as  mention  the  matter  at  all  except 
through  the  House.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  promise  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  capacity  of  Dr.  Eames  for  filling  his 
present  post,  because  he  had  himself 
serious  doubts  of  the  man's  sanity.  He 
made  the  statement  with  great  reluctance 
here ;  but  there  was  a  general  impression 
abroad  that  Dr.  Eames  was  not  a  fit  man 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  care  of  the  un- 
fortunate people  in  this  Asylum.  Another 
question  in  connection  with  this  matter 

which  ho  should  like  to  raise  was 

The  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether  Dr.  Eames*s salary 
is  included  in  the  Vote  before  the  Com- 
mittee, because  the  question  was  gone 
into  very  fully  a  few  days  ago,  and  it 
was  not  admitted  then  that  he  was  a 
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salaried  servant  of  the  Government.  Is 
his  salary  in  any  way  included  in  this 
vote? 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  Dr.  Eames's  salary 
would  come  under  Class  VI.,  which  was 
for  the  maintenance  of  pauper  lunatics 
in  Ireland.  There  was  another  Vote 
for  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
which,  he  maintained,  would  render  this 
subject  in  Order.  But  his  further  re- 
marks would  not  have  so  much  to  do 
with  Dr.  Eames  as  with  pauper  lunatics, 
which  would  come  under  the  head  of 
Class  VI.,  Vote  5.  The  Cork  Asylum 
was  built  for  ahout  1,200  patients;  but 
at  present  there  were  not  900  in  it,  while 
the  workhouse  was  overcrowded  with 
poor  people,  and  had  to  accommodate 
300  pauper  lunatics.  Those  unfortunate 
lunatics  had  no  chance  of  recovering  on 
account  of  their  surroundings,  no  pro- 
per provision  being  made  for  them ;  and 
his  contention  was  that  they  should  be 
removed  to  the  Cork  District  Asylum, 
where  there  was  ample  room  for  their 
reception,  where  they  would  be  properly 
treated,  and  where  the  percentage  of 
recoveries  would  be  far  and  away  higher 
than  in  the  workhouse.  So  long  as  there 
was  room  in  the  Asylum  those  people 
ought  to  be  sent  there  for  proper  treat- 
ment ;  and  he  submitted  that  the  Board 
of  Guardians  ought  to  be  compelled  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  send  their  pauper  lunatics 
thereunder  a  doctor's  certificates,  and  the 
Board  of  Governors  obliged  to  receive 
them.  If  the  Government  would  be  con- 
tent to  pay  a  portion  of  the  expense  of 
their  maintenance  there  was  no  reason 
why  those  helpless  people  should  not 
be  admitted  into  the  District  Asylum. 
Hundreds  of  people  were  treated  in  the 
Asylum,  the  expense  of  whose  main- 
tenance should  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  thrown  upon  the  rates. 
People  were  taken  in,  no  matter  where 
they  came  from — whether  from  Eng- 
land, America,  or  Australia — and  be- 
came chargeable  to  the  Cork  ratepayers. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  not  the  pri- 
vileges that  people  similarly  circum- 
stanced possessed  in  England,  conse- 
quently the  people  of  the  City  and 
County  of  Cork,  and  the  people  of 
Kerry,  were  saddled  with  large  and 
very  unjust  expenses  in  respect  of  luna- 
tics who  were  landed  at  the  ports  within 
the  district  who  ought  not  to  be  treated 
in  Ireland  at  all,  but   who  could  not, 
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imder  the  existing  law,  be  sent  back  to 
the  Unions  to  which  they  belonged.  In 
conclusion,  he  wished  to  express  a  hope 
that  as  the  Government  did  not  intend 
to  introduce  their  County  Government 
Bill  that  Session,  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  take  care  that  power  was  con- 
ferred upon  the  authorities  in  Ireland 
enabling  them  to  compel  Boards  of  Go- 
vernors to  levy  the  rates  fairly  and  to 
expend  them  honestly. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  endeavour  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  a  few  figures  which 
bore  on  this  subject.  The  ratepayers  of 
Ireland  paid  nearly  £130,000  per  annum 
for  the  support  of  pauper  lunatics— 
they  paid  £123,702,  whilst  the  Gorem- 
ment  contributed  £98,200  this  year,  ac- 
cording to  Vote  5  in  Class  VT.,  and  in 
1883  they  contributed  £92,866.  Those 
figures  showed  a  very  great  increase, 
and  whilst  the  figures  were  increasing 
for  the  support  of  pauper  lunatics  thej 
had  the  anomaly  that  the  population  of 
the  country  was  decreasing  at  a  great 
ratio.  He  thought  he  should  be  correct 
in  stating  that  the  population  of  Ireland 
had  decreased  since  the  last  Census  bj 
200,000  persons.  Then,  what  was  the 
cause  of  the  increase  in  the  amount  ex- 
pended on  pauper  lunatics — was  it  that 
pauper  lunatics  in  Ireland  were  on  the 
increase  ?  No,  that  was  not  the  fact,  is 
the  figures  showed ;  then  it  must  be  doe 
to  some  extravagance  on  the  part  of  the 
Directors,  who  were  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  That  had 
been  particularly  the  case  in  Cork;  and 
the  Corporation  had  discovered  that 
great  irregularities  prevailed  on  the 
Board  in  connection  with  the  issuing 
of  contracts.  Those  irregularities  bad 
been  conspicuous  in  connection  with 
contracts  for  the  purchase  of  the  wooUeo 
materials  used  in  clothing  the  paaper 
lunatics.  Well,  the  Cork  Corporation, 
as  they  had  contributed  so  largely  to  the 
support  of  the  pauper  lunatics,  and  as  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  on  a  former  occasioB. 
acceded  to  their  request  to  ha  ve  a  certain 
number  of  their  body  appointed  on  the 
Governing  Board  of  the  Cork  District 
Asylum,  thought  it  would  be  adviahi' 
to  send  to  the  Board  a  man  who  was  sa 
expert  in  the  matter  of  those  con  tracts. 
and  upon  whom  would  devolve  the  daty 
of  seeing  that  the  pauper  lunatics  w*r» 
well  treated,  and  that  the  taxpar«tt 
and  the    Imperial  Revenues  wer«  aoc 
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cheated  by  the  maladministration  of 
the  Governors  appointed  by  His  Excel- 
lency the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Therefore, 
they  decided  to  send  to  the  Board  a  man 
who  was  an  expert  in  the  woollen  trade, 
and  they  selected  a  Councillor  of  great 
integrity  and  repute,  Mr.  John  O'Brien. 
The  name  of  that  gentleman  was  sent 
up  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  day  upon 
day,  week  upon  week,  month  upon 
month  elapsed,  and  yet  Mr.  O'Brien  was 
not  appointed  to  the  Board.  Why  was 
it  ?  Was  it  because  he  was  not  a  com- 
petent business  man  ?  No  ;  that  could 
not  be  the  case,  because  he  had  made  his 
own  business  a  success  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  held  that  anyone  capable  of 
making  his  own  business  a  success  was  a 
fit  and  proper  person  to  look  after  the 
business  of  other  people.  Was  it,  then, 
because  he  was  a  bad  public  man  ? 
That  could  not  be  either,  because  he 
was  a  respected  and  faithful  represen- 
tative of  the  people  in  the  locality  in 
which  he  dwelt.  Then,  what  was  the 
reason  ?  They  could  come  to  one  con- 
clusion, and  one  only — namely,  because 
he  had  slept  for  two  months  on  a  plank 
bed  for  the  commission  of  an  oflfence  and 
a  breach  of  laws  the  Irish  people  con- 
sidered more  honoured  in  the  breach 
than  the  observance.  He  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor) held  that  the  oflfence  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  committed  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  not  be  intrusted  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  aflfairs  of  the  Cork 
District  Asylum.  The  Government  saw 
amongst  the  Lish  Members  many  who 
had  suflfered  the  miseries  of  imprison- 
ment, and  yet  they  asked  them  to  come 
here  and  aid  and  assist  them  in  the 
enactment  of  laws  for  the  better  go- 
vernment of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
The  Lish  Members  were,  therefore,  en- 
titled to  ask— "Is  what  is  right  in  St. 
Stephen's  wrong  in  connection  with  the 
Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum?"  Yet 
such  was  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  The  Government 
hinted  at  the  passing  of  laws  for  the 
better  government  of  Ireland — they  pro- 
mised them  laws  for  the  development  of 
County  Qt)vemment  and  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Local  Government  generally, 
and  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of  such  a 
Viceroy  as  Earl  Spencer  that  they  would 
place  the  administration  of  those  laws. 
Look  at  what  a  muddle  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  brought  things  to  in  Lime- 
rick— see  the  collision  he  had  brought 
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about  between  the  authorities  of  Dublin 
Castle  through  the  imposition  of  an  un- 
just tax;  and  yet  the  contest  that  was 
p^oing  on  between  Dublin  Castle  and 
Limerick  was  taking  place  elsewhere, 
although  it  had  not  received  equal  no- 
toriety. And  yet  they  would  sustain  in 
his  position  a  Lord  Lieutenant  who 
placed  himself  in  opposition  to  localities 
in  this  way,  and  would,  furthermore, 
place  in  his  hands  the  administration  of 
those  laws  which  had  been  promised  to 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  their  better  go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
question  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy)  had  raised 
was,  after  all,  only  a  portion  of  a  much 
wider  question  which  he  thought  the 
Government,  whatever  might  be  the 
pressure  on  their  time  and  resources, 
ought  to  take  in  hand  at  the  soonest 
possible  moment.  Every  year,  when- 
ever occasion  oflfered,  he  had  urged  this 
matter  on  the  attention  of  the  House ; 
and  he  should  think  he  was  remiss  in 
his  duty  if  he  failed  on  that  occasion 
also  to  state  what  he  thought  ought  to 
be  done  in  this  regard.  The  question 
of  the  whole  treatment  of  paupers  and 
pauper  lunatics  generally  in  Ireland  was 
a  question  which  could  scarcely  be 
studied  without  feelings  of  indignation 
and  disgust.  Only  two  months  ago  he 
had  put  a  question  to  one  of  the  officials 
of  the  Government  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  district  lunatic  asylums  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  asked  whether  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  out  of  22  asylums  there 
were  not  1 1  in  which  the  number  of  in- 
mates far  exceeded  the  number  for 
which  the  buildings  were  registered  ? 
The  Government  had  to  admit  that  it 
was  a  fact ;  but  in  palliation  of  it  it  was 
urged  that  there  were  other  lunatic  asy- 
lums which  were  not  up  to  their  full 
establishment.  But  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  case.  In  at  least  50  per 
cent  of  the  district  lunatic  asylums  of 
Ireland,  the  number  of  patients  was  so 
great  that  there  was  not  adequate  ac- 
commodation for  them,  and  the  staff 
was  insufficient  to  look  properly  after 
them.  Another  portion  of  the  case  re- 
lated to  lunatics  who  were  the  inmates 
of  workhouses ;  and  he  supposed  there 
was  not  in  the  United  Kingdom  any 
class  more  deserving  of  commiseration, 
and  having  a  greater  claim  on  the  at- 
tention and  time  of  the  House,  than  this, 
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unfortunate  set  of  people,  who  were  ab- 
solutely unable  to  do  anythini^  for  them- 
selves. What  was  the  fact  ?  "Why,  in 
many  of  the  pauper  establishments  in 
Ireland  there  was  absolutely  no  classi- 
fication whatever.  The  consequence  was 
that  lunatics  were  the  habitual,  daily, 
and  nightly  companions  of  persons  who 
were  sane.  In  certain  poorhouses  in 
Ireland — however  it  might  amuse  the 
Home  Secretary  who  was  laughing — 
they  were  habitually  required,  day  after 
day,  to  spend  the  whole  of  their  time 
from  morning  till  ni^ht  in  the  company 
of  lunatics.  He  had  mentioned  more 
than  once  the  case  of  Dingle  Asylum, 
in  West  Kerry.  ,  They  there  found  fe- 
male lunatics  left  in  a  large  shed  which 
could  not  be  called  a  room,  with  no 
floor  but  the  cold  earth — a  shed  which 
served  also  for  the  children's  playground. 
In  the  whole  of  Europe  no  people  could 
be  found  who  were  in  a  more  mournful 
condition  than  those  in  that  place.  He 
had  cited  the  case  of  that  institution  now 
for  three  years  in  succession,  and  not 
only   that  case,  but  the  treatment   of 

?aupers  generally  in  the  workhouses  of 
reland  deserved  a  very  searching  in- 
vestigation. He  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  observed,  and  he  would  observe 
again,  that  the  amount  of  nourishment 
given  to  many  of  those  paupers  would 
not  keep  a  mere  idle  person  in  a  normal 
condition  of  health.  Three  years  ago 
he  had  privately  obtained  particulars  of 
the  amount  of  food  given  to  the  adults, 
and  the  sick,  and  the  children  in  some 
of  those  workhouses.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  amount  of  nutritious  ele- 
ments— the  nitrogen  and  carbon — con- 
tained in  the  food,  nor  the  weights,  nor 
go  into  a  comparison  of  the  quantity 
and  quality  of  the  food  supplied  to 
those  poor  people  and  that  supplied  to 
prisoners  in  England ;  but  he  had  shown, 
and  could  do  so  again,  to  conviction  that 
the  state  of  the  unfortunate  people  in 
the  Irish  workhouses  was  something 
disgraceful.  He  had  submitted  the 
figures  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh (Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  who  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  quantities  as  marked 
out  were  fairly  open  to  challenge.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  his  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor's)  request,  after  investigating 
the  Boturn  submitted  to  him,  handed  it 
to  the  then  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

J/r.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster). 
That  right  hon.   Gentleman  had  pro- 
mised that  in  the  ensuing  Becess  he 
would  cause  a  careful  investigation  to 
be  made  into  the  subject ;  but  he  (Mr. 
A.  O'Connor)  was  sorry  to  say  that  in- 
vestigation was  never  made.    When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  was  succeeded  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  a  simi- 
lar promise  was  obtained  from  him ;  hat 
it  was  kept  in  precisely  the  same  way. 
Now,  in  his  turn,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  if  he  would  cause  some  in- 
quiry to  be  made,  not  only  into  the  con- 
dition of  the  lunatics  in  the  Irish  work- 
houses, but  into  the  amount   of  food 
given  to  the  rest  of  the  inmates  ?    Such 
an  inquiry  would  not  be  a  very  dtfficnlt 
thing  to  institute.     He  (Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
nor) would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  was  willing  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of   the  House  a  Betura  of  the 
scales  of  dietary  in  force  in  the  West  of 
Ireland— in  the  two  Provinces  of  Con- 
naught  and  Munster  ?    He  was  certain 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woald 
obtain  such  a  Keturn,  and  would  sub- 
mit it  when  obtained  to  competent  au- 
thorities to  report    to  him  as  to  the 
amount  of  nourishment  to  be  obtained 
from  those  scales,  and  necessary  for  or- 
dinary adults  in  fair  health,  and  erea 
without  the  necessity  of  doing  anything 
like  heavy  physical  labour,    he  would 
come  to  the  conclusion  which  the  medi- 
cal authorities  who  had  been  consulted 
had  come  to  already — namely,  that  there 
was  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  noorish- 
ment  given  to  those  poor  people  to  ke«p 
them  in  a  normal  state  of  health.    The 
consequence    was    that    they    had   an 
amount  of  debility,   helplessness,    and 
hopelessness  in   the  Irish  workhouse* 
that  would  nut  be  dreamed  of  in  tiui 
country,  and  that  the  mortality  amoogvt 
the  workhouse  children  was  greater  thia 
it  was  amongst    the   children   of  the 
poorest  people  outside  the  workhouses. 

Colonel  NOLAN  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  now  reply 
to  the  various  points  raised,  as  he  ^0&- 
lonel  Nolan)  desired  to  touch  apon  a 
different  topic. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANXERMAN  : 
With  regard  to  the  question  put  by  tbr 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County   Ut. 
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A.  O'Connor),  he  refers  to  certain  pro- 
mises which  have  been  made  to  him — 
he  does  not  unfold  a  tale  of  a  very  en- 
couraging character.  He  says  he  re- 
ceived promises  from  my  two  Predeces- 
sors, which,  in  neither  case,  were  ful- 
filled. Well,  Sir,  I  shall  avoid  the 
somewhat  dangerous  step  taken  by  my 
Predecessors.  I  will  say  this,  however — 
that  I  fully  recognize  the  importance  of 
hoth  the  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. With  respect  to  the  dietary 
scales  in  workhouses,  perhaps  the  best 
way  to  proceed  will  be  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  kindly  communicate  to  me 
the  facts  which  he  wishes  to  bring  out, 
and  I  can  assure  him  that  I  shall  be 
very  glad  indeed  if  anything  can  be 
done  to  satisfy  him  with  regard  to  the 
matter  in  question — I  shall  be  especially 
glad  if  any  disclosures  I  can  bring  about 
will  lead  to  any  necessary  amelioration  of 
the  dietary  of  the  workhouses.  As  to  the 
other  point — namely,  the  pauper  luna- 
tics, I  quite  appreciate  the  great  im- 
portance of  that  matter ;  and  I  shall  be 
very  glad  indeed  if,  by  any  attention  I 
can  bestow  upon  it,  it  can  be  put  on  a 
better  footing  than  it  is.  I  am  not  with- 
out a  little  experience  with  regard  to  in- 
vestigation on  that  particular  point.  I 
will  not  go  very  far  in  giving  additional 

Sromises;  but  I  admit  with  the  hon. 
[ember  that  the  subject  is  one  well 
worthy  of  being  inquired  into,  and  if  he 
can  suggest  any  particular  way  in  which 
an  improvement  can  be  efifected  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  meet  him.  As  to  the 
other  points  alluded  to  at  considerable 
length  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy),  I  can  only  say  that 
these  matters  connected  with  the  Cork 
District  Lunatio  Asylum  were  fully 
brought  up  and  discussed  in  Committee 
on  the  Supplementary  Estimates.  The 
whole  question  concerning  the  conduct 
of  Dr.  Eames,  and  of  the  appointment 
of  another  Governor,  were  brought  up, 
and  I  was  then  able  to  make  a  reply  on 
the  whole  case,  with  the  facts  and  papers 
before  me.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
the  reply  that  I  then  made.  I  was  able, 
for  instance,  to  show  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  reason  why  no  appointment  was 
made  to  the  Board  of  Governors  by  Earl 
Spencer  was  because  there  was  no  neces- 
sity at  that  moment  for  any  addition  to 
be  made  to  the  Board,  especially  of  re- 
presentatives of  the  town.  I  showed 
that  in  proportion  tp  the  money  paid  by 


towns  were  more  liberally  represented 
than  were  the  country  districts.  I  am 
speaking  now  from  memory,  and  I  have 
not  the  figures  before  me.  It  was  on 
that  ground,  and  on  that  ground  alone, 
that  no  appointment  was  made  at  the 
time  it  was  proposed.  The  Cork  Cor- 
poration claimed  the  right  to  nominate, 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  never 
conceded  to  them.  It  has  always  been 
customary,  as  far  as  possible,  to  consult 
local  interests ;  but  the  responsibility  for 
appointing  proper  people  for  the  posi- 
tion rests  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It 
is  not  a  responsibility  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  covets  or  desires  to  retain. 
He  would  be  much  better  pleased  if  in 
the  process  of  time,  as  I  hope  it  may  be, 
the  whole  duty  is  handed  over  to  some 
Local  Authority;  but  as  long  as  the 
duty  falls  upon  him  he  is  bound  to  dis- 
charge it,  and  cannot  devolve  it  on  any 
other  body. 

Mr.  AfeTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary give  me,  if  I  move  for  it,  a  Re- 
turn of  the  dietary  scales  in  force  in  the 
workhouses  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  see  that  there  can  be  any  ob- 
jection ;  but  I  will  consult  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  subject.  I  can  make 
no  promise. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  The  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  junior  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  as  to  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment or  the  .non-appointment  of  Mr. 
John  O'Brien  on  the  Board  of  the  Cork 
District  Lunatio  Asylum  is  singularly 
illustrative  of  the  policy  of  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  of  the  difference  which 
exists  between  that  policy  and  the  sup- 
posed policy  of  the  Liberal  Cabinet  and 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  in  his  speech 
just  now,  stated  that  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant is  most  desirous  that  the  duties  in 
connection  with  the  governing  of  this 
lunatio  asylum  shall  be  handed  over  to 
some  Local  Authority,  and  certainly  the 
action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenaut  is  very 
indicative  of  the  extent  of  his  power  for 
the  handing  over  of  these  duties.  The 
law,  as  it  stands  at  present,  does  provide 
for  a  certain  amount  of  local  action  and 
responsibility — a  very  small  amount  of 
local  action  and  responsibility — on  the 
part  of  the  Cork  Corporation.  As  the 
law  stands,  the  Cork  Corporation  have  . 
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the  right  of  nominating  for  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  three 
members  out  of  60  who  compose  the 
Board  of  the  Cork  District  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum. Up  to  very  recently  the  Corpora- 
tion had  the  right  of  nominating  four. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have  that  right 
still.  On  a  recent  occasion  a  vacancy 
occurred  in  this  number  of  four  nomi- 
nated by  the  Corporation,  thus  reducing 
the  members  so  nominated  to  three. 
"Well,  the  Corporation  of  Cork  met  to 
consider  who  they  should  nominate  to 
fill  this  fourth  place.  Due  notice  of 
the  nomination  was  given,  and  all  the 
formalities  provided  by  the  law  were 
complied  with.  It  was  not  contended 
that  their  action  was  illegal,  ultra  vires, 
or  irregular  in  any  respect.  The  result 
was  that,  after  a  formal  debate  and  di- 
vision, the  Corporation,  by  a  majority, 
decided  to  recommend  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, as  their  nominee,  Mr.  John 
O^Brien,  one,  I  believe,  of  their  own 
number — a  Town  Councillor  of  the  City 
of  Cork,  and  consequently  a  gentleman 
admirably  fitted  for  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  membership  of  the  Cork  Luna- 
tic Asylum.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  has  told  us 
that  Earl  Spencer  is  desirous  of  effecting 
an  extension  of  local  elective  responsi- 
bility ;  but  in  this  particular  case,  where 
an  opportunity  was  given  to  him  to  re- 
cognize that  responsibility  and  that  au- 
thority, what  did  he  do  ?  Why,  he  threw 
it  on  one  side.  We  have  been  told  by 
the  Government  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  especially  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
what  their  desire  to  extend  the  system 
of  elective  local  authority  in  Ireland  is ; 
and  where  it  does  exist,  even  to  such  a 
small  and  partial  extent  as  a  right  to 
nominate  four  members  out  of  a  Board 
consisting  of  some  60,  nearly  all  the 
balance  of  the  60  being  nominated  by 
the  Government,  what  does  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  do?  He  thrusts  upon  one 
side,  without  ceremony,  the  nomination 
of  the  Local  Authority,  limited  as  their 
power  is,  being,  as  they  are,  only  a 
nominating  authority,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant having  the  right  to  override  their 
nomination.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  re- 
fuses to  accept  the  nomination,  and  he 
leaves  the  representation  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Cork  upon  this  Board — which 
manages  the  affairs  of  a  lunatic  asylum, 
towards  the  expenses  of  which  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  contributes  £7,000 

J£r.  Parnell 


a-year  out  of  the  rates  of  the  citizens— 
at  three  instead  of  four  members.  Now, 
the  City  of  Cork  pays  one-fourth  of  the 
income  of  the  Asjlum.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  is  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  a  Liberal  Government  which  is 
most  desirous  of  extending  local  self- 
government  in  Ireland — which,  in  fact, 
are  in  tears  because,  owing  to  the  neces- 
sity of  passing  a  Coercion  Act,  they  can- 
not pay  any  attention  to  the  enlargement 
of  the  local  responsibility  of  the  country. 
The  Government  is  most  desirous,  and 
has  been  for  a  number  of  years,  of  doing 
this ;  and  here  we  see  an  Irish  Chief  Se- 
cretfiury  coming  forward  to  defend  the 
action  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  who  abso- 
lutely tramples  on  all  the  principles  of 
local  self-government  in  Ireland,  and 
of  the  representation  of  the  taxpayers. 
Here  is  the  City  of  Cork,  which  contri- 
butes a  quarter  of  the  income  of  the 
Lunatic  Asylum,  asking  for  four  members 
out  of  60,  or  1-1 5th  of  the  representa- 
tion on  the  Board,  and  its  demands  are 
ignominiously  flouted  by  Earl  Spencer, 
no  valid  reason  being  given  for  that 
conduct,  which  the  Irish  Members  con- 
tend is  entirely  inconsistent  with  all  the 
representations  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  a  while  ago,  that  this 
question  had  been  fully  discussed  oa 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  that 
he  had  already  given  a  full  replj.  Nov, 
I  venture  to  contend  that  neither  of 
these  questions  was  discussed  on  the 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  a  foil 
reply.  I  have  before  me  a  report  of  the 
discussion.  I  find  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees — I  am  quite  sure  most  pro- 
perly ruled — that  the  discussion  was  out 
of  Order,  and  refused  to  allow  the  junior 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Deasy) 
to  proceed  with  it.  He  found  that  it 
was  not  germane  to  the  Vote.  The  You 
then  before  the  Committee  had  refereoot 
to  a  limited  portion  of  the  Asylum,  asd 
had  no  relation  to  the  question  oi  tbe 
appointment  of  Mr.  John  O'Brien.  The 
Chairman  ruled  it  out  of  Order,  asd  it 
is,  therefore,  preposterous  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  a  qaeatioa 
80  ruled  out  of  Order,  as  beyond  the 
intention  of  the  Vote,  was  fullj  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAX: 
We  discussed  the  question  for  qnite  as 
hour. 
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Mr.  PARNELL:  Samard  does  not 
mention  how  long  the  discussion  took ; 
but  I  have  before  me  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  in  which 
he  decided  on  two  occasions  that  the  dis- 
cussion could  not  proceed,  and  decided 
it  during  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  junior  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  who  was  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward.   Now,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  whether  it  is  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  a  question  can  be  fully  and 
properly  discussed  on  a  Vote  when  the 
Chairman  rules  that  that  Yote  is  not  of 
sufficient  scope  to  allow  it  to  be  dis- 
cussed  in  accordance  with   the  merits 
and  facts  of  the  case?    I  turn  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
I  do  not  find  there  any  sufficient  reply 
to  even  the  limited  arguments  that  were 
used  by  my  hon.  Friend,  or  which  my 
hon.  Fnend  had  been  permitted  to  use  up 
to  the  time  of  the  Chairman's  interven- 
tion.   Before  sitting  down  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whe- 
ther we  are  to  suppose  that  the  attitude 
he  has  exhibited  in  reference  to  this 
Question,  and  the  spirit  which  he  has 
shown  in  defending  the  acts  of  Earl 
Spencer  in  reference  to  this  matter,  are 
an  indication  of  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Government  intend  to  propose  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  of  local  self-go- 
vernment in  Ireland  ?    I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  and  the  Com- 
mittee that  so  long  as  we  see  such  action 
as  that  of  Earl  Spencer  in  reference  to  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  and  such  action  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  so 
lung  as  we  hear  such  speeches  as  those 
that  have  proceeded  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  defending  Earl  Spencer's 
action  in  reference  to  this  matter-^ which 
is  not  a  question  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  and  the 
administration  of  justice,  or  the  integrity 
of  the  Empire,  or  the  upholding  of  the 
Union,  or  any  other  of  the  great  func- 
tions and  things  that  Englishmen  are 
ready  to  die  to  maintain — so  long,  I  say, 
as  we  see  this  spirit  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Executive,  so  long  shall  I  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  it  will  be  better  for 
them   to   leave   local  self-government 
alone.     I  say  that  if  the  spirit  of  Earl 
Spencer  is  to  be  the  spirit  with  which 
the  Liberal  Cabinet  and  the  Liberal  Party 
intend  to  propose  a  settlement  of  the 
question  of  local  government  in  the  next 
Parliament  they  had  far  better  not  put 
their  hands  to  it. 


Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 

The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  not  precisely  represented  the  state 
of  affairs  as  to  what  he  calls  the  rights 
of  the  Corporation.  The  Cork  Corpora- 
tion have  no  rights  in  the  matter  at  all, 
in  a  legal  sense.  The  Corporation  have 
no  right  in  the  world  to  nominate  or 
take  any  steps  in  the  matter  ;  but  out  of 
courtesy  it  is  usual  to  listen  to  the  re- 
commendations made  by  the  Corpora- 
tion. The  person  upon  whom  responsi- 
bility devolves  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment is  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  there 
is  no  question  at  all  under  the  Act  of 
any  right  or  privilege  whatever  belong- 
ing to  the  Corporation.  It  is  a  mere 
question  of  courteous  interchange  of 
opinion.  As  a  rule,  the  recommendations 
of  the  Cork  Corporation  have  been  ac- 
ceded to.  [Mr.  Parnell:  Always.] 
No  ;  not  always.  I  am  speaking  from 
knowledge  on  the  matter,  and  from 
having  had  in  my  possession  all  the 
Papers  bearing  on  the  point.  I  am  able 
to  say  that  there  have  been  cases  before 
in  which  the  nomination  of  the  Corpora- 
tion has  not  been  adopted.  The  reason 
this  particular  name — Mr.  John  O'Brien 
— was  not  put  on  the  list  was  because 
the  list  was  already  full,  and  there  was 
no  occasion  to  appoint  a  new  Governor. 
It  rests  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  say 
whether  he  will  appoint  many  or  few, 
and  in  his  opinion  there  was  no  occasion 
to  appoint  more  at  this  time.  As  to  the 
number  which  may  be  nominated  by  the 
town  of  Cork,  it  is  not  limited  to  three 
or  four.  But,  considering  the  proportion 
of  the  expenses  contributed  by  the  town, 
the  Executive  have  to  consider  how 
many  of  the  Gt)vemors  shall  belong  to 
the  town,  whether  their  names  are  sub- 
mitted by  the  Corporation  or  not.  It 
will  be  found  that  there  are  a  larger 
number  of  townsmen  in  proportion  to 
their  contribution  than  there  are  country 
members.  That  is  my  recollection ;  but 
I  only  wish  to  put  the  hon.  Gentleman 
right  by  saying  that  the  Corporation 
has  no  legal  right  in  the  matter,  and 
that  the  whole  responsibility  rests  with 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  So  long  as  that 
responsibility  rests  on  him,  which  he 
himself  considers,  and  which  I  consider, 
to  be  almost  an  anomalous  position  of 
things,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  de- 
volve it  upon  the  Corporation  of  Cork, 
or  anyone  else. 
Mr.    JUSTIN   M'CAETHY    asked 


whether  it  was  not  the 
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torn  and  usage  to  appoint  the  City 
Members  as  Governors  of  the  Institu- 
tion ?  Was  not  that  the  unbroken  cus- 
tom and  usage  down  to  the  time  when 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  became 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ;  and  when 
he  did  become  Member  for  the  City,  was 
not  the  hitherto  unbroken  custom  broken 
through?  Was  it  not  the  fact  that  at 
the  present  time  neither  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  City  of  Cork  was  a  Governor 
of  the  Institution  ?  Was  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  present  Government,  which 
professed  to  be  thirsting  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  local  institutions  everywhere, 
had  gone  in  this  case  entirely  against 
the  spirit  of  the  locality,  and  had,  so  to 
speak,  disestablished  the  popular  Mem- 
bers for  the  City  of  Cork,  while  they 
had  established  in  perpetuity  the  less 
popular — he  would  not  say  the  un- 
popular— Members  for  the  county  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
was  sorry  to  say  that  he  was  unable  to 
refer  to  any  Papers  on  the  subject,  and 
that  was  one  of  the  consequences  and 
inconveniences  of  bringing  the  matter 
on  in  that  way.  When  the  question 
was  raised  on  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, when  the  Vote  for  Lunatic  Asy- 
lums was  under  discussion,  he  took  care 
to  have  all  the  Papers  and  all  the  neces- 
sary information  at  hand ;  but  now  he 
had  nothing  to  refer  to.  Still,  he  re- 
membered the  facts  as  to  the  question  of 
the  Members  for  the  City  of  Cork  being 
necessarily  supposed  to  be  also  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M/CAETHY:  I  did 
not  say  **  necessarily ; "  I  said  "  by 
usage  and  custom." 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Well,  by  almost  invariable  custom  and 
usage.  According  to  the  best  of  his  re- 
collection the  custom  had  not  been  in- 
variable; and  he  thought  it  was  de- 
parted from  at  a  more  remote  date  than 
that  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  had  referred.  But 
the  question  was  raised  by  the  Cork 
Corporation,  and  he  certainly  had  not 
been  able  to  discover  that  it  had  been 
at  all  associated  with  the  advent  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  (Mr.  Pamell). 
The  Corporation  wished  that  the  prac- 
tice should  be  revived  ;  and  when  his 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman's)  opinion 
was  asked,  he  said  he  did  not  think  the 
Member  of  Parliament  for  the  City  was 
necessarily  a  proper  person  to  be  put 

Mr.  Justin  McCarthy 


upon  the  Board  of  Governors,  because 
such  a  Member  was  not  always  con- 
nected with  the  borough  in  any  other 
way  than  by  his  Membership.  Many 
Members  had  no  connection  with  the 
locality  they  represented  at  all.  They 
did  not  reside  there,  they  had  no  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  the  facts  necessary 
to  be  known  for  the  efficient  discharge 
of  local  duties,  and  they  would  be  alto- 
gether undesirable  persons  to  appoint 
upon  such  Institutions.  He  knew  that 
if  there  was  an  asylum  in  his  own  con- 
stituency he  should  be  very  unwilling  to 
be  put  upon  the  Governing  Board,  be- 
cause he  was  very  seldom  there,  and  he 
was  not  properly  qualified  in  regard  to 
an  intimate  knowledge  of  local  require- 
ments ;  but  the  county  Members  in  most 
cases  were  resident  in  the  county.  They 
were  gentlemen  who  could  take  an  in- 
terest in  its  local  affaire,  and  they  were 
in  an  altogether  different  position  frooi 
Members  of  Parliament,  who  had  so 
local  qualification,  and  who  were  merely 
associated  with  a  place  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary sense. 

Me.  sexton  said,  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell  Bannerman) 
had  complained  of  want  of  Notice.  If 
those  Irish  Members  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  question  had  not  been  able 
to  give  Notice,  the  fault  was  not  thein. 
The  Government  now  came  forward  for 
a  Yote  on  Account  for  a  certain  number 
of  weeks'  Supplies.  They  must  have 
known  what  they  wanted  beforehand. 
They  must  have  been  well  aware  a  week 
or  a  fortnight  or  a  month  ago  that  they 
would  want  this  particular  Yote  that 
week.  Why,  then,  did  they  not  say  so  ? 
Why  did  they  only  give  Notice  late 
on  Friday  night  that  the  Vote  would  be 
asked  for  to-night  ?  The  Irish  Members 
had  had  no  time  to  collect  Papers  or 
information.  The  fact  was  that  the 
precipitancy  of  the  Government  In  ask- 
ing for  the  Yote  was  entirely  due  to 
their  own  studious  reserve  in  refraioing 
from  giving  any  Notice  of  it  until  the 
last  possible  moment.  As  to  the  com- 
plaint of  want  of  Notice,  thej  were  all 
quite  aware  that  the  right  hon.  G«ntl*- 
man  did  not  really  want  Notice,  for  vhal 
he  wanted  in  documents  he  was  always 
able  to  make  up  in  ingennitj.  Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  forward 
this  argument— that  Members  of  Par- 
liament were  elected  to  Asylom  So^^ 
when  they  were  really  connected  witk 
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the  locality,  and  that  the  county  Mem- 
bers were  placed  upon  the  Board  for 
that  Tery  reason.  Well,  if  that  were 
80,  why  was  not  his  hon.  Friend  the 
junior  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Deasy)  appointed  ?  That  hon. 
Gentleman  Hved  within  two  miles  of 
the  city,  within  the  Parliamentary  boun- 
dary, was  an  elector,  was  a  ratepayer, 
was  a  Member  for  the  city,  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Guardians — in 
fact,  he  combined  in  himself  as  many 
urban  qualifications  as  a  local  candidate 
could  possibly  have.  But  because  he 
did  not  troop  after  the  Government 
Whips  in  the  Lobby,  but  followed  his 
Colleague  in  the  representation  of  the 
city  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  took  an  indepen- 
dent view  of  Irish  questions,  he  was  not 
fit,  forsooth,  to  sit  upon  the  Cork  Lunatic 
Asylum  Board.  Such  was  the  principle 
upon  which  Members  of  Parliament 
were  excluded  from  posts  of  public  im- 
portance and  honour  in  Ireland.  If  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  anything,  it  meant  that.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  tried  to  ac- 
count for  the  fact  that  a  merely  nominal 
Home  Baler  like  the  Member  for  the 
county,  or  a  fossil  Tory  like  the  late 
Member  for  the  city,  was  good  enough 
to  sit  upon  the  Cork  Lunatic  Asylum 
Board ;  but  that,  according  to  the  wise 
and  discreet  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction 
and  priyileges  of  Earl  Spencer,  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  really  National  Party  headed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  was 
not  fit  for  anything  of  the  sort.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  crammed 
more  inaccuracies  into  his  speech  than 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  ever  heard  in  a 
speech  of  the  same  extent.  He  had  said 
that  the  number  of  vacancies  upon  the 
Board  was  filled  up.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  was  no  particular  number  to 
be  filled  up. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
No ;  I  did  not  allude  to  a  fixed  number. 
Me.  SEXTON  :  You  said  there  were 
no  vacancies. 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  did  not  allude  to  a  fixed  number. 

He.  SEXTON:  Then  what  was  it 
that  was  to  be  filled  up?  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  could  make  100  or  1,000 
Oovemors  at  his  pleasure. 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  did  not  use  the  phrase.  I  said  that 
on  a  former  occasion  the  Board  was 
filled  np.     What  I  said  was  that  Earl 

VOL,  OCXCVni.    [thied  sbbies.] 


Spencer  did  not  make  these  particular 
appointments  because  he  considered  the 
number  of  Governors  was  sufficient; 
there  was  no  necessity  to  make  more. 
If  I  used  the  phrase,  '*  The  number  was 
filled  up,"  I  did  not  mean  to  convey 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  assumes  at 
all.  It  rests  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  appoint  many  or  few,  as  he  thinks  fit. 
Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  explanation,  so  far,  was 
satisfactory.  No  doubt,  the  number  of 
members  who  should  be  upon  the  Board 
was  quite  within  the  power  of  Earl 
Spencer,  who  could  make  as  many  or  as 
few  as  he  chose.  But  what  was  the 
next  point?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  declared  that  this  was  not  the  first 
refusal  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 

fiven  to  the  county,  and  that  he  had 
one  on  former  occasions  what  he  had 
done  now.  The  object  of  that  argument 
was  to  show  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  not,  on  this  occasion,  influenced  by 
any  objectionable  or  indefensible  motive. 
But  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  maintained  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  ever  occurred  before. 
It  was  true  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
at  first  refused  to  appoint  Alderman 
Nagle;  but  in  the  long  run  he  did 
appoint  him. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
Perhaps  he  may  appoint  this  one,  too. 

Mr.  sexton  dared  say  he  might. 
If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  any  sense 
he  would  do  so,  because  he  would  find 
that  the  inconvenience  which  would 
spring  up  from  an  absolute  refusal  to 
appoint  this  Gentleman  would  be  much 
greater  than  would  be  compensated  by 
any  self-satisfaction  which  the  noble 
Earl  might  derive  from  the  refusal. 
The  only  instance  which  could  be  given 
was  not  a  case  in  point,  for  there  was 
no  refusal  in  the  end.  The  Corporation 
had  always  had  four  members  appointed; 
but  now  they  had  only  three.  The 
annual  income  for  the  support  of  the 
Asylum  was  £26,000,  and  of  that  sum 
the  Cork  Corporation  paid  £7,000,  or 
one-fourth.  The  Asylum  had  40  Go- 
vernors, and  the  Corporation,  according 
to  any  reasonable  calculation,  ought  to 
have  the  appointment  of  10  of  them. 
If  this  inequality  between  the  propor- 
tion of  cost  defrayed  by  the  Corporation 
and  the  power  of  nominating  members 
of  the  Governing  Board  were  to  be 
found  to  exist,  say,  in  the  case  of  Liver- 
pool, or  in  the  case  of  the  particuleir    j 
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Scotch  town  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  was  inte- 
rested— what  would  be  the  result?  Sup- 
pose there  was  an  Asylum  there,  and 
the  Corporation  paid  one-fourth  of  the 
total  income,  and  the  Corporation,  by 
law,  reason,  usage,  or  custom,  had  ac- 
quired a  right  to  nominate  a  certain 
number  of  the  Governors,  what  would  the 
Scotch  people  say  the  proportion  ought  to 
be  ?  Why,  not  four,  but  10,  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Governing  Board  ;  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  have  to  get  up  in 
his  most  oily  and  honeyed  manner,  and 
say  that  the  matter  should  be  made  right. 
If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advo- 
cate were  informed  that  a  Corporation  in 
Scotland  was  paying  one-fourth  of  the 
income  of  such  an  Institution,  he  would 
say  that  common  sense  and  equity  alike 
dictated  that  that  Corporation  should 
have  a  corresponding  share  of  the  go- 
vernment of  the  Institution,  and  in  24 
hours  it  would  all  be  made  right.  But 
the  Irish  people  in  such  a  case  were  to 
be  put  off  with  all  manner  of  fallacies 
anddelusions,  which  practically  amounted 
to  this— that  the  Corporation  of  Cork 
were  to  have  the  right  of  suggesting  a 
certain  number  of  members,  but  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  to  have  the 
right  of  rejecting  them.  That  was  a 
very  unequal  kind  of  right.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  maintained  that  this  Corpora- 
tion, which  paid  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  money  for  the  maintenance  of  this 
Asylum,  ought  to  have,  Id,  for  W.,  a 
share  in  its  government  proportionate 
to  that  amount.  There  was  no  other 
reasonable  arrangement  which  could  be 
oome  to,  and  why  should  Earl  Spencer 
be  allowed  to  overturn  and  upset  the 
reasonable  and  ancient  Constitutional 
maxim  that  representation  should  accord 
with  and  follow  taxation  ?  He  had  only 
one  fact  to  add.  There  were  two  vacan- 
cies in  the  past  year,  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  refused  to  fill  them. 
The  Corporation  used  to  have  four 
members  upon  the  Board,  and  now  they 
had  only  three ;  and  not  only  did  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  refuse  to  fill  up  that 
Corporation  vacancy,  but  he  had  also 
refused  to  fill  up  the  two  vacancies  that 
had  arisen  outside  the  Corporation,  be- 
cause, if  he  filled  up  either  of  those,  the 
object  of  refusing  to  fill  up  the  Corpora- 
tion vacancy  would  at  once  be  apparent. 
Earl  Spencer  was,  therefore,  forced  to 
allow  the  other   vacancies    to  remain 
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unfilled.  It  was  the  shallowest  pretence 
to  say  that  because  certain  Govemon 
lived  in  the  city  they  might  be  regarded 
as  representing  the  city.  The  citizens' 
money  was  paid  out  of  the  purse  of  the 
Corporation,  and  the  Corporation  had  a 
right  to  elect  a  fair  proportion  of  the 
Governors  who  were  to  administer  the 
fund.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  made  many  feeble 
attempts  to  defend  lame  cases  during 
his  short  period  of  Office,  but  never  had 
he  excelled  the  feebleness  and  lameness 
of  that  night. 

Colonel  NOLAN  pointed  out  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  admitted  that  the  case 
was  anomalous,  he  was  not  the  fint 
person  to  use  that  phrase  in  this  con- 
nection, and  could  not  lay  daim  to 
originality,  because  a  Predecessor  of  hii 
in  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant — the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) — spoke  more 
strongly  still  about  nine  years  ago,  and 
said  it  was  ''the  most  anomalous  method 
of  appointment  ho  knew  anywhere," 
and  that  **  it  ought  to  be  remedied." 
Well,  they  had  four  years  of  a  Con•«^ 
vative  Administration  after  that,  and 
there  was  no  remedy.  They  had  tiace 
had  five  years  of  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion, and  not  the  slightest  shadow  of  a 
remedy.  Considering  that  they  were 
now  within  three  or  four  months  of  a 
General  Election,  he  did  not  think  the 
Liberal  Chief  Secretary  had  spoken 
nearly  so  strongly  as  the  Conservatife 
Chief  Secretary,  and  not  in  so  favoor- 
able  a  sense,  because  the  ConservatiTe 
Chief  Secretary  gave  them  very  stroof 
promises.  It  was  trne  that  those  pro- 
mises were  never  realized,  but  still  they 
were  very  strong;  whereas  the  pit>- 
mises  of  the  present  Chief  SecreOiy 
were  very  mild  indeed.  As  to  the 
placing  of  Members  of  Parliament  n^ 
the  Asylum  Governing  Board,  the  actioB 
of  the  Government  was  as  far  as  posnbb 
the  adoption  of  the  local  feeling  of  the 
aristocracy  and  county  residents.  TKe 
Sheriffs  took  the  greatest  trouble  to 
keep  the  Home  Bule  Members  of  Fur- 
liament  out  of  eveiything.  About  tvo 
years  ago  there  was  some  arrangwueat 
made — some  word  went  round  that  the 
Home  Bule  Members  were  to  hm  k«f< 
off,  and  there  had  been  a  regidar 
systematic  attempt,  which  had  inat 
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of  late,  to  keep  the  Home  Bule  Members 
from  everything  as  far  as  possible,  and 
that  had  been  done  in  several  cases.     In 
one  case  in  his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  own 
county  they  had  to  keep  off  his  Colleague, 
who  sat  on  the  Oovemment  side  of  the 
House,   because  that    Colleague   must 
suffer  for  his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  politics — 
a  most  unfortunate  matter  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  he  referred  to.     That,  at  all 
events,  was  the  general  opinion  of  the 
county.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Irish 
Home  Bule  Members  were  there  to  vote 
the  money,  and  then  the  English  Mem- 
bers and  a  few  of  the  aristocracy  of 
Ireland  administered  it.      That  was  a 
system  which  was  of  veiy  little  import- 
ance so  far  as  the  Asylums  were  con- 
cerned ;  but  it  was  important  in  the  way 
in  which  it  affected  the  general  system 
of  the  administration  of  Imperial  and 
local  funds.     In  that  respect  this  case 
of  the  Asylums  was  about  as  strong  and 
^r  an  illustration  of  the  general  system 
as  could    be  brought  forward.      Hon. 
Members  were  simply  brought  there  to 
be  good  boys  and  vote  millions  of  money. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers took  no  part  in  voting  the  Credit 
of   £11,000,000    for    the    preparations 
against  Bussia.    The  fact  was  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  get  up 
at  the  proper  time  to  exercise  his  natural 
functions,  and  so  the  Vote  was  unex- 
pectedly agreed  to.     The  Irish  Members 
objected  to  the    general  system  under 
which  they  were  brought  there  to  vote 
away    money    the     administration    of 
which  was  to  be  left  entirely  to  other 
hands.     However,  he  did  not  wish  to 
dwell  so  much  upon  that   point  as  to 
draw  attention  to  two  or  three  practical 
facts.     The  Irish  Members  had,  at  all 
events,  this  advantage,  that  they  could 
make  themselves  heard  in   this  place. 
They  had  no  power  of  administration  in 
their  own    country,  and  no    power  of 
dictating  foreign  policy ;  and  they  were 
now  getting  to  this  condition,  that  they 
did  not  vote  all  this  money — it  was  taken 
from  them  whether  they  liked  it  or  not. 
Bot  though  they  were  not  allowed  to 
share    in   the    administration  of   their 
countiy,  they  could,  at  all  events,  talk 
about  it,  and  he  would  like  to  bring  one 
or  two  facts  before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary.    In  the  first 
place,  he  rather  thought  these  Votes  on 
Account  were  too  much  objected  to  and 
abused.    They  were  really  an  excellent 


system,  for  they  gave  an  opportunity 
two  or  three  times  in  a  Session  of  bring- 
ing the  general  state  of  Ireland  before 
the  country.  The  only  objection  that 
he  had  to  the  present  Vote — nearly 
£3,500,000 — was  that  it  was  too  large. 
He  would  rather  see  it  brought  forward 
£1,500,000  at  a  time,  for  then  it  would 
afford  more  opportunities  for  discussion. 
That  was  the  more  important,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  confiscated  all  the 
days  on  which  private  Members  had  the 
opportunity  of  bringing  questions  before 
the  House.  It  was  most  important,  then, 
that  the  Irish  Members  should  use 
these  opportunities  when  they  did  arise. 
There  were  two  or  three  questions  which 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  Committee.  The  first  question  re- 
lated to  the  Police  Act,  under  which  the 
people  had  to  pay  heavily,  and  that  cour 
stituted  a  great  grievance  in  his  own 
county  of  Gal  way.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land giving  directions  for  individual  pro- 
tection where  it  was  needed.  It  had 
been  done  in  Galway  ;  but  in  his  part  of 
the  county  he  could  see  no  necessity  for 
it.  He  said  that  where  this  individual 
protection  was  given  it  should  come  from 
the  ordinary  Constabulary  Force,  and  be 
paid  for  in  the  ordinary  way  out  of  the 
sums  annually  voted  for  that  Body  by 
Parliament.  He  believed  that  the  law 
of  the  country,  if  properly  administered, 
was  ample  for  the  protection  of  the 
people.  The  Constabulary  Force  was 
managed  to  a  certain  extent  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  a  certain  extent  by 
local  men.  If  it  was  said  by  anyone  that 
there  were  not  enough  constables  in  a 
county  a  larger  number  were  sent  there, 
and  the  poor  people  in  the  districts  had 
to  pay  for  them.  And  it  was  that  which 
constituted  the  grievance  of  which  he 
had  to  complain.  Ho  believed  that  if 
there  were  an  OflBcial  in  that  House 
whose  position  was  dependent  upon  his 
pleasing  the  people,  this  matter  would 
have  been  inquired  into  in  order  to  see 
how  the  law  was  administered,  and  then 
he  was  convinced  that  it  would  have 
been  found  that  the  sum  at  present  voted 
by  Parliament  was  sufficient  for  the  re- 
quirements of  the  country  in  respect  of 
police  protection.  Whether  the  practice 
he  was  complaining  of  was  continued  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  open  a  sore  he 
knew  not ;  but  whethe^  ij  w^ag  ^(^^ji^^^g 
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tlie  money  was  being  screwed  out  of 
people  who  could  not  pay  it,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  thought  it  con- 
stituted a  very  proper  case  to  bring  for- 
ward in  that  House.  The  second  sub- 
ject to  which  he  desired  to  call  attention 
was  the  extraordinary  inaction  of  the 
Board  of  Works  so  far  as  arterial  drain- 
age was  concerned.  When  the  Land 
Act  was  passing  through  Parliament  he 
had  suggested  that  the  tenant  farmers 
should  be  allowed  to  get  small  sums  for 
the  purpose  of  draining  their  land.  That 
was  agreed  to,  and  embodied  in  the  Act; 
but  he  believed  the  minimum  sum  to  be 
advanced  was  fixed  at  £50 — at  any  rate, 
it  was  fixed  at  £50  by  the  Board  of 
Works.  He  had  never  contended  that 
the  tenant  farmers  should  be  able  to 
obtain  small  loans  of  £5  or  £10,  because 
that  would  be  on  the  face  of  it  bad  and 
careless  legislation ;  but  he  did  contend 
that  several  tenant  farmers,  having  each 
to  do  drainage  to  the  value  of  £10, 
should  be  allowed  to  club  together,  and 
by  thus  making  up  the  required  mini- 
mum get  their  small  amount  of  drainage 
done.  But  they  were  not  allowed  to  get 
the  money  in  this  way,  as  he  was  in- 
formed, owing  to  the  laziness  of  the  offi- 
cials of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  expect  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  go  into  these  matters  of 
detail ;  but  he  did  hope  that  he  would 
pay  some  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
that  he  would  not  always  be  looking 
after  the  police  work  of  the  country. 
That  had  been  the  case  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Predecessor, 
although  he  would  not  say  that  it  had 
been  so  with  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  under 
the  late  Conservative  Government.  He 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  if  he  would  look  into  the  matters 
he  (Colonel  Nolan)  was  laying  before 
the  Committee,  and  would  do  something 
to  remedy  the  grievances  complained  o^ 
he  would  make  a  greater  change  in  the 
state  of  Ireland  in  six  months  than  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  in  10  or 
1 5  years.  He  did  not  blame  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
for  the  existing  state  of  things,  because 
he  did  not  consider  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  tenure  of  Office  had  been 
long  enough  to  enable  him  to  under- 
stand the  question  thoroughly ;  but,  as 
he  had  stated,  his  experience  of  Chief 
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Secretaries  during  the  last  10  years  was 
that  they  had  chiefly  occupied  them- 
selves in  watching  the  Dublin  police  who 
were  brought  up  to  take  their  orders 
from  the  Chief  Secretary.  If  the  police 
in  Ireland  were  placed  under  a  more 
enlightened  system  the  people  of  the 
country  would,  instead  of  looking  upon 
them  as  their  enemies,  regard  them  as 
their  best  friends.  The  next  subject  he 
wished  to  refer  to  was  the  Irish  PHtj 
Council,  with  regard  to  which  he  had 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion.  It  was  quite 
true  that  he  had  secured  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  that  Motion ;  so  he  had 
with  regard  to  other  Motions ;  but  the 
days  on  which  they  would  have  come 
forward  had  been  confiscated,  and  it 
was  very  likely  the  same  thing  would 
happen  with  regard  to  the  Motion  about 
the  ftivy  Council,  seeing  that  it  related 
to  matters  connected  with  Ireland.  He 
should  not  be  surprised  if  it  were  to 
be  confiscated  in  order  to  give  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vemment  an  opportunity  few 
talking  on  the  Coercion  Law.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  Privy  Council,  Ireland. 
The  late  Lord  Chancellor  was  an  eminent 
lawyer,  and  against  his  memory  he  had 
nothing  to  say.  He  had,  however,  to 
refer  to  his  action  in  the  case  of  a  rail- 
way in  his  county  of  Galway,  whidi 
Sassed  through  a  district  which  wu 
oubtless  well  known  to  many  Members 
of  that  House,  and  which,  because  of 
its  romantic  character,  was  very  much 
visited.  The  baronies  had  voted  a  large 
sum  of  money — as  much  as  2«.  Si.  in 
the  pound — for  that  railway,  which,  al- 
though he  would  not  fo  into  the  questioii 
whether  it  was  a  gooa  or  a  bad  railway, 
he  was  under  the  impression  was  a  good 
and  useful  one.  Now,  the  railway  in 
question,  although  it  had  passed  all  the 
other  Bodies,  was  thrown  out  by  the 
Privy  Council.  He  was  not  going  to  aay 
that  the  Privy  Council  were  extremely 
wrong  in  the  course  they  took ;  but  hvi 
own  opinion  was  that  the  railway  ought 
to  have  been  passed.  In  this  matter  the 
Tramwi^  Act  had  broken  down. 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon.  aad 
gallant  Member  must  not  pursue  that 
subject  now.  He  could  not  anticipata 
his  N^otice  on  this  Yote. 

CoLoinEL  NOLAN  said,  he  shoold*  of 
course,  obey  the  ruling  of  the  Chainnuu 
and  would  branch  forth  into  anothtr 
matter,  which  was  not  altogether  with- 
out connection  with  that  on  which  h' 
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had  been  speaking.  He  pointed  out  the 
inexpediency  of  voting  any  money  for 
Privy  Councillors  or  any  Judicial  Officers 
on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Without  say- 
ing that  they  were  not  good  Officers, 
which  was  entirely  beside  the  question, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  instead  of  the 
Privy  Council  there  ought  to  be  some 
Local  Body  in  Ireland  more  or  less 
elected  by  the  people.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
although  he  had  not  gone  into  the  mat- 
ter at  length,  had  already  spoken  upon 
that  proposal.  He  was  satisfied  that,  if 
they  had  in  Ireland  a  body  of  men  oonsti- 
tnted  in  the  manner  he  had  described, 
instead  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  attend 
to  these  matters,  they  might,  in  a  com- 
paratively short  time,  efEect  a  number  of 
necessary  useful  and  permanent  reforms 
in  the  country. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  could  not  continue  to 
discuss  the  subject  of  the  Privy  Council. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Vote  relating 
to  that  Body. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  knew  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  were  not  very  much  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  he  made  with  regard  to 
the  Privy  Council.  The  Government 
would  not  allow  Irish  Members  to  have 
any  voice  in  the  spending  of  the 
£8,000,000  voted  for  Ireland,  and  even 
when  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  remon- 
strated in  connection  with  any  portion  of 
the  money  voted  they  would  not  listen 
to  them.  He  said  it  was  more  than 
hard — it  was  in  the  nature  of  tyranny — 
to  extract  Irish  money  from  the  pockets 
of  the  people,  take  the  whole  of  it,  ad- 
minister the  whole  of  it,  and  then  to 
refuse  to  listen  to  reasonable  remon- 
strances, which  had  for  their  object  the 
improvement  of  the  condition  of  the 
Ineh  people.  He  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  a 
member  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  there 
was  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
connected  with  the  Privy  Council.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Privy 
Council  in  Ireland  was  a  Body  which 
consisted  almost  exclusively  of  paid 
members.  He  believed  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  Ireland  was  a  mem- 
ber, and  with  that  exception  and  one  or 
two  others  all  the  members  of  the  Privy 
Council  were  paid  under  the  Vote  before 
them. 


The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  not  in  Order  in 
discussing  that  subject.  There  was  no- 
thing whatever  on  the  Estimate  for  the 
Privy  Council. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  should  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  objecting  to  the 
Privy  Council  in  Ireland ;  and  he  would 
now  urge  some  objections  against  the 
Vote  for  the  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  move  its  reduction  by 
the  sum  of  £1,000. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would,  of  course,  be 
in  Order  in  referring  to  the  Household  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ;  but  he 
would  not  be  in  Order  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  on  what  Vote 
he  could  discuss  the  question  of  the 
Privy  Council  ? 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  be  in  Order  in 
discussing  it  when  a  Vote  for  the  Privy 
Council  was  proposed. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  objected  to 
the  item  of  £50,000,  and  he  did  so  on 
the  ground  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Officers  of  the  Privy  Council.  In  Eng- 
land they  did  not  have  Judges  on  the 
Privy  Council ;  a  few  of  them  were,  no 
doubt.  Privy  Councillors ;  but  in  Ireland 
the  words  Judge  and  Privy  Councillor 
were  synonymous,  and  their  salaries 
were  voted  in  that  House.  He  acknow- 
ledged that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  a  great  au- 
thority on  the  subject ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  hon.  Member  said  they  were 
not  paid  out  of  this  Vote,  but  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
knew  that  was  the  case ;  but  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  contended  that,  although 
they  were  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  they  received  a  go'od  many  extra 
allowances  under  these  Votes.  The 
three  points  to  which  he  had  called 
attention  were — first,  the  grievance  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  .with  regard  to 
the  Constabulary;  secondly,  the  ineffi- 
cient action  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
relation  to  drainage  in  Ireland ;  and, 
thirdly,  the  objectionable  constitution 
of  the  Irish  Privy  Council,  for  which, 
he  contended,  another  Body  ought  to 
be  substituted.  Those  three  points,  if 
not  cardinal,  were,  at  all  events,  in  the 
second  class,  and  were  well  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  If  the  reforms 
he  had  indicated  were  carried  out,  it 
would  show  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
their  welfare  was  a  matter  of  concern  to 
their  Governors ;  and,  in  that  case,  he 
believed  that  they  would  have  a  much 
greater  respect  for  them  than  they  had 
at  present. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  had  not  the  figures  relating  to 
the  police  with  him,  and  did  not  wish  to 
quote  them  from  memory ;  but  if  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  be  good 
enough  to  put  a  Question  to  him  in  the 
House  upon  the  subject,  he  believed  he 
should  be  able  to  give  him  a  satisfactory 
reply,  and  one  that  would  show  that  a 
very  considerable  reduction  had  been 
made.  With  regard  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  he  quite  saw  the  importance  of 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  stated ;  but  the  matter  in  no  way 
came  under  his  supervision,  and  he  was, 
therefore,  afraid  that  he  could  give  no 
information  on  the  question  of  loans  to 
tenant  farmers.  Then  with  regard  to 
the  Privy  Council  in  Ireland,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  well  aware 
that  this  question  of  dealing  with  rail- 
way and  other  6cheme0  was  not  peculiar 
to  Ireland;  it  had  reference  also  to 
England.  There  had  been,  he  believed, 
either  a  Bill  or  a  Motion  before  the 
House  that  Session  to  constitute  a  Body 
in  the  Provinces— in  some  parts  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland — to  deal  with 
all  those  questions.  In  some  respects  it 
was  thought  that  that  would  be  more  satis- 
factory than  the  existing  arrangement. 
The  Privy  Council  in  Ireland  was  very 
different  from  the  Privy  Council  in 
England — it  corresponded  to  what  was 
in  England  called  the  Judicial  Commit- 
tee; but  the  subject  was  too  large  for 
him  either  to  form  an  opinion  upon  or 
to  discuss  at  that  time  in  the  morning 
(1  A.M.),  although  it  was  one  well  worthy 
of  attention. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day, 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

ICOTIOir  FOB  LEAVE.  [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [14th  May] — 

Colonel  Nola)% 


"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tennre  of  land 
by  Crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland  ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating  there- 
to."—(TA*  Lord  Advocate.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  presenting 
such  a  Bill  as  this  to  the  House,  the 
first  point  upon  which  it  may  naturally 
be  expected  that  I  should  offer  some 
explanation  is  the  ground  of  neces- 
sity or  expediency  which  callB  for  such 
a  measure;  but  I  think  that,  in  the 
present  case,  this  is  a  matter  which 
may  be  dealt  with  in  a  very  few  words. 
It  is  well  known  to  the  House  that 
in  the  month  of  March,  1883,  a  Bojal 
Commission  was  issued  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  the  Crofters  and  Cottars 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land, and  into  other  matters  affecting 
the  same  or  relating  thereto.  That 
Commission  took  a  great  body  of  evi- 
dence, and  visited,  I  believe,  nearly  all 
the  localities  concerned,  and  were  thus 
enabled  to  place  before  the  public  an 
amount  of  information  such  as  they  did 
not  previously  possess.  Besides  the 
evidence  taken  there  was  the  Beport, 
with  which,  I  suppose,  all  who  nare 
taken  an  interest  in  this  matter  are 
familiar ;  and,  without  going  into  the 
particular  conclusions  contained  in  that 
Heport,  it  is  enough  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Bill  to  say  that  the  Commissioners 
arrived  at  the  result  that  legislation  was 
essential,  or,  at  least,  highly  expedient 
But  perhaps  I  ought  to  remind  the 
House  of  the  Eesolution  which  the 
House  arrived  at  on  the  14th  of  No- 
vember, 1883,  and  that  without  any  di*- 
sentient  voice.    It  was — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honae,  it  i«  U» 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  to  gtw 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Boy«l 
Commission  upon  the  condition  of  the  croftcn 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islmnds  of 
Scotland,  or  to  apply  such  other  rsmedies  a« 
they  deem  advisahle;  and  that  this  Hoaar 
concurs  in  the  opinion  expressed  hy  the  Koral 
Commission  at  page  110  of  ita  Report,  ^JbaX 
*  The  mere  vindication  of  authority  and  refm*- 
sion  of  resistance  would  not  estahUah  Ibe  rda- 
tions  of  mutual  con6denoe  hetween  Uadkc^ 
and  tenant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the  cooatry 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all  oor  x»- 
qairies  and  counsels  would  be  expended  ia 
vain.' " 

Well,  Sir,  it  is  only  necoflsary,  I  tluok, 
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to  add  that  the  public  opinion  of  the 
country,  as  manifested  through  its  ordi- 
nary channels,  does  concur  in  the  de- 
mdnd  that  there  should  be  some  legisla- 
tive provision  made  with  the  view  of 
endeavouring  to  remedy  the  evils  which, 
I  think,  are  admitted  or  established  to 
exist.  Therefore,  upon  that  point  I  do 
not  propose  to  say  anything  more  ;  and  I 
shall  at  once  proceed  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  the  loading  provisions 
of  the  measure  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  resolved  to  submit  for 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  and  to  ex- 
plain the  reasons  for  these  leading  pro- 
visions. 

Now,  in  considering  what  form  of 
legislation  should  be  adopted,  I  need 
not  assure  the  House  that  very  careful 
attention  has  been  given  to  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  Boyai  Commission  con- 
tained in  their  Beport,  and  in  parti- 
cular to  those  suggestions  which  had 
relation  to  what  is  the  main  topic  con- 
cerned— I  mean  that  of  the  land.  I 
snppose  that  hon.  Members  generally 
are  aware  that  the  leading  recommenda- 
tions on  that  head  were  that  a  local 
constitution  of  a^uo^t-corporate  character 
should  be  given  to  Highland  townships, 
and  that  provisions  should  be  made  for 
their  oonservation,  improvement,  and 
extension.  Now,  these  suggestions, 
although  well  meant,  and  indicating 
a  feeling  of  much  sympathy  with 
and  a  great  appreciation  of  historical 
facta  and  associations,  did  not  appear  to 
the  Grovernment  to  afiford  a  basis 
for  satififactory  legislation.  While,  no 
donbt,  there  has  been  something  in  the 
nature  of  townships  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  for  probably  as  long  as  history 
records,  these  have  never  had  anything 
like  a  municipal  or  corporate  constitu- 
tion ;  and,  therefore,  to  follow  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission  in  this 
matter  would  have  been  to  create,  for 
the  first  time,  something  entirely  novel 
and  devoid  of  any  analogy  or  precedent 
in  the  rural  economy  of  Scotland.  And, 
furthermore,  the  suggestions  on  that 
head  must  have  been  observed  by  those 
who  read  them  to  be  exceedingly  com- 
phcated ;  and  anything  like  complication 
in  matters  affecting  a  simple  and  primi- 
tive people  is  manifestly  undesirable  if 
more  obvious  and  more  simple  remedies 
can  be  applied.  I  think,  therefore,  that, 
without  entering  upon  a  detailed  criticism 
of  th^e  proposals,  it  is  probably  enough 
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to  say  that  the  result  of  the  considera- 
tions of  the  Government,  concurring,  I 
believe,  with  the  opinion  entertained  by 
those  who  have  considered  the  matter 
outside  the  Government,  is  that  that 
idea  of  providing  for  the  conservation 
on  a  legal  basis  of  existing  townships 
and  creating  new  ones  is  not  one  to 
which  it  would  be  proper  to  ask  the 
House  to  give  legislative  sanction. 

Well,  then,  passing  from  that,  the  lead- 
ing proposals  that  have  been  made,  not 
so  much,  perhaps,  I  should  say,  in  the 
Beport  as  in  the  discussions  which  have 
arisen  cut  of  the  Beport,  may,  I  think, 
be  classed  under  four  heads — ^I  mean 
that  the  demands  which  have  been  made 
either  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Crofters 
in  relation  to  the  essential  matter  of  the 
land  may  be  conveniently  formulated 
thus  : — In  the  first  place,  for  security  of 
tenure;  in  the  second  place,  for  fair  rents 
ascertained  by  some  impartial  authority; 
in  the  third  place,  for  compensation  for 
improvements  upon  a  somewhat  more 
liberal  and  somewhat  different  scale 
from  that  provided  by  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  of  1883;  and  lastly,  for 
what  is  designated  by  the  words  **  more 
land" — meaning  that  there  should  be 
some  provision  made  for  enlarging 
existing  holdings,  and  providing  land 
for  those  who  have  it  not  at  present. 

Now,  in  regard  to  these  matters, 
I  may  say  that  the  Bill  which  I  ask 
leave  now  to  introduce  does  make  pro- 
vision for  security  of  tenure  in  the 
Crofter  districts;  and  I  shall  give  explana- 
tion, by-and-bye,  in  regard  to  the  defini- 
tions which  we  propose  to  submit  of  a 
»' Crofter"  and  of  **  Crofter  districts," 
to  show  how  the  provisions  which  we 
propose  will  be  oontined,  geographically 
and  otherwise,  within  the  territorial 
limits  in  which  the  conditions  exist 
which  seem  to  require  such  provisions. 
In  the  meantime,  I  may  say  that 
in  these  districts  we  propose  by  this 
Bill  to  provide  that  a  Crofter  shall 
not  be  removed  from  the  holding  of 
which  he  is  tenant  except  in  conse- 
quence of  the  breach  of  one  or  more  of 
th^  specific  conditions  which  are  to  be 
termed  **  statutory  conditions."  And  I 
may  shortly  mention  what  these  condi- 
tions are  : — That  the  Crofter  shall  pay 
his  rent  at  the  terms  at  which  it  is  due 
and  payable ;  that  he  shall  not  execute 
any  deed  purporting  to  assign  his  ten- 
ancy; that  he — 
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"Shall  not,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  interest 
of  the  landlord,  persiBtently  injure  the  holding 
by  the  dilapidations  of  buildings  or,  after  no- 
tice has  been  given  by  the  landlord  to  the 
crofter  not  to  commit  or  to  desist  from  the  par- 
ticular injury  specified  in  such  notice,  by  the 
deterioration  of  the  soil ;  '* 

and  then  follows  another  condition,  the 
importance  of  which,  will  be  obvious  to 
all  who  are  familiar  with  the  evils  of 
sub-division  and  sub-letting  of  hold- 
ings.   It  is  that — 

"  The  crofter  shall  not,  without  the  consent 
of  his  landlord,  in  writing,  subdivide  his  hold- 
ing or  sublet  the  same  or  any  part  thereof,  or 
erect  or  suffer  to  be  erected  thereon  any  dwell- 
ing house  otherwise  than  in  substitution  for 
those  already  upon  the  holding  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  this  Act." 

Then  follow  provisions  relative  to  bank- 
ruptcy, and  not  establishing  houses  for 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  and  the 
reservation  of  the  usucd  rights  belonging 
to  a  landlord  over  property  which  is 
in  the  hands  of  a  tenant.  Now,  these 
are,  briefly  stated,  the  provisions  pro- 
posed to  be  made  with  respect  to  the 
matter  of  security  of  tenure ;  and  I  may 
in  that  connection  read  the  definition 
we  propose  for  the  word  "  Crofter,"  so 
as  to  show  the  class  of  persons  for 
whom  the  security  of  tenure  is  meant 
to  be  provided.    A  **  Crofter  "  means 

"  A  tenant  of  a  holding  from  year  to  year, 
who  habitually  resides  on  his  holding,  the  rent 
of  which  does  not  exceed  thirty  pounds  in 
money,  and  which  is  situated  in  a  crofting 
parish." 

The  meaning  of  a  **  Crofting  parish  "  I 
shall  afterwards  explain.  So  that  the 
class  of  persons  for  whom  this  security 
is  proposed  to  be  provided  are  those 
who  are  possessed  of  what  is  generally 
known  as  a  holding  from  year  to  year, 
or  tenancy  at  will,  which  is  legally  in- 
terpreted to  be  a  holding  from  year  to 
year  or  for  a  year.  The  reasons  for  dis- 
tinguishing the  circumstances  of  persons 
so  situated  from  persons  holding  a  lease 
will,  I  think,  be  obvious.  Such  being, 
shortly,  the  nature  of  the  provisions 
which  we  propose  with  respect  to  secu- 
rity of  tenure,  it  may  naturally  be  asked 
what  are  the  reasons  for  which  this  se- 
curity is  proposed  to  be  provided  for  the 
class  of  CroUers,  and  what  are  the  con- 
ditions which  differentiate  their  state 
from  that  of  the  rest  of  the  tenantry 
of  Scotland,  for  whom  no  such  pro- 
vision is  proposed,  nor,  indeed,  sug- 
gested ?    Now,  I  think  that  to  anyone 

Th£  Lord  Advocate 
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who  is  familiar  with  the  essential  differ- 
ences between  the  tenantry  throughout 
Scotland  generally  and  the  small  holders 
of  land  in  Crofting  districts,  the  answer 
will  be  very  plain.  For  very  many 
years,  throughout  the  greater  part  of 
Scotland,  land  has  been  held  by  tenants 
under  contract,  free  in  the  true  sense — 
a  contract  entered  into  between  int^- 
gent  and  independent  tenants  on  the 
one  hand,  and  their  landlords  on  the 
other,  the  bargain  being  generally  for 
a  lease  for  a  number  of  years,  such  num- 
ber as  they  considered  for  their  mutual 
intetest,  but  most  commonly  for  19 
years.  Under  that  system,  agriculture 
undoubtedly  has  greatly  flourished  in 
Scotland — ^indeed,  to  an  extent  which 
I  suppose  is  not  surpassed  in  any  other 
country — ^in  those  places  where  the  con- 
ditions I  have  just  mentioned  have  pre- 
vailed. In  these  localities,  the  custom 
has  been  for  the  landlord  to  equip 
the  farm  with  buildings  and  fences, 
and  generally  with  drainage,  and,  in 
short,  to  bring  the  farm  into  a  lettable 
condition,  ana  then  to  put  it  into  the 
market  as  a  commercial  subject.  It  is 
offered  for  and  taken  as  a  oommercitl 
subject  so  equipped ;  and  therefore  it  is 
literally  as  well  as  technically  true  that 
where  these  conditions  exist,  and  where 
they  have  long  existed,  there  is,  in  the 
fullest  sense,  freedom  of  contract  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  Bargains 
are  made  in  the  manner  that  best  suit 
the  conditions  of  the  contracting  parties, 
and  any  proposal  to  interfere  with  sudi 
arrangements  made  by  persons  so  oircum- 
stanced  would  not  meet  with  the  approba- 
tion, I  should  think,  either  of  the  House 
or  of  the  country.  But,  then,  Sir,  the  con- 
dition of  the  Highlands  generally,  and 
particularly  of  the  Crofter  districts  of  the 
Highlands,  because  it  is  to  them  alone 
that  this  Bill  applies,  is  very  differait 
not  only  historically — and  by  that  1 
mean  not  only  in  ancient  history,  hot 
in  recent  history — but  also  very  dif- 
ferent in  actual  present  fact.  Not  to  go 
very  far  back — I  mean  what  would  not 
be  very  far  back  in  the  history  of  the 
more  settled  parts  of  the  country— dova 
to  the  middle  of  the  last  century,  as  is 
well  known,  the  Highlanders  of  Scot- 
land were  under  the  clan  system,  and, 
so  long  as  the  clan  system  prerailsd, 
the  members  of  the  clan  shared  tht 
land  very  much  with  the  Chief ;  it  was 
practically    in   their    common    occupa- 
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tion.  I  suppose  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  nature  of  a  very  specific  bargain 
or  arrangement  between  them,  and  whe- 
ther their  being  upon  the  land  was  due 
to  legal  right  or  to  other  reasons  of 
family  and  of  clan  need  not  be  entered 
into;  the  material  fact  is  that,  at  all 
e?ent8,  down  to  the  breaking  up  of  the 
system  in  the  middle  of  the  fast  cen- 
tury, the  poor  tenants  and  clansmen 
were  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  practical,  if 
not  a  legal,  security  of  tenure  of  the 
holdings  which  they  occupied.  No  doubt 
great  changes  were  made  after  the  clan 
system  was  broken  up,  because  there 
was  a  gradual,  and  in  some  cases  a 
rapid,  progress  towards  treating  the 
land  of  the  Highlands  thus  peopled  by 
the  clans  more  m  a  commercial  manner. 
There  has  been  a  constant  progress  in 
that  direction,  not  always  with  the  full 
assent  of  one  of  the  groups  of  persons 
concerned — I  mean  the  occupiers  of  the 
soil — and  I  am  afraid  not  without 
many  hardships  being  suffered  by  them, 
particularly  in  the  latter  part  of  the  last 
and  the  earlier  part  of  this  century. 
But,  not  to  refer  to  these  in  any  detail 
— to  the  clearances,  I  mean,  of  the 
latter  part  of  the  last  century  and  the 
eariier  part  of  this — it  is  enough  to 
know  that  there  was  undoubtedly  much 
hardship  at  that  time,  and  bitter  feelings 
were,  no  doubt,  then  engendered,  which 
I  am  afraid  have  never  since  entirely 
died  out.  But,  however  that  may  be, 
there  has  remained  and  there  still  exists 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  a  very 
large  body  of  small  tenants,  oommonly 
denominated  Crofters,  living  under  con- 
ditions which  cannot  be  at  all  assimi- 
lated to  those  I  have  just  described  as 
prevailing  throughout  Scotland  gene- 
rally. Amongst  the  differences  between 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  and  the  rest 
of  Scotland  are,  in  the  former,  the  small- 
ness  of  the  holdings;  the  fact  that 
usually  they  are  not  held  under  lease; 
and  the  fact  that  they  are  not  generally 
equipped  by  the  landlord  or  treated  as 
commercial  subjects  put  upon  the  market 
as  the  Lowland  farms  are.  In  short,  a 
whole  group  of  special  conditions  sur- 
rounds the  inhabitants,  practically  indi- 
genous inhabitants,  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands,  and  designates  them  as 
altogether  different,  in  the  essential  par- 
ticulars I  have  just  mentioned,  from 
those  of  the  rest  of  the  country,  making 
provisions  not  only  equitable,  but  pos- 


sibly necessary,  for  them  which  would 
be  both  inappropriate  and  imnecessary 
for  the  tenants  of  the  other  parts  of 
Scotland.  I  do  not  desire  to  weary  or 
delay  the  House,  at  this  hour,  by  read- 
ing much  in  proof  of  what  I  have  just 
stated;  but  I  may  read  one  or  two 
very  short  passages  from  documents  of 
authority,  and  these  not  very  ancient, 
which  bear  out  what  I  have  just  said. 
Probably  there  is  no  Eeport  that  carries 
greater  weight  than  that  presented  by 
Sir  John  M*Neill  to  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision in  1851  with  regard  to  the  then 
condition  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland.  In  one  passage  of  his 
Report,  Sir  John  M'Niell  describes  the 
existing  conditions  thus — 

'*The  rent  of  the  croft  once  fixed  remains 
unchanged,  unless  in  the  event  of  a  general  in- 
crease or  reduction  of  all  the  rents  on  the  pro- 
perty or  piurt  of  the  property  in  which  it  is 
situated ;  and  in  all  cases  that  rent  includes  the 
hill  grazing,  which  is  almost  always  attached 
to  it.  Once  established  in  his  small  farm,  the 
crofter*s  name  is  entered  on  the  Bent  Roll, 
and  so  long  as  he  pays  his  rent  he  does  not 
expect  to  be  removed,  unless  as  a  punishment 
for  delinquency.  On  some  of  the  old  hereditary 
properties  the  occupation  of  the  «roft  has  by 
custom  become  hereditary — the  son,  if  in  a 
condition  to  take  the  croft,  succeeding  to  his 
father  as  a  matter  of  course ;  and  this  custom 
has  generally  been  respected  by  persons  who 
have  recently  acquired  large  properties  where 
it  was  established.  But  where  estates  have 
been  much  divided,  and  especially  where  small 
properties  have  been  purchased  on  speculation, 
or  acquired  by  persons  not  previously  acquainted 
with  the  custom,  it  has  not  been  so  generally 
regarded.'* 

This  passage  will  show  that  the  pro- 
posal to  give  security  of  tenure  to  the 
class  of  poor  tenants  generally  known 
as  "  Crofters "  is  really  nothing  more 
than  to  confer  a  legislative  sanction  upon 
the  custom  and  the  usage  prevailing  on 
well  and  benevolently  managed  estates. 
If  that  is  a  true  representation  of  the  mat- 
ter, I  think  the  House  need  not  have  any 
difficulty  in  accepting  the  proposition. 
What  we  propose  is  simply  what  good 
landlords  have  been  in  the  habit  of  doing, 
according  to  Sir  John  M'Neill,  and  no  one 
knew  the  Highlands  better  than  he  did. 
I  will  read  other  two  lines  from  another 
part  of  his  Beport,  in  which  he  speaks 
thus.    He  says — 

"A  more  secure  tenure  of  the  lands  they 
occupy  would  tend  to  make  industrious  and  re- 
spectable crofters  more  diligent  and  successful 
cultivators.** 

That,  I  believe,  is  a  view  which  will 
meet  with  general  assent,  because,  be- 
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sides  the  sense  of  relief  from  strife  and 
contentioD,  there  will  be  a  stimulus  to 
exertion  and  encouragement  to  industry 
arising  from  that  security  which  is 
at  present  absent.  Now,  although  in 
the  Eeport  of  the  recent  Commission 
the  plan  was  preferred  of  dealing  with 
Crofter  communities  in  their  ^Ma«»-cor- 
porate  capacity  rather  than  the  scheme 
of  giving  security  to  the  individual 
Crofter,  the  very  eminent  and  distin- 
guished persons  who  constituted  the 
Commission  did  not  overlook  the  im- 
portance of  considering  the  individual, 
and  I  will  read  a  very  few  lines  from  a 
passage  in  their  Beport,  in  which  I 
think  this  is  very  well  brought  out. 
They  say — 

"  It  would  obvioualy  be  idle  to  set  apart  par- 
ticular areas  of  land  as  an  asylum  for  a  particu- 
lar class  of  cultivators,  and  to  deny  to  the  in- 
dividual cultivator  those  securities  which  are 
necessary  to  the  safe  and  profitable  exercise  of 
his  industry.  In  view  of  the  suffering  endured 
in  times  past  by  the  people  through  inconside- 
rate removals,  of  which  they  retain  a  lasting 
impression,  and  of  the  dread  they  express  of 
similar  treatment  hereafter,  though  that  may 
be  in  some  degree  unreal,  as  well  as  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  an  impulse  to  ameliorations, 
we  are  of  opinion  that  special  provisions  would 
here  be  justifiable  which  would  not  be  requisite 
among  other  orders  of  men  more  independent, 
better  informed,  and  more  capable  of  governing 
their  own  destinies.'* 

Now,  this  passage  seems  strongly  to 
support  the  propriety — and,  indeed,  the 
necessity — of  making  some  such  proposal 
as  we  now  submit  for  giving  security  of 
tenure  to  these  small  Crofters.  It  would 
enable  them  to  pursue  their  industry 
without  fear,  and  with  that  confidence 
and  those  encouragements  which  are 
likely  to  arise  from  such  security.  And, 
if  the  question  be  asked  whether  there 
is  any  precedent  for,  or  any  example  of, 
the  Legislature  interfering  to  give  addi- 
tional security  to  the  occupants  of  land 
in  Scotland,  I  would  refer  to  one  which 
is  well  known  in  that  country — I  mean 
the  old  Scotch  Act  of  1449.  Prior  to 
that  time,  a  contract  of  lease  was  re- 
garded in  law  as  being  what  it  really 
is  in  fact,  a  purely  personal  contract, 
and  it  fell  when  the  land  changed 
hands.  That,  however,  was  manifestly 
so  inexpedient,  and  worked  such  great 
hardships,  that  the  Legislature  of  that 
day,  in  its  quaint  language,  enacted 
this  brief  Statute — 

<'It  is  ordained  for  the  safetie  and  favour  of 
puir  people  that  labouris  the  ground,  that  they 
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and  all  utheris,  that  has  taken,  or  nil  take, 
landes  in  time  to  come  fra  Lordes.  and  hat 
termes  and  zeires  thereof,  that  suppose  tha 
Lordes  sell  or  annaly  that  land  or  landes :  tht 
takers  sail  remain  with  their  taikea,  unto  the 
isckew  of  their  termes,  qnhais  hands  that  erar 
thay  landes  cum  to,  for  sick  like  maill,  as  thej 
took  them  for." 

That  was,  undoubtedly,  an  instance  in 
which  the  Legislature  converted  into  t 
real  right  what  was  merely  a  personal 
contract,  and  thereby  gave  a  measure  of 
security  to  the  poor  tenants  of  the  coun- 
try generally,  who,  I  fear,  were  not  it 
that  time  much  better  circumstanced  than 
many  of  the  Crofters  are  now;  and, 
therefore,  if  any  precedent  were  wanted 
for  interference  where  it  appears  equit- 
able and  necessary,  that  Act  would  sap* 
ply  it.  Mr.  Tytler,  the  well-known  his- 
torian, savs  of  the  Act,  in  his  HuUry  tf 
Scotland,  vol.  iii.  page  121 — 

*'A  wise  and  memorable  Act  in  its  fntan 
consequences  on  the  security  of  propartr,  tht 
liberty  of  the  great  body  of  the  people,  and  tbs 
improvement  of  the  country." 

Now,  when  we  find  the  condition  of 
matters  disclosed  in  the  last  Beport 
of  the  Koyal  Ckixnmission  on  the  stata 
of  the  Crofters  and  Cottars  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands,  there  does  seem  to 
be  a  call  for  giving  them — ^no  doubt  in 
a  different  measure  and  kind— that 
security  which  is  essential,  in  their  ovn 
opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  those  who 
know  most  about  the  subject,  to  enablt 
them  to  pursue  their  calling  with  prw- 
perity  and  success.  Well,  that  is  tha 
main  provision  in  regard  to  the  queatica 
of  security  of  tenure. 

But  1  ou^ht  to  add,  in  this  connec- 
tion, that  it  is  not  proposed  in  tha 
Bill  to  give  a  power  of  asaigning  tha 
right  wmch  is  thus  made  secure  to  tha 
tenant ;  and  it  is  necessary,  in  expU- 
nation  of  this,  to  point  out  to  tha 
House  that  there  is  a  vital  and  ea^ 
sential  distinction  between  the  viav 
entertained,  as  I  understand,  in  Eng* 
land  and  that  which  prevails  in  Scotlaaa 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  the  aaaigna- 
bility  of  leases.  I  understand  in  Eng- 
land a  lease  or  a  tenancy  is  pt«* 
sumably  assignable.  In  Scotland  tha 
presumption  is  the  other  way.  A  laaaa 
of  ordinary  duration  is  not  assignaU«» 
even  up  to  19  or  21  yean;  it  iaodtr 
when  you  get  to  leases  of  such  )oag 
duration  that  assignation  or  tzaiui* 
must  have  been  contemplated  that  i:  i* 
permitted — when  you  get  to  loaaea  di 
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37  or  58  years  or  the  like.  Now,  the 
tenure  we  are  here  dealing  with,  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  is  a  tenure  from  year 
year,  and  that  is  a  tenure  to  which,  cer- 
tainly, the  quality  of  assignability  or 
right  of  transfer  has  never  been  at- 
tached by  law,  or,  I  believe,  by  custom,  in 
Scotland.  It  has  never  been  the  custom, 
apart  from  the  consent  of  the  landlord, 
in  tenancies  of  that  kind  and  duration 
to  give  the  right  of  transfer  to  another, 
or,  as  it  is  known  in  the  terminology  of 
other  systems,  "  free  sale."  So  that  if  it 
were  proposed  in  this  Bill  to  give  that 
right,  it  would  be  adding  an  entirely 
new  quality  to  the  right  as  it  existed 
before,  and  to  the  right  which  is  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  be  made  secure. 
It  would,  in  short,  be  converting  the 
right  with  which  this  Bill  deals  into 
a  substantially  different  thing,  which 
would  not  be  regarded  as  just  by  those 
who  have  other  interests  in  the  land. 
And  I  may  add  that  I  greatly  doubt 
whether  that  right,  if  conferred,  would 
be  truly  for  the  benefit  of  the  per- 
sons for  whose  advantage  this  legis- 
lation is  intended,  because  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  if  such  a  right 
were  conferred,  the  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  perpetuate  small  holdings,  which 
it  would  be  very  desirable  in  course  of 
time— not  by  harsh  or  rough  methods, 
bat  by  gentle  processes,  coming  about 
through  the  lapse  of  leases,  and  like — 
to  consolidate  into  larger,  though  not  into 
very  large,  holdings.  Accordingly,  while 
we  propose  by  this  Bill  that  the  right 
to  the  holding  or  the  tenancy  shall  de- 
scend to  the  heirs  of  the  tenant,  we 
do  not  propose  to  give  the  power  of 
selling  or  transferring  that  right  to 
strangers ;  and  I  believe  those  who  are 
familiar  not  only  with  the  law,  but  with 
the  customs,  of  Scotland,  will  approve 
of  this. 

Now,  it  is  only  necessary,  in  con- 
clusion on  this  part  of  the  matter, 
to  say  that  it  was  a  topic  requir- 
ing very -careful  consideration,  particu- 
larly in  the  view  of  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commission,  whether  the  security 
of  tenure  should  be  limited  to  the 
tenants  in  holdings  above  a  particular 
figure,  or  whether  it  should  be  made 
oniversaL  There  were  important  con- 
siderations, no  doubt,  both  ways;  but 
the  decision  come  to  by  the  Government 
is  that  it  would  not  be  right  to  place  any 
restriction  upon  the  extent  or  scope  of  the 


security  thus  given,  but  that  it  should 
belong  to  Crofters  generally— all  who 
answer  the  definition  which  I  have  now 
given.  Those  who  have  studied  the 
Eeport  of  the  Commission  are  aware 
that  some  of  the  beneficial  provisions 
which  they  suggested  were  limited  to 
holdings  of  over  £6  in  value.  They 
saw  what  must  be  obvious  to  anyone 
familiar  with  the  subject— namely,  that 
the  multitude  of  small  holdings  is  a  great 
evil,  and  that  anything  that  tended  un- 
duly to  perpetuate  that  would  not  be 
politic  or  expedient.  Accordingly,  they 
limited  their  suggestions  to  the  case 
of  Crofters  holding  at  a  rental  of  not 
less  than  £6.  But  it  unfortunately 
happens  that  any  benefit  so  limited 
would  reach  an  exceedingly  small  num- 
ber of  the  persons  for  whose  behoof  it 
it  was  intended.  From  the  information 
we  have  obtained,  it  would  appear  that 
the  holdings  above  £6  vary  at  some 
places  from  a  fifth  to  not  more  than  a 
tenth  in  others  of  all  the  holdings ;  and, 
accordingly,  if  the  security  which  it  is 
proposed  to  confer  were  limited  to  those 
above  that  or  any  higher  figure,  it  would 
leave  all  the  rest  in  the  position  of  inse- 
curity in  which  they  now  stand.  But 
as  the  provision  for  security,  which 
we  propose  to  confer,  is  coupled  with 
a  refusal  to  give  the  power  of  assign- 
ment or  sale,  there  will,  in  course  of 
time,  as  families  die  out  or  go  volun- 
tarily, come  about  that  consolidation  of 
too  small  holdings  which  is  admittedly 
desirable,  although  not  brought  about 
by  harsh,  but  gentle  and  natural 
methods.  Accordingly,  we  do  not 
propose  to  place  any  rental  limita- 
tion upon  the  benefits  intended  to 
be  conferred.  I  do  not  know  that 
upon  this  point  I  need  say  anything 
more,  as  the  Bill  will  very  soon 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
I  trust  that  I  have,  necessarily  with 
brevity  at  this  hour  of  the  morning, 
stated  what  the  provisions  are  with  re- 
gard to  security,  and  what  are  the  lead- 
ing reasons  for  which  we  propose  to  give 
that  security. 

The  next  point  is  what  is  generally 
termed  ''fair  rent."  It  seems  to  be  a 
necessary  corollary  of  a  provision  for 
security  of  tenure,  that  you  should  also 
enact  some  method  by  which  the  rent  is 
to  be  fixed  if  the  parties  are  unable 
to  agree,  because  any  provision  for  secu- 
rity would  plainly  be  illusory  which  left 
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it  to  the  final  arbitrament  of  one  of  the 
contracting  parties  to  say  what  the  rent 
should  be.  And,  accordingly,  while  it 
will  be  left  open  by  this  Bill  for  the 
parties  to  fix  their  rents  by  agree- 
ment—to continue  the  present  rent  if 
it  is  satisfactory,  or  to  fix  a  new  rent 
by  agreement,  if  they  please — it  is 
also  proposed  to  provide  that,  in  case  of 
their  being  unable  to  agree,  they  may 
apply  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  by 
valuers  to  be  appointed  under  the  Act. 
And  there  is  a  provision  that  the 
valuers,  after  hearing  the  parties,  con- 
sidering all  the  circumstances-  of  the 
case,  and  particularly  after  taking  into 
consideration  any  permanent  improve- 
ments suitable  to  the  holding,  such  im- 
provements having  been  executed  or 
paid  for  by  the  Crofter  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  the  same  family  within  30 
years^  without  their  having  received  any 
assistance  or  consideration  therefor  from 
the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
and  such  improvements  not  having  been 
executed  in  virtue  of  the  stipulations  of 
a  lease,  or  in  virtue  of  any  agreement 
or  understanding  expressed  in  estate 
regulations  or  other  writings — may  de- 
termine what  is  such  fair  rent,  and  pro- 
nounce an  order  accordingly.  There  is 
adequate  machinery,  which  I  need  not 
weary  the  House  by  going  over,  for  the 
appointment  of  these  valuers — who  it  is 
proposed  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State — for  performing  their  work, 
and  discharging  the  various  functions 
which  they  will  have  to  perform  under 
the  Act.  I  may  say  also  that  there  is 
no  desire  to  shut  out  the  parties  from 
voluntarily  fixing  upon  an  arbitrator. 
There  is  a  provision  for  having  recourse 
to  an  arbitrator  mutually  chosen ,  instead  of 
the  valuers,  if  the  parties  prefer  that  mode 
of  determining  the  rent ;  so  that  irnder 
the  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  give  not  only 
security  of  tenure,  but  **fair  rents,"  to 
persons  in  the  situation  of  the  Crofters, 
as  I  have  defined  them.  I  may  say,  in 
this  connection,  that  it  is  by  no  means  an 
unfamiliar  thing  in  the  management  of 
estates  in  Scotland  to  invoke  a  valuer  to  fix 
the  rents — I  do  not  mean  a  judicial  valuer, 
because,  of  course,  that  does  not  exist 
at  present — but  it  is  a  very  common 
thing  in  well-managed  estates,  where 
the  landlord  and  tenant  are  unable  to 
agree  as  to  the  rent,  to  call  in  a  third 
person,  who  is  asked  to  ^il,  the  rent. 
And,  therefore,  in  that  matter  also,  what 
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is  here  proposed  is  to  give  legislatife 
sanction  to  the  custom  already  by  no 
means  uncommon  throughout  the  ootm- 
try. 

Now,  Sir,  the  third  point,  with  regard 
to  which  we  propose  to  make  certain 
enactments,  is  that  of  compensation  for 
improvements.  I  ought  to  offer  a  fev 
words  of  explanation  in  regard  to  that, 
because  the  subject  of  compensation  for 
improvements  was  so  recently  before 
the  House — within  two  years— that  any 
change  or  any  extension  of  the  provisions 
then  made  may  require  some  j  ustification. 
But  I  hope  and  believe  that,  when  re- 
gard is  had  to  the  nature,  on  the  one 
hand,  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
of  1883,  and  the  large  body  of  subjects 
with  which  it  deals,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  the  special  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances of  Crofter  holdings,  it  will 
be  seen  that  very  many  of  the  provisions 
and  safeguards  which  were  requifiita 
and  proper  in  that  Act  would  be  inap- 
propriate, and  probably  oppressive,  if 
applied  to  Crofter  holdings.  It  wiH  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
antecedent  or  subsequent  consent  of  ^ 
landlord  was  requii^  to  the  first  dasi 
of  improvements  dealt  with  under  the 
Act  of  1883 — I  mean  such  improvemeoti 
as  the  making  or  enlarging  of  building*, 
or  any  extensive  changes  calculated  to 
alter  the  character  of  the  holding,  im- 
portant fences,  and  the  like — and  th« 
reasons  for  these  provisions,  which 
satisfied  the  House  at  the  time,  ap> 
obvious.  The  ordinary  ctistom  in  Soot- 
land,  at  all  events,  is  for  the  laad- 
lord  to  provide  the  buildings.  If  a 
tenant  had  been  allowed  at  his  wiQ  to 
change  the  character  of  the  subject,  and 
to  put  up  any  building,  however  expen- 
sive and  possibly  inappropriate,  hearr 
burdens  might  have  been  thrown  oa  \3b» 
landlord  in  the  way  of  compensatioa 
claims,  which  he  could  not  be  jui^ 
asked  to  bear.  But  that  is  not  a  con- 
sideration which  has  any  real  validity  ia 
the  case  of  the  small  holdings  to  which  this 
Bill  applies.  I  have  alreaidj  pointed  oat 
for  another  purpose,  and  in  another  rue- 
nection,  that  it  is  not  to  be  permitted  t> 
erect  dwelling-houses  other  than  in  foV 
stitution  for  those  already  on  the  hoU> 
ing,  the  obvious  reason  for  that  pro- 
vision in  the  place  where  it  is  intr?- 
duced  being  to  prevent  squatting,  a* 
it  is  generally  called.  But  it  ab* 
has  a  secondary  effect  in  this  coBScr- 
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tion — namely,  to  provide  against  what 
would  not  be  a  danger  on  the  part 
of  the  Crofters,  the  erection  of  unduly 
extravagant  houses;  so  that  I  do  not 
think  anyone  who  is  familiar  with  the 
conditions  of  life  in  the  Crofter  class 
would  feel  that  there  was  any  necessity 
for  asking  the  antecedent  consent  of  the 
landlord  to  erecting  the  modest  kinds 
of  houses  which,  in  point  of  practice, 
are  almost  invariably  erected  by  the 
Crofters  themselves.  The  custom  has 
been,  in  general  cases,  for  the  Crofters 
to  erect  their  own  dwellings  and  out- 
lioases,  instead  of,  as  on  the  large  farms 
in  the  Low  Country,  for  the  landlord  to 
do  80 ;  and  it  is  to  be  further  noted  that, 
in  view  of  the  simple  manners  and 
onstoms  prevailing  in  those  parts  of 
the  country,  to  ask  this  antecedent  con- 
Bent  would  really  be  to  impose  a  condition 
which  might  often  be  innocently  omitted, 
and  which  might  very  frequently  be 
burdensome.  The  result,  therefore, 
ity  as  regards  such  things  as  build- 
ings, that  we  do  not  propose  to  de- 
mand that  antecedent  or  subsequent 
oonsent — for  both  are  provided  for  in 
the  Act  of  1883 — which,  although  per- 
feotlj  fit  and  perfectly  proper  to  an 
Act  having  a  universal  extension  and 
application  to  farms  of  all  kinds,  would 
seem  not  to  be  necessary,  or  indeed  ap- 
propriate, to  the  simple  conditions  of 
tenancy  and  life  in  the  class  with  which 
this  Bill  deals.  All,  therefore,  that 
would  be  required  to  give  rise  to  a  claim 
fbr  compensation  under  this  Bill  is  that 
-  the  buildings  shall  be  suitable  to  the 
hfddiDg.  That,  of  course,  would  g^ve 
ample  latitude  of  judgment  to  the 
Talaers  who  would  be  invoked  to  assess 
the  compensation.  If  they  thought  the 
buildings  were  not  suitable  to  the  hold- 
ings the  valuers  would  not  value  them, 
or  only  value  them  in  so  far  as  they 
were  suitable,  and,  therefore,  no  in- 
justice would  be  done.  The  same  re- 
marks would  apply  to  the  matter  of 
drainage.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  drainage  was  left  in  an 
intermediate  condition  by  the  Act  of  1883. 
While  the  antecedent  or  subsequent  con- 
tent of  the  landlord  was  not  there  re- 
onired,  as  in  the  case  of  permanent 
ottildings,  a  notice  was  required.  Well, 
we  thought  that  that  would  be  an  un- 
nooossary  condition  to  prescribe  in  the 
OMe  of  Crofter  holdings;  it  would  be 
TOiy  iptto  be  overlook^.    The  amount 
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of  drainage  could  not  be  very  extensive, 
and  generally  it  would  be  obvious. 
Therefore,  in  these  and  other  matters 
we  propose  to  make  more  simple  and 
more  elastic  provisions,  appropriate,  as 
we  think,  to  the  conditions  of  the  hold- 
ings to  which  they  will  apply.  I  need 
say  no  more  on  the  three  points  which 
I  have  mentioned  —  namely,  security 
of  tenure,  fair  rents  fixed  by  an  inde- 
pendent authority,  and  compensation  for 
improvements,  because  they  are  all  dealt 
with  in  the  manner  I  have  described, 
and  I  hope  in  a  manner  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  will  be  consonant 
with  justice. 

The  next  matter  is  of  a  very  diffe- 
rent kind — I  mean  the  fourth  demand 
commonly  put  forward,  the  demand 
for  more  land.  Now,  that  is  a  mat- 
ter with  regard  to  which,  after  very 
full  and  careful  consideration,  the  Go- 
vernment have  not  seen  that  they 
could  propose  any  legislative  compulsory 
measures,  and  I  think  the  reasons  for 
this  will  be  very  plain.  The  common 
form  in  which  this  demand  is  made  is 
for  an  enlargement  by  way  of  tenancy  of 
holdings  which  are  too  small,  or  for  the 
breaking  up  of  holdings  which  are  in  the 
occupation  either  of  the  proprietors  or 
of  large  tacksmen,  with  a  view  to  dividing 
them  amongst  small  tenants.  It  will  be 
observed  that  that  is  a  kind  of  proposal 
for  which,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  there 
is  no  precedent  whatever  —  I  mean 
putting  an  obligation  upon  an  owner  to 
let  land  which  he  has  never  himself 
let,  and  to  let  it  to  persons  to  whom 
he  may  not  desire  to  let  it.  Therefore, 
it  would  require  to  be  justified  by  very 
strong  and  weighty  reasons,  and  none 
such  have  occurred  to  us.  Hitherto, 
it  has  always  been  customary,  where  it 
was  thought  necessary  in  some  public 
interest  to  take  land,  to  take  it,  by  way 
of  purchase  out  and  out,  on  payment  of 
a  full  price.  It  would  therefore  seem, 
unless  an  entirely  new  departure  is 
to  be  made,  that  any  proposal  to  en- 
large the  holdings  by  compulsory  enact- 
ment must  involve  the  conditions  usually 
attached  to  such  taking  of  land — I 
mean  taking  it  by  out  and  out  pur- 
chase. But  who  would  in  such  a  case 
be  the  purchaser  ?  I  fear  we  could  not 
expect  the  Crofter  to  be  the  purchaser, 
for  the  very  condition  of  this  legislation 
is  that  he  has  not  the  means,  and  there- 
fore to  expect  that  he  should  be  the  pur- 
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chaser  of  the  land  added  to  Hs  holding 
or  of  land  which  was  not  yet  in  his  pos- 
session, would  be  to  expect  what  was 
impossible  from  him.  Well,  could  it  be 
the  State  ?  That  would  involve  a  very 
large  proposal,  and  one  which,  down  to 
this  time,  has  not  been  sanctioned  by 
Parliament — I  mean  the  proposal  that 
the  State  should  acquire  large  stretches 
of  land  and  let  it  off  to  tenants.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  that  is  a  proposal  that 
would  be  entertained.  Well,  then,  if 
neither  the  Crofter  nor  the  State  could 
buy  the  land,  who  could?  We  know 
there  are  proposals  in  the  air,  proposals 
deserving  of  careful  consideration,  to 
allow  municipal  communities  to  acquire 
land  under  certain  conditions ;  but  there 
is  no  community  of  that  character  which 
could  acquire  the  land  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  add  to  existing  holdings  or 
to  allot  as  holdings  to  those  who  at 
present  have  none.  Therefore,  with- 
out delaying  the  House  at  this  late 
hour  by  any  elaborate  argument  on 
the  subject,  I  may  simply  repeat  that, 
while  fully  recognizing  the  great  im- 
portance of  adding  to  the  extent  of  the 
holdings  held  by  the  Crofters  in  Scotland, 
and  of  providing  holdings  for  those  who 
have  none,  we  have  not  seen  our  way  to 
make  a  legislative  proposal  on  the  sub- 
ject in  this  Bill.  But  it  does  not  follow 
that  means  may  not  be  devised,  or  indeed 
be  ready  at  hand,  for  making  the  re- 
quisite extension  of  the  Crofter  holdings. 
It  is  quite  open,  of  course,  to  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
who  have  so  largely  the  interests  of  their 

Eoor  tenants  at  heart,  to  enlarge  the 
oldings,  and  possibly  to  break  up  farms 
which  have  previously  been  in  their 
own  occupation,  and  plant  Crofters  upon 
them.  It  is  satisfactory  to  know  that  the 
feeling  of  the  Highland  proprietors  is  en- 
tirely favourable  to  making  provisions 
of  that  kind.  It  will  probably  be  in  the 
knowledge  of  many  hon.  Members  that 
at  a  most  important  meeting  held  in 
January  last,  at  Inverness,  it  was  re- 
solved— 

**  That  this  meetiog,  composed  of  proprietors 
in  the  counties  of  Caithness,  Sutherland,  Boss 
and  Cromarty,  Inverness  and  Argyll,  having  in 
view  certain  complaints  as  to  insufficiency  of 
holdings  on  the  part  of  crofters  which  were 
recently  laid  before  the  Royal  Commission  ap- 
pointea  to  inquire  into  the  coodition  of  the 
Crofters  and  Cotters  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands,  and  the  recent  appeal  made  to  Highland 
proprietors  by  the  Home  Secretary  in  his  place 
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in  the  House  of  Commons,  Resolve  seTerallj  to 
offer  to  crofters  an  undertaking  to  increase  the 
size  of  their  holdings  as  suitable  opportonitiei 
offer,  and  where  the  crofters  are  in  a  position 
profitably  to  occupy  and  stock  the  same.** 

It  is  clear,  from  this,  that  there  is  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Highland 
proprietors  to  do  that  which  it  does  aot 
appear  to  us  that  we  could  invite  tlie 
Legislature  to  sanction — namely,  to  ex- 
tend the  size  of  existing  holdings  and  to 
provide  holdings  where  there  are  none. 
In  this  Eesolution,  the  words  "  as  suit- 
able  opportunities  offer  "  are  very  pro- 
perly used.  All  who  are  familiar  vith 
the  condition  of  the  Scotch  Highlands 
at  present  are  aware  that  suitable  op- 
portunities seem  to  be  offering  them- 
selves very  largely,  because  it  is  a  £ut 
that  the  system  of  large  sheep  fanns,  to 
inaugurate  which  the  clearances  alnadj 
referred  to  were  made,  has  greatly 
broken  down,  or,  at  all  events,  is  by 
no  means  prosperous  at  this  time.  Msny 
such  farms  are  coming  on  the  market 
without  any  possibility  of  getting  tm- 
ants,  so  that  the  means  of  making 
enlargements  of  Crofter  holdings  whidi 
are  so  much  required  will  probabfy 
be  found  ready  to  the  hand  of  the 
proprietors  who  have  so  laudably  mani- 
fested their  disposition  to  meet  thii 
want.  Although  we  have  t>een  onabk 
to  propose  any  compulsory  proviaioB  for 
bringing  about  the  enlargement  contcn* 
plated,  we  have  had  it  in  view  that  it 
will  probably  be  made  by  the  propriston. 
and  have  introduced  into  the  BUI  a  pio* 
vision  for  loans  from  the  Public  Works 
(Commissioners  being  advanced  to  aid 
the  tenants  in  stocking  any  mdditioBs 
which  may  be  made  to  their  lands.  By 
Clause  14  the  Bill  provides  that — 

<<  On  the  application  of  any  laadlard  atstiac 
that  he  intends  to  enlarge  \hA  boldiar  ol  ■ 
crofter  who  is  his  tenant,  or  whoM  bt^iaisf  u 
conterminuous  with  his  property,  and  that  waek 
crofter  is  unable  without  asm  stance  to  stock  tte 
additional  laod,  the  PubHo  Works 
missioners  may,  if  they  think  proper,  i 
to  such  landlord,  on  the  security  of  tba  ' 


of  which  the  intended  addition  to  the  kolAaK 
forms  part  a  sum  to  enable  the  crofttf  to  st»dE 
such  additional  land  not  exceeding  jNv  yt«n 
rent  oi  the  entire  holding  of  the  oroftsr  ift* 
eluding  such  addition.  Such  snaa  skaE  bs  i*» 
payable  in  such  half-yearly  instalmsota  m  «£1 
repay  the  whole  sum  with  interest  at  f  Am  •■< 
half  per  centum  per  annum  m,  ut^mtf-Jim 
years. 

This  provision  seems  to  go  as  far  as  vt 
think  the  Government  can  go  in  tb*  Mtt- 
ter  of  aiding  the  Crofters  in  fAAmam^ 
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that  enlargement  wbich  the  Gt)yernment 
cannot  undertake  to  initiate. 

Now,  it  will  probably  be  thought  right 
I  should  eay  a  word  with  regard  to  the 
case  of  the  Cottars,  a  class  of  persons 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land who  have  no  land  at  all,  who 
are  not  subject  in  any  way  to  contract 
with  anyone,  who  pay  no  rent  to  any- 
one, and  who  stand  in  no  relation  of  oc- 
cupancy to  anyone — a  class  of  persons 
who  have  come  to  be  there  very  much 
by  sufferance.  It  would,  of  course,  be 
impossible  to  propose  that  security 
of  tenure  should  be  given  to  persons 
who  have,  unhappily,  no  legally  re- 
cognized tenure  at  all;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  inasmuch  as  these  persons 
have  in  very  many  cases,  probably  in 
most  cases,  been  permitted  to  erect 
houses  upon  lands  of  which  they  are 
in  the  occupancy  in  fact,  it  has  ap- 
peared to  the  Gbvernment  that  it  would 
DC  right  to  extend  the  provisions  for 
compensation  for  improvements  to  them 
—that  is  to  say,  to  enact  that  where 
a  man  who  is  not  a  tenant  has  been 
tacitly  permitted  to  put  up  a  house, 
if  it  should  be  proposed  to  remove 
him  from  that  house,  its  value  should 
be  paid  to  him  by  the  proprietor.  That 
is  all  we  propose  to  provide  with  respect 
to  the  case  of  the  Cottars. 

It  may  probably  be  asked  by  what  defi- 
nitions or  in  what  way  do  we  propose  to  re- 
strain the  operation  of  this  Bill  within  the 
territorial  limits  in  which  the  conditions 
which  have  made  its  proposals  necessary 
exist  ?  I  ought  to  add  a  few  words  on 
that  head.  I  have  already  explained 
that  the  Crofter,  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Bill,  is  a  tenant  of  a  holding  held 
from  year  to  year,  and  who  habitually 
resides  on  his  holding,  the  rent  of  which 
does  not  exceed  £30  in  money,  and  which 
is  situated  in  a  Crofting  parish.  The 
definition  which  we  propose  of  a  Croft- 
ing parish  is  this — 

**  A  parish  in  which  there  are  at  the  com* 
meocement  of  this  Act,  or  have  been,  within 
eighty  jeart  prior  thereto,  holdings  consisting 
of  arable  land  held  with  a  right  of  pasturage  in 
eommon  with  others  and  in  which  there  still 
an  crofters  at  the  commencement  of  this  Act." 

It  is  well  known  that  one  of  the  notes  or 
marks  of  the  Highland  Crofter  tenure 
was  the  occupancy  of  a  certain  portion 
of  arable  land  with  a  certain  portion 
of  Mil  grazing.  Originally,  both  were 
oecnpied  in  common ;  but  with  regard 
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to  arable  land,  that  was  so  plainly  inex- 
pedient that  it  was  abandoned,  pro- 
bably about  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury, in  most  cases,  if  not  earlier.  But 
while  the  arable  land  previously  held 
in  common  was  thus  divided  into 
several  holdings,  there  was,  from  the 
nature  of  the  case,  no  such  sub- divi- 
sion of  the  grazing  ground,  without 
which  the  Crofter  cannot  profitably 
carry  on  his  business.  The  co- existing 
occupation  of  arable  land  with  grazing 
land,  either  now  or  within  a  limited 
period,  seems  to  afford,  coupled  with  the 
other  parts  of  the  definition,  a  sufficient 
indication  of  what  should  be  a  Crofting 
parish.  I  shall  now  only  explain,  by 
way  of  further  territorial  definition  or 
limitation,  that  we  propose  to  provide 
that  the  Crofter  parishes,  or  districts 
forming  the  aggregates  of  parishes, 
should  be  within  the  counties  of  Argyll, 
Inverness,  Boss,  Sutherland,  Caithnesss 
Orkney,  and  Shetland.  These  are  the 
counties  to  which  the  Act  will  apply ;  and 
as  a  means  of  ascertaining  which  parishes 
are  Crofting  parishes  in  the  sense  I  have 
just  explained,  it  is  proposed  that  Her 
Majesty  should  appoint  three  Commis- 
sioners, who,  after  due  inquiry,  should 
ascertain  the  facts  entering  into  the 
definition,  should  determine  which  are 
Crofting  parishes  or  aggregates  of  Croft- 
ing parishes  in  these  counties,  and  should 
determine  whether  the  Act  should  apply 
to  such  parishes.  There  seems  to  be 
a  practical  consensus  of  opinion  that 
these  are  the  counties  to  which  this 
remedial  legislation  should  apply.  I 
may  remind  hon.  Members  that  in  a 
Bill  now  before  this  House,  a  Bill  called 
the  Suspension  of  Evictions  Bill,  these 
are  the  counties  which  are  mentioned ; 
and  at  the  Inverness  meeting — that  very 
influential  and  important  meeting — those 
present  were  proprietors  in  the  coun- 
ties of  Caithness,  Sutherland,  Eoss  and 
Cromarty,  Inverness  and  Argyll;  so 
that,  on  all  hands,  we  seem  to  have  a 
recognition  that  the  counties  here  named 
are  the  counties  in  which  alone  the  pro- 
posed legislation  is  necessaiy.  When, 
besides  pointing  out  the  counties,  we  add 
the  other  conditions,  and  provide  the 
means  of  ascertaining  where  the  speci- 
fied conditions  exist,  it  would  seem 
that  there  is  everything  that  is  requisite 
to  determine  the  particular  places  in 
which  the  necessity  exists,  and  m  which, 
therefore,  the  propriety^  erifl|8^^^glg 
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legislation,  marking  them  off  quite  dis- 
tinctly from  the  rest  of  the  country, 
where  a  wholly  different  state  of  things 
exists  from  that  which  I  have  referred 
to  as  well  known  to  prevail  in  the  High- 
lands. 

I  do  not  think  at  this  hour  (1.50)  I 
should  detain  the  House  any  further  on 
the  subject  of  land,  because  they  will  see 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  very  shortly ; 
but  I  will,  in  a  few  sentences,  refer  to 
one  or  two  of  the  matters  which  are  con- 
tained by  way  of  recommendation  in  the 
Eeport  of  the  Crofters'  Commission, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
they  have  not  been  neglected  or  over- 
looked by  the  Government,  although 
they  have  not  dealt  with  them  in  this 
Bill. 

The  matter  second  in  order  and  in 
importance,  which  was  considered  in 
the  Eeport  of  the  Commission,  was  that 
of  fisheries  and  communications,  and 
the  importance  of  this  matter  will  be 
fully  recognized  by  all  who  know  how 
very  largely  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
Western  Highlands  and  Islands  must 
be  expected  to  spring  from  the  success- 
ful prosecution  of  the  fishing  industry. 
That  matter  has  not  been  overlooked. 
The  first  point  involved  is  that  of  har- 
bours. Something  has  been  done  at  one 
place  already — I  mean  the  harbour  of 
Ness.  But  the  larger  question  of  har- 
bours, as  bearing  upon  that  part  of 
the  country,  is  involved  in  the  gene- 
ral consideration  of  the  Eeport  of  the 
Commission  and  the  Committee  upon 
Harbours  with  which  the  House  is 
familiar.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
deal  separately  with  these  places — at 
all  events,  to  make  any  separate  deter- 
mination with  regard  to  them — while 
the  whole  question  of  harbours  is  under 
consideration. 

Well,  next  to  harbours,  there  is  pro- 
bably nothing  of  greater  importance  to 
the  successful  prosecution  of  the  fishing 
industry  than  facility  of  communica- 
tion, both  postal  and  telegraphic  com- 
munication and  communication  by 
steamer.  If  the  House  will  allow  me,  I 
will  mention,  in  a  few  sentences,  how 
very  important  the  additions  recently 
made  to  and  the  improvements  made 
upon  all  those  services  to  the  Western 
Highlands  have  been.  I  need  not  point 
out  how  important  the  telegraph  is,  as 
the  herring  trade  is  increasing,  making  it 
possible  for  the  boats  to  go  where  the 
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herrings  are,  for  the  vessels  that  are  to 
take  away  the  catch  to  come  and  bring 
barrels  and  salt  and  all  the  eqmpments 
which  are  necessary  for  the  fishing  in- 
dustry. Anyone  who  knows  what  has 
accrued  to  Shetland  within  the  last  few 
years  from  the  improvement  of  the  tale- 
graphic  communication,  and  the  enor- 
mous wealth  which  has  been  poured  into 
those  Northern  Islands  from  that  cause, 
will  readily  perceive  the  importance  of 
this  matter.  Well,  within  the  last  18 
months,  in  the  Western  Hebrides,  there 
has  been  a  telegraph  station  opened  at 
Castlebain,  in  the  Orkneys,  at  Borraj, 
St.  Margaret's  Hope,  and  8t  Mary's 
Holm,  in  the  Shetlands,  at  Keawuck 
and  Walls ;  and  a  station  is  now  in  the 
course  of  being  opened  at  Gutchen  in  the 
Shetland  Islands.  And,  further,  I  may 
add,  that  to  meet  the  requirementi  oif 
business  under  the  ^d.  tariff,  a  new  tele- 
graph cable  is  about  to  be  laid  b^weea 
the  Shetland  Islands  and  the  main- 
land ;  so  that  I  think  the  House  will 
see  that  that  matter  has  been  by  no 
means  overlooked  by  the  Qovemment 
Then  in  regard  to  the  essential  matter 
of  the  Mail  Service  and  Steamer  Service, 
by  which  communication  may  be  made 
and  the  catch  of  the  fish  brou^  to 
market,  there  has  been  also  a  very 
marked  improvement.  The  Mail  Padi»t 
Service  between  Strome  Ferry  and  Stor- 
noway  has  been  establi^ed  six  dajt 
a- week  in  summer  and  three  in  winter, 
bringing  the  service  direct  to  the  end 
of  the  railway.  Besides  that,  there  is 
additional  weeklv  Mail  Service  to  Ork- 
ney, and  several  Post  Offices  have  besn 
established  in  the  Orkney  Islea ;  to  ^at 
these  matters  pertaining  to  the  ancciesifal 
prosecution  of  the  fishing  indutrp, 
though  not  provided  for  in  this  BiD, 
have  been  fuUy  kept  in  view. 

There  is  another  matter  of  import- 
ance which  is  deidt  with  in  the  Befport, 
that  commonly  called  the  edaoatK»il 
grievance^I  mean  the  very  heavy  tax 
which  had  come  to  be  laid  on  tbe 
owners  and  occupants  in  the  Hj|^* 
lands  and  Islands  from  caoses  w«Q 
known — the  working  out  of  the  EdiM* 
tion  Act  of  1873.  Well,  the  Govvm- 
ment  in  that  matter,  also,  dispk^ 
their  appreciation  of  what  was  reported 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  there  was 
despatched  last  autumn  to  the  Bj^- 
lands  and  Islands  the  very  able  and  ae^ 
complishedSenior  Examiner  of  theSoottk 
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Edacation  Department — Mr.  Craik — 
who  made  a  very  valuable  Beport^  which 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
October,  and  within  the  last  few  weeks 
there  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  a 
Minute  by  the  Education  Department 
showing  how  they  are  prepared  to  make 
material  improvements  in  the  condition 
of  the  grants  in  these  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, thereby  alleviating  the  burden  upon 
the  ratepayers. 

There  are  various  other  matters,  re- 
lating to  the  housing  of  the  poor  and  the 
like,  into  which  I  do  not  propose  to  enter. 
I  will  merely  say  that  evidence  was  taken 
a  few  weeks  ago  in  Edinburgh  by  the 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes,  comprehending  evi- 
dence as  to  the  Crofters'  district.  There 
are  other  minor  matters  upon  which  I 
should  not  feel  justified  in  detaining  the 
House  at  this  late  hour.  I  have  en- 
deavoured as  shortly  as  possible  to  put 
before  the  House  the  leading  provisions 
of  the  Bill  which  the*  Government  will 
lubmit  for  its  acceptance  and  the  reasons 
for  which  these  provisions  are  pro- 
posed. 

Mb.  ELTON  said,  he  begged  to  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  on  the 
admirable  speech  he  had  just  made,  and 
on  the  admirable  motive  which  had 
dominated  the  Bill.  As  far  as  he  was 
aware,  there  were  many  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  who  sym- 
pathized with  him  in  this  matter,  and 
wished  to  give  some  security  to  the  small 
holders,  perhaps  rather  more  than  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
seemed  to  show  in  his  speech.  While 
he  congratulated  the  Lord  Advocate  on 
having  given  up  certain  proposals,  he 
must  say  that  in  his  opinion  there  was 
neither  danger  nor  difficulty  shown, 
inasmuch  as  the  tenure  which  he  was 
dealing  with  was  really  the  English 
copyhold  tenure,  which  people  in  Eng- 
land were  now  proposing  to  abolish. 
Therefore,  he  might  say  it  would  be  as 
usual — Scotland  300  or  400  years  behind 
the  Sister  Country.  If  the  qualities  de- 
scribed by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  were  added  together,  he 
thought  it  would  be  found  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  creating  what  had  been 
for  many  years  a  curse  in  this  country — 
the  copyhold  system ;  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  it  would  be  found  possible 
to  amend  the  proposal  by  the  addition 

VOL.  COXCVin.    [thibp  sbbibs.] 


of  some  modifications  in  Committee.  In 
describing  the  Crofters,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  doubt 
described  a  class  of  people  who,  under 
similar  circumstances,  likewise  existed 
in  England.  That  being  the  case,  it 
could  hardly  be  doubted  that  the  prin- 
ciples proposed  to  be  laid  down  in  the 
Bill  would  radiate  into  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  It  was,  he  thought,  impos- 
sible to  draw  a  line  and  say  into  which 
county  those  principles  might  not  have 
to  be  extended.  There  was  one  point 
in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  which  struck  him  as 
calling  for  some  comment ;  and  although 
he  had  no  wish  to  detain  the  House  at 
that  hour  (2.5  a.m.),  he  would  make  one 
remark  upon  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated  to  the 
House  that  the  Bill,  in  that  portion  of 
it  which  related  to  security  of  tenure, 
only  proposed  to  make  compulsory  that 
which  benevolent  landlords  were  volun- 
tarily doing  already.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  in  that  case  the  proposed  provision 
was  open  to  the  remark  that  it  had  a 
tendency  to  dry  up  the  springs  of  bene- 
volence. There  was  no  reason  why 
everything  which  a  good  man  did  should 
be  made  compulsory  to  be  done  by  law ; 
and,  therefore,  if  this  principle  were  to 
be  extended  to  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, it  would  be  necessary  to  consider 
whether  they  could  not  obtain  the  same 
results  by  giving  greater  facilities  for 
the  voluntary  concessions  of  landlords. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  wished 
to  congratulate  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  on 
the  Bill  which  he  had  asked  leave  to  in- 
troduce, and  he  thought  he  might  also 
congratulate  the  Crofters  on  the  large 
instalment  of  their  demands  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  give  them.  It  did  not, 
perhaps,  contain  all  that  they  wished 
for;  but  he  thought  it  contained  as  much 
as  could  be  expected  at  the  present 
time.  He  congratulated  the  farmers  of 
Scotland  also  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Elton) 
in  saying  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
confine  flie  advantages  proposed  by  the 
Bill  to  particular  districts  of  Scotland ; 
they  must,  in  his  opinion,  be  extended 
over  the  whole  country,  and,  he  thought, 
with  very  great  advantage  both  to  land- 
lords and  tenants.  The  proposals  with 
regard  to  fair   rents  and  security  of 

2  F  Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


867 


Croften'  IToUingB         {COMMONS} 


(Scotland)  Bill. 


8CS 


tenure  were  very  good  indeed ;  but  he 
considered  it,  on  the  other  hand,  a  mis- 
take to  introduce  compensation  into  the 
measure.  It  would  have  been,  in  his 
judgment,  far  better  to  give  the  tenants 
free  sale.  The  difficulty  of  Ihe  posi- 
tion would  come  to  an  end  sooner  by 
free  sale  than  by  compensation.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  as  well  ac- 
quainted as  he  (Mr.  Barclay)  was  with 
the  opinions  of  farmers  in  Scotland  on 
this  subject ;  but  he  said  that  compen- 
sation under  the  existing  Act  had  been 
tried  and  proved  to  be  a  failure ;  the 
expenses  were  so  great  that  they  swal- 
lowed up  nearly  the  whole  amount 
awarded  as  compensation,  and  in  some 
cases  damages  had  been  awarded  to  the 
landlords  in  respect  of  claims  for  com- 
pensation, which  but  for  the  Act  would 
not  have  been  heard  of,  exceeding  the 
amount  of  compensation  awarded.  He 
therefore  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
(Government  should  reconsider  this  ques- 
tion, and  give  the  tenant  at  once  free 
sale  of  the  interest  in  his  holding, 
and  so  relieve  the  landlords  of  any 
responsibility  in  the  matter.  The  Lord 
Advocate  had  very  ingeniously  and 
properly  set  forth  the  claim  to  secu- 
rity of  tenure  which  tenants  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland  possessed ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Barclay)  did  not  Know  that  there 
was  any  difference  in  the  tenure  of  land 
there  and  in  other  parts  of  Scotland. 
The  tenure  of  land  had  been  from  time 
immemorial — that  was,  from  the  time  of 
the  Clans — the  same  in  Lowlands  and 
Highlands ;  and  he  could  not  recognize 
that  a  tenant,  who  might  be  turned  out 
at  the  end  of  any  year,  had  a  greater 
claim  to  his  holding  than  a  tenant  who 
had  certain  possession  for  19  years. 
But  when  they  came  to  land  held  for 
generations,  as  was*  the  case  with  a 
good  many  farmers  in  the  Lowlands 
of  Scotland,  the  claim  was  stronger 
than  under  a  tenure  from  year  to  year, 
as  the  people  had  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  set  forth  that  the 
landlords,  as  a  general  rule,  had  done 
the  whole  of  the  permanent  improve- 
ments on  their  estates.  Well,  he  thought 
there  were  great  differences  of  opinion 
on  that  point.  The  practice  was  very 
different  in  different  parts  of  Scotland, 
and  in  those  parts  with  which  he  was 
acquainted  he  must  say  that  a  large 

Mr,  J,  IF.  Barclay 


proportion  of  the  improvements  had 
been  effected  by  the  tenants.  He  knew 
of  many  cases  in  which  tenants  had 
settled  on  a  barren  moor  and  bnilt 
a  house  for  themselves,  reclaimed  the 
land,  made  it  what  it  was,  and,  in  short, 
done  more  for  the  land  than  any  of  the 
tenants  in  the  West  of  Scotland.  Now, 
if  tenants  on  the  West  Coast  had  bj 
improvements  obtained  a  right  to  seen- 
rity  of  tenure,  were  not  tenants  on  the 
East  Coast  entitled  to  as  much  ?  How- 
ever, that  was  a  matter  of  which  the 
tenants  in  Scotland  would  jud^e  for 
themselves.  Seeing  that  the  ri^ts  of 
the  Highland  Crofters  were  rec<^nixed, 
tenants  in  other  parts  would  doubtlen 
come  forward  ana  assert  their  right  to 
an  equal  degree  of  security.  While 
he  agreed  wi&  the  justice  of  the  claims 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  had  eel 
forth  on  behalf  of  the  tenants  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland,  he  thoo^t  it 
unfortunate  that  those  claims  hi^  not 
been  recognized  until  the  people  them- 
selves had  taken  strong  measures  to 
assert  their  rights.  He  was  afraid  that 
if  the  inhabitants  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland  had  not  displayed  a  oertain 
amount  of  lawlessness,  and  made  it  ne- 
cessary for  the  Government  to  send 
military  and  naval  forces  to  that  qoaxtar, 
their  daims,  however  just,  would  not 
have  been  recognized  by  Parhament 
That,  he  repeated,  was  an  unfortonafie 
circumstance,  and  it  offered  a  veiy  bad 
example  to  the  tenants  in  other  parts  of 
Scotland,  who  would  no  doubt  say  to 
themselves  that  there  was  nothing  to  be 
hoped  for  by  submitting  and  waitiag 
for  Parliament  to  help  Siem,  and  that 
they  must  take  strong  measurea  lo 
assert  their  rights.  Under  thoae  cir- 
cumstances,  they  might  look  forward  to 
claims  being  advanced  with  greater  pre^* 
sure  than  they  had  hitherto  beea. 
There  remained  just*one  point  on  nhkk 
he  hoped  the  Lord  Advocate  would  be 
able  to  give  some  information.  It  i*- 
lated  to  evictions;  and  he  wonld  adk 
whether  measures  would  be  taken  to 
protect  the  interests  of  tenanta  in  the 
West  of  Scotland  who  were  under  erio- 
tion  at  the  present  moment,  or  of 
against  whom  sommonsee  of 
had  been  taken  out ;  or  would  aooie  fi^ 
vision  be  made  for  securing  the  just  »• 
terests of  those  people  in  the  preeent  BOlf 
That  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  ia* 
portanoe  to  many  people^  and  he  hoped 
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that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  be  able  to  give  some  assur- 
ance that  at  once  the  case  of  the  tenants 
situated  as  he  had  mentioned  would  be 
taken  into  the  favourable  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Db,  CAMERON  said,   that  at  that 
late  hour  (2  a.m.)  he  would  not  attempt 
to  enter  on  anything  like  a  full  criticism 
of  the  proposals  which   had   been   so 
Incidly  explained  to  them  by  the  Lord 
Advocate.     He  could  not,  however,  for- 
bear from  expressing  his  regret  that  in 
framing   those    proposals    Government 
had  not  been  guided  a  little  more  by 
Ae  Beport  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
bat  had  based  their  intended  legislation 
80  largely  upon  vague  discussions  which 
had  arisen  out  of  that  Report.     He  re- 
gretted it  the  more  because,  while  the 
Commissioners  had  approached  the  sub- 
ject with  the  avowed  object  of  maintain- 
ing and  increasing  the  number  of  Crofter 
holdings  in  Scotland,  and  so  bridging 
OTer  the  gap  that  at  present  existed  in 
that  country  between  the  wealthy  and 
the  very  poor  classes  of  agriculturists, 
and  of  remedying  to  some  extent  the 
erils    which    had    arisen    in    Scotland 
out  of  the  concentration  of  the  landed 
property  in  the  country  in  a  very  few 
hands,  the  Lord  Advocate  had  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  desirable 
gradually  to  consolidate  crofts  into  large 
holdings,  and  had  framed  his  proposals 
with  that  object  in  view.     The  Lord 
Advocate  had  said  that  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill  which  he  was  about  to  introduce 
divided  themselves  into  four;  but  the 
fourth  head,  he  explained,  related  to 
the  extension  of  holdings,  with  a  view 
of  meeting  the  demand  for  more  land  ; 
and  as  that  proposal,  as  he  had  sketched 
it,  was  of  the  feeblest  description,  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  thought  that  practically 
the  heads  of  the  Bill  might  be  considered 
as  consisting  of  but  three  main  provi- 
Bions^those  for  security  of  tenure,  those 
relating  to  fair  rents,  and  those  relating 
to  compensation  for  improvements.  With 
regard  to  the  latter,  he  concurred  with 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  in 
the  regret  which  he  had  expressed  that 
the  free  sale  of  the  Crofter's  interest  in 
his  holding  was  proposed  to  be  for- 
bidden.   With  regard  to  the  inclusion 
of  the  smaller  Crofters  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  he  doubted  whether  the  ad- 
vaota^  which  they  would  secure  under 


it  would  at  all  compensate  them  for  the 
loss  of  those  rights  of  cutting  peat  and 
heather  and  gathering  sea-ware  which 
the  Commissioners  recommended  should 
be  conferred  upon  them  without  increase 
of  rent.  They  all  knew  the  important 
part  which  common  hill  pasture  played 
in  the  crofting  system ;  but  the  Lord 
Advocate  had  said  not  one  word  about 
grazing  rights,  and  any  attempt  to 
grapple  with  the  subject  without  deal- 
ing with  that  question  must  be  emi- 
nently unsatisfactory.  Then,  again,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  had  said  notone  word 
about  any  amendment  of  the  present  laws 
as  to  notices  to  quit,  although  the  Com- 
mission reported  in  favour  of  such  an 
amendment;  nor  had  he  said  anything 
about  the  subject  of  arrears,  although, 
they  all  knew  the  mischiefs  which  arose 
out  of  the  present  system  under  which 
incoming  tenants  were  often  obliged  to 
take  over  the  arrears  of  their  predeces- 
sors, and  the  Commissioners  had  reported 
in  favour  of  forbidding  such  a  practice. 
Again,  the  Commissioners  had  reported 
as  to  the  urgent  necessity  of  at  once  put- 
ting a  stop  to  the  system  of  confiscation 
of  Crofters'  rights  in  common  grazing 
lands,  which  had  already  swallowed  up 
all  such  lands  as  existed  on  the  main- 
land, but  which  was  still,  according  to 
the  Commissioners,  being  actively  pur- 
sued in  some  of  the  Islands.  Why  was 
all  provision  dealing  with  such  a  cla- 
mant injustice  to  be  omitted  from  this 
Land  Bill  ?  Again,  in  this  Land  Bill, 
as  described  by  the  Lord  Advocate, 
there  was  not  to  be  the  smallest  attempt 
at  the  establishment  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary. The  Royal  Commissioners  had 
found  the  most  prosperous  of  the  croft- 
ing population  of  Scotland  in  the 
*^  Lairds  of  Harray,"  a  class  of  peasant 
proprietors  whose  good  husbandry  and 
comfortable  independence  excited  their 
strongly-expressed  admiration.  They 
had  recommended  steps  intended  to  in- 
crease the  numbers  of  the  peasant  pro- 
prietors of  Scotland ;  but,  for  the  first 
time  in  connection  with  all  the  modern 
land  legislation  which  had  been  at- 
tempted in  that  House,  all  provision 
bearing  on  this  most  important  matter 
was  proposed  to  be  omitted  in  the  Scot- 
tish Crofting  Bill.  Again,  the  whole 
world  was  aware  of  the  intimate  con- 
nection between  the  extension  of  deer 
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forests  and  the  dearth  of  land  so  much 
complained  of.  Even  the  Commission, 
"which  comprised  the  proprietors  of 
l-20th  of  the  entire  acreage  occupied 
by  deer  forests  in  Scotland,  had  felt 
constrained  to  make  certain  proposals 
on  that  subject  in  its  Beport.  But  not 
by  a  single  word  had  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  so  much  as  hinted  at 
the  existence  of  this  universally  admitted 
evil  in  Scotland.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
regretted,  too,  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  altogether  ignored  the  special  case 
of  the  fishing  Crofters,  and  those  obliga- 
tions on  the  part  of  proprietors  to  erect 
S roper  fences,  which  led  to  so  many 
isputes  wherever  crofting  prevailed. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  did  not  pretend  to  deal 
with  the  grievances  of  the  Crofting 
population  in  any  other  direction  than 
as  regarded  the  Land  Question,  pure  and 
simple.  But  all  the  instances  of  omis- 
sion to  deal  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners  which  he  had  enu- 
merated related  exclusively  to  that 
branch  of  the  subject.  He  admitted 
that  what  was  proposed  was  a  consider- 
able step  in  the  right  direction ;  but  it 
fell  very  far  short  of  what  would  be 
needed  for  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question.  He  and  those  who  thought 
with  him  on  the  subject  would  do  their 
best  in  Committee  to  enlarge  the  scope 
of  the  measure  and  improve  its  useful- 
ness ;  and  if  they  failed,  as  it  was  very 
probable  in  the  present  Parliament  they 
should,  such  a  foundation  as  that  laid 
down  in  the  Lord  Advocate's  Bill  would 
afiPord  them  a  most  useful  basis  from 
which  to  start  when  they  came  to  face 
the  question  in  the  altered  conditions  of 
the  next  Session ;  and  on  that  founda- 
tion they  might  then  fairly  hope  to  raise 
a  legislative  edifice  which  mignt  less  un- 
worthily embody  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Commission.  Finally,  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  could  give  any  inti- 
mation of  the  date  at  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET  said, 
there  was  one  point  in  the  criticisms 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  had  bestowed  upon  the  Bill  on 
which  he  desired  that  justice  should  be 
done  to    his  right    hon.   and    learned 

J)r,  Cameron 


{Scotland)  Bill. 
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Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  as  against 
the  Commissioners.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  differed  from  the  Commis- 
sioners in  his  desire  to  perpetuate  small 
crofts,  and  that  the  Bill  had  been  con- 
ceived in  a  spirit  adverse  to  the  Com- 
missioners, who  desired  to  stereotype  and 
continue  the  smallest  holdings.  But  he 
would  point  out  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  had  gone  a  great  deal  further 
than  the  Commissioners  had  gone.  The 
Commissioners  laid  down  that  some  of 
the  remedies  suggested  were  not  to  be 
applicable  to  any  holdings  of  under  £6 
value.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  had  DOt 
demurred  to  that  principle  at  all,  but 
he  said  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
amount  named,  £6 ;  he  did  not,  he  said, 
wish  to  perpetuate  small  holdings,  but 
he  desired  that  the  figure  might  be 
fixed  at  £4.  The  Government,  however, 
proposed  no  limit  at  all.  By  far  the 
larger  number  of  holdings  were  under 
£6,  and  therefore  he  claimed  for  the 
measure  of  the  Government  that  in  this 
respect  it  was  far  more  liberal  than  the 
proposals  of  the  Commissioners.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  asked  a  good  many  qnsft- 
tions  as  to  things  which  he  said  wen 
not  in  the  Bill.  It  was  quite  true  that 
many  of  them  were  not;  but  at  that 
hour  (2.30)  it  would  be  too  late  to  entar 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  into  the  loaanni 
why  the  Government  had  not  been  able 
to  deal  with  them  in  this  measure.  Hit 
hon.  Friend  also  asked  a  pertinent  ques- 
tion as  to  when  the  second  reading  ol 
the  Bill  would  be  taken;  but  he  vac 
afraid  that  to  that  inquiry  he  oonld 
only  give  a  general  answer — that  was 
to  say,  that  it  would  be  taken  after 
Whitsuntide.  As  little  time  as  possible 
would  be  allowed  to  elapse,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  people  of  Scotland  woM 
have  an  opportunity  of  fully  conaidesiiff 
the  measure.  His  hon.  and  letfM 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Elton)  had  mi 
that  the  (}ovemment  were  creatiBg  ia 
Scotland  a  class  of  oconpiera  vlio 
very  much  resembled  the  copyhoMwi 
in  England.  That,  he  was  ready  it 
admit,  was  an  accurate  deecriptiaB  d 
the  Bill;  and  although  in  FinlMi 
copyhold  tenure  might  have 
more  or  less  obsolete,  he  ventured  I 
that  it  had  been  for  centimes  th$  1 
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which,  more  than  any  other,  united  the 
people  of  England  to  the  soil';  and  it 
was  the  liberality  of  the  Common  Law 
which  recognized  in  men,  who  were  little 
more  than  squatters  on  the  soil,  rights 
which  were  to  be  respected  by  Courts  of 
Law,  that  mitigated  the  severity  of 
feudal  tenure  in  a  manner  beneficial  to 
the  people  of  England  and  the  national 
interest.  Therefore,  he  did  not  think 
hifi  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could  have 
passed  a  greater  or  more  just  encomium 
on  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  than  in  saying  they  were 
going  to  give  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
those  rights  which  the  Common  Law  of 
England  some  centuries  ago  gave  to  a 
similar  class  of  people  in  this  country. 
That  was  all  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought  the  Crofters  were  entitled  to, 
and  it  was  all  that  they  desired  to  ac- 
eomplish. 

Ur,  D.  CAMERON  said,  at  that  hour 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  consider  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  commit  himself,  or  any  of  his 
hon.  Friends,  by  expressing  any  opinion 
on  its  merits  either  one  way  or  the 
other.  He  thought  they  all  required 
some  time  for  further  consideration.  All 
he  would  say  then  was  that  he  trusted 
the  measure  would  prove  to  be  the  last- 
ing settlement  of  a  difficult  question 
which  they  all  desired. 

Me.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  said, 
he  trusted  that  when  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  came  forward  it 
would  be  pat  down  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day,  so  that  hon.  Members  might 
have  a  full  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  most  important  question.  Perhaps 
the  Lord  Advocate  could  say  when  the 
Bill  would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members? 

Thi  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb)  :  To-morrow  morning. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BiU  fdtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lobd 
AoTociTB,  Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt, 
ftnd  Mr  Soucitor  Gbnbral  for  Scotland. 

^Slrrmnted,  rdgL  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  184.] 
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panrcEss  beatkice's  annuity  bill. 

H.R^.  Princess  Beatrice,  Message  from  Her 
M^esty  [12th  May],— Resolution  reported  and 
•r»«'  to  .-—Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Axthtr  Otwat,  Mr.  Gladstoxb,  Mr.  Chan- 
«^zixoa  of  the  Ezcheqcer,  and  Mr.  Hibdert. 


HONORARY  FREEDOM   OP  BOROUGHS 

BILL  [i;orrf«].-[BiLL  163.] 

(Mr.  Korujood.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

l^otion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  IAt,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Norwood.) 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair  he  should  like 
to  ask  for  an  explanation  on  one  point 
contained  in  it.  Some  years  ago  there 
was  an  Act  passed  for  Ireland  to  allow 
Corporations,  by  the  vote  of  a  majority 
of  each,  to  confer  the  freedom  of  their 
towns  upon  distinguished  persons.  The 
present  measure  was,  he  understood,  to 
affect  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  was  to  make  the  number  ne- 
cessary to  give  assent  to  the  bestowal  of 
the  freedom  of  a  city  or  town  two-thirds 
instead  of  a  bare  majority.  He  had 
not  been  aware  that  this  Bill  was  to 
override  the  law  of  Ireland.  In  Com- 
mittee he  should  move  an  Amendment 
to  dispose  of  the  artificial  majority  pro- 
vision, and  to  require  the  assent  of  only 
a  bare  majority  to  the  bestowal  of  a 
freedom.  He  considered  a  bare  ma- 
jority sufficient,  seeing  that  it  was  by  a 
bare  majority  that  all  money  was  spent 
by  Corporations,  and  that  Mayors, 
Sheriffs,  and  other  officers  were  elected. 
In  Committee  he  should  move  this 
Amendment  to  the  1st  clause,  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  promoting 
the  Bill  would  see  no  objection  to  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Power  to  admit  persons  of 
distinction  as  honorary  freemen  of 
boroughs). 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to 
move  in  line  7  of  the  clause  to  leave 
out  **not  less  than  two-thirds  of  their 
number,"  in  order  to  insert  **  a  majority 
of  their  members."  He  failed  to  see 
why,  for  this  special  purpose,  two-thirds 
should  be  required,  while  for  all  other 
purposes  a  bare  majority  sufficed.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Mr.  Norwood)  would  not  put  hon. 
Members  to  further  trouble  in  resisting 
this  proposal. 
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Atnendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  lines  7  and  8,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  not  less  than  two-thirds  of  their  numher," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "a  majority  of 
their  number." — (Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 
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Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  this  was  a 
Bill  which  had  come  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  where  it  had  been  care- 
fully considered  ;  and  he  thought  there 
was  considerable  force  in  the  argument 
that  two-thirds  majority  should  be  re- 
quired in  order  to  prevent  honorary  dis- 
tinctions from  being  hastily  and  im- 
properly conferred.  The  fact  of  there 
being  a  necessity  for  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds,  he  thought,  added  importance  to 
the  honour  conferred.  He  did  not  think 
the  limitation  was  an  improper  one. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that  as  this  was 
a  matter  affecting  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  as  it  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  hon.  Members  be- 
longing to  all  sections  in  the  House 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  point  under  discussion,  he  begged 
to  move  that  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Molloy,) 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Norwood)  whether  it  would 
not  further  his  object  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment?  Under  the  Act  of  1876 
power  was  given  to  certain  boroughs  to 
confer  those  honorary  distinctions  by  a 
majority.  The  present  Prime  Minister 
and  the  late  American  Minister  had 
both  been  presented  with  the  freedom  of 
cities  under  that  Act. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
felt  favourably  disposed  towards  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton). 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances  he  would  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wedneeday. 


METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT    ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  138.] 
(^Viscount    Lewi$ham,    Sir    Charles  MiUi,   Sir 
Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr, 
Grantham,  Mr.  Boord.) 

COMHITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Election  of  two  memben 
instead  of  one). 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I 
have  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  omit  the 
1st  clause,  because  to  attempt  to  amead 
it  would  be  rather  a  complicated  under- 
taking. I  take  this  opportunity  of  saj* 
ing  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  support  the  mo* 
posals  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league  (Mr.  Firth),  which  are  incon- 
sistent with  those  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
slightly  increase  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  Since  the  adoption  of  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act,ihe  parishes, 
or  some  of  them,  have  increased  t^ 
considerably  in  population  and  wealth, 
and  some  which  are  not  represented  are 
now  much  larger  than  others  which  re- 
ceived representation  under  that  Act 
In  the  Amendment  I  have  placed  on 
the  Paper,  I  have  proposed  to  incretee 
the  Board  only  so  far  as  it  can  be  done 
without  injustice  to  those  parishes  paased 
over  as  not  having  sufficiently  increased, 
and  I  have  endeavoured  to  make  the 
arrangement  consistent  with  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  My  hon.  and  learned  Frieod 
and  Colleague  has  proposed  to  lar^c4y 
increase  the  numbers.  The  Metropohtac 
Board  of  Works  have  placed  their 
scheme  before  Parliament.  The  Go- 
vernment had  hoped  to  be  able  to  make 
progress  with  the  London  Oovemment 
Bill;  but  it  is,  of  course,  impossihle 
to  do  it  in  the  present  Parliament  Next 
Session,  should  they  be  again  retonxd 
to  power,  they  hope  to  be  able  to  do  it ; 
but,  in  the  meantime,  they  do  not  6mn 
to  see  such  a  revolution  take  place  in 
the  Metrox)olitan  Board  of  Tl^rla  w 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendments  of  aj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  iaToIt«^ 

Mr.  FIETH  said,  that  the  fine 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Ck>nea{:« 
which  would  decide  the  point  so* 
raised  would  come  on  in  Clause  3 ;  ui 
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it  would,  therefore,  be  necessary  for 
him  (Mr.  Firth)  to  make  the  few  obser- 
rations  he  had  to  make  either  then  or 
now.  If  the  Amendment  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  intended  to  propose  to  Ulause  3 
were  carried,  the  Amendments  he  (Mr. 
Firth)  had  on  the  Paper  would  not  be 
admissible.  Perhaps  ne  ought  to  ex- 
plain those  Amendments;  but  at  20 
minutes  to  3  o'clock  in  the  morning  he 
could  not  be  expected  to  say  much.  The 
Amendments  he  had  put  down  were 
those  which  embodied  the  Earl  of  Cam- 
perdown's  proposal  in  1877 — the  Bill 
the  noble  Earl  introduced  in  that  year 
as  the  result  of  the  long  conference 
which  was  held  on  the  question.  If  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  to  be 
odarged  effectually,  or  modified  at  all, 
it  seemed  to  him  advisable  that  the  work 
should  be  fairly  well  done,  and  the  pro- 
posal he  made  would  do  it  fairly  well. 
His  Amendments  would  not  do  it  com- 
pletely ;  but  they  would  Rive  the  thing 
t  ftur  start  on  an  intelligible  basis, 
which,  at  present,  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  did  not  rest  upon. 
They  would  increase  the  number  of 
members  of  the  Board  to  100  from  45, 
at  which  number  it  had  remained  for  so 
long,  notwithstanding  that  since  it  was 
estabHshed  the  work  upon  it  had  quad- 
rupled. He  proposed,  also,  to  make  the 
B<Hu^  directly  elective,  at  present  no 
one,  as  a  mere  ratepayer,  having  any 
control  over  it.  Looking  at  the  limited 
representation  and  the  amount  of  money 
the  Board  had  to  spend,  no  one  familiar 
with  the  working  of  the  Body  would  say 
that  it  was  a  fair  state  of  things  as  the 
matter  stood;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  anything  was  to  be  done,  some- 
thing should  be  done  which  was  worth 
doing.  With  all  deference  both  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  those  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  he  wished  to  say  that  what 
they  proposed  to  do  was  not  worth 
doing.  If  he  were  asked  as  to  the 
proposed  separation  of  Plumstead  and 
Lewisham  whether  it  was  not  a  good 
thing  to  do  that,  he  should  reply — **  Cer- 
tainly not;  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
while  patching  up  a  broken-kneed  insti- 
tution in  that  way,  especially  at  this 
hour."  So  far  as  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's Amendments  went,  no  doubt  they 
were  excellent;  but  they  went  a  very 
little  way — they  would  not  amount  to 
more  than  a  bucketful  in  place  of  a 
great  ocean  of  necessity.    Tboy  could 


not  think  of  attempting  to  remodel  the 
government  of  4,000,000  of  people  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning— [CVw  of 
**Progess!"] — ^but  he  would  not  enter 
into  that  matter  at  that  hour.  If  Plum- 
stead  and  Lewisham  wished  to  be  united 
let  them  be  so. 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATEELOW :  I  beg 
to  move.  Sir,  that  you  report  Progress. 
I  think  that  to  begin  a  discussion  at  a 
quarter  to  3  o'clock  in  the  morning  upon 
an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  when  the 
Chairman  of  that  Board  is  not  present  is 
most  unreasonable. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  He  is 
a  consenting  party. 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATERLOW:  I  do 
not  think  it  fair  to  go  on  with  the  Bill 
now  under  the  circumstances  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr. 
Firth)  has  described. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow,) 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  With 
regard  to  the  reference  that  has  been 
made  to  the  absence  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  I 
must  say  that  he  has  offered  no  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS :  Oh ;  but 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
offers  no  opposition  to  anything. 

Mb.  FIRTH :  The  organ  of  the  Board 
expresses  a  strong  approval  of  the  pro- 
posal I  make. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  two  Mem- 
hers  for  Chelsea  differed  on  matters  of 
fact  as  well  as  on  matters  of  policy,  for 
whilst  one  stated  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  the  Government 
proposed  to  amend  it,  the  other  de- 
clared that  that  Gentleman  was  in  favour 
of  his  proposal. 

Mb.  firth  :  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  the  organ  of  the  Board,  meaning  a 
newspaper  representing  it,  assents  to 
my  view  of  the  subject. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  knew  that 
extraordinary  things  took  place  in  that 
House  very  frequently  ;  but  it  was  sim- 
ply scandalous  to  attempt  to  go  on  with 
a  Bill  of  that  character  at  such  an  hour. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  (^ireitf(^: — Aye  1 ;  Noes 
28  :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List,  No.  196.) 
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And  it  appearing  on  the  Division  that 
40  Members  were  not  present  in  the 
Committee ; 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair : — 

House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Ttiesday,  \^th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  First  Reading 
—  Local  Goyernment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)*  (123). 

Second  Reading — Arbitration  (85)  ;  Local  Au- 
thorities (Expenses  of  Conferences)  •  (118). 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution  (107). 

Committee—'hMD&Qy  Acts  Amendment  (60) ; 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters)  (111-120); 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  (112-121); 
Registration  of  Voters  (Lreland)  (116-122). 

Committee — Report — Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3).* 

Third  Reading— Local  (Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)  • 
(84) ;  Barristers  Admission  (Ireland)  •  (100) ; 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension  ^ 
(101),  BOid  passed, 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.    60.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
proposed  to  ask  their  Lordships  now  to 
go  into  Committee  pro  formd  on  this  Bill, 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  13  pages  of 
Amendments,  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice, after  which  the  Bill  would  be  re- 
printed. After  the  Whitsuntide  Recess 
they  might  take  the  next  stage  of 
the  Bill,  when  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed by  various  noble  Lords  could  be 
properly  considered  and  discussed.  That, 
he  thought,  would  be  the  most  conve- 
nient course  of  proceeding,  and  one 
which  would  also  save  their  Lordships 
a  considerable  amount  of  time. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  on  the  said 
Bill."— ( JAtf  Lord  Chancellor,) 

The  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
cordially  acceded  to  the  course  now  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl ; 
indeed,  he  had  wished  to  see  the  Bill 


referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order 
that  the  whole  question  involved  in  it 
might  be  dealt  with  in  a  more  thorough 
manner  than  it  could  be  by  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  He  thought  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  a  better  sys- 
tem of  visitation  in  respect  to  those 
houses  in  which  lunatics  were  confined; 
and  if  the  Bill  were  referred  to  a  8elect 
Committee  the  matter  could  be  tho- 
roughly considered.  But  as  he  knew 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  had  t 
sincere  hope  that  the  measure  would  be- 
come law  this  Session,  and  knowing  the 
great  anxiety  that  existed  on  the  part 
of  the  public  on  the  subject,  he  wonU 
not  press  for  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

The  Marqxtess  of  BRISTOL :  I  am 
quite  willing  to  agree  to  the  course  pro- 

r>sed  by  the  noble  and  learned  £ad. 
merely  rise  to  ask  him  if  it  is  his  is- 
tention  to  move  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  relied 
in  the  negative. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Commit- 
tee; Amendments  made  ;  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  the 
%th  of  June  next. 

ARBITRATION  BILL.— (No.  S5.) 
{The  Lord  RrmnweU,) 
SECOND    READnrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  BRAMWELL,  in  moving  thit 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said,  thit 
it  was  not  a  Bill  to  alter  the  existiig 
law,  but  to  codify  it  after  the  manner  ia 
which  the  laws  relating  to  bills  of  »* 
change  had  been  codifiMl.  The  Bill  hid 
been  prepared  under  the  auspices  of  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Moved,  <*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3*.'' 
--{The  Lord  BramtoeU.) 

Motion  a^^reed  to ;  Bill  read  2*. 

EARLDOM  OF  MAR  RBSTITUTIOK 

BILL.— (No.  107.) 

(The  Lord  PHry  Semi,) 

SECOND    BSADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY,  in  moviaf 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  sai^ 
he  would  .offer  but  a  verj  lew  obeer 
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yations,  because  tlie  subject  was  one 
wrapped  up  in  legal  forms  and  techni- 
calities respecting  genealogical  matters, 
of  which  he  could  not,  in  any  degree, 
profess  to  be  a  master,  and  therefore 
would  not  enter  upon  minutely.  More- 
over, it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into 
those  matters  then,  for  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill,  which  would  hereafter  require 
to  be  proved  before  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House,  or  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
^®g®s,  gave  a  very  clear  and  succinct 
narrative  as  to  its  object,  and  he  was 
thus  saved  the  trouble.  But  he  desired, 
however,  to  explain  the  exact  position 
of  this  Bill  relatively  to  the  Government. 
It  was  not,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 
word,  a  Government  Bill.  When  it  was 
presented,  following  the  invariable  cus- 
tom on  those  occasions,  it  was  presented 
under  the  signature  and  on  the  autho- 
rity of  Her  Majesty ;  and  therefore  it 
was  deemed  only  proper  that  such  a  Bill 
ahoold  be  presented  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
serrants.  It  might  also  be  taken  for 
panted  that  Her  Majesty,  in  sanction- 
uig  the  Bill  and  affixing  her  signature 
to  it,  acted  under  the  advice  of  Her 
IGnisters  and  Law  Officers.  As  he  had 
said,  he  did  not  feel  himself  competent 
to  deal  minutely  with  the  details  of  the 
Bill ;  but  if  he  were  to  sum  up  its  ob- 
jeet  in  a  single  sentence,  which  would 
make  that  object  clear  to  all,  he  would 
say  it  was  practically  a  Bill  for  clearing 
up  misunderstandings  of  more  than 
three  centuries'  standing  with  regard 
to  the  Mar  Peerage.  Up  till  1875,  the 
date  at  which  the  decision  was  given 
by  Her  Majesty's  Legal  Advisers,  the 
general  idea  was  that  the  ancient  title 
of  Mar  was  almost  universally  believed 
to  be  prehistoric  in  its  nature.  But  in 
1875  a  decision  was  given  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  fdtogether  opposed 
to  that  idea.  It  established  that  in 
1565  Queen  Mary  of  Scotland  had 
created  a  new  title  of  Mar,  and  that 
that  title  of  Mar  was  the  only  one  known 
to  be  in  existence ;  and  it  gave  the  title 
to  the  then  Earl  of  Kellie,  now  the  Earl 
of  Mar  and  Kellie ;  and,  so  far  as  that 
decision  was  concerned,  this  Bill  did  not 
affect  that  decision,  nor  the  position  of 
that  noble  Earl.  But  there  had  been, 
he  thought,  and  still  was,  a  primd  facie 
case  for  believing  that  while  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Lords  on  that 
i      occasion  was  undoubtedly  correct,  and 


that  the  earlier  Earldom  of  Mar  was 
extinct,  that  did  not  affect  the  possi- 
bility that  the  ancient  Earldom  of  Mar 
might  still  be  in  existence  also.  That 
there  was  such  an  ancient  Earldom  in 
existence  there  did  appear  to  be  con- 
siderable probability,  and  there  was  also 
considerable  probability  that  it  descended 
to  the  heirs  female  as  well  as  to  heirs 
general;  and  as  regarded  that  latter 
fact,  which  was  thought  to  be  of  great 
importance,  and  which  would  have  to 
be  proved  by  the  Select  Committee  if 
the  second  reading  was  passed  by  their 
Lordships,  he  might  cite  the  circum- 
stances in  regard  to  the  conferring  of 
the  second  title.  He  would  only  cite 
two  Scottish  Noblemen,  the  Earl  of 
Douglas  and  Alexander  Stuart,  who 
both  assumed  the  title  of  Earl  of  Mar 
on  marrying  heirs  of  the  Mar  family. 
He,  for  one,  failed  to  understand  how, 
except  through  the  heiresses,  they  had 
the  power  or  right  to  assume  the  title  of 
Earl  of  Mar.  As  regarded  that  point, 
there  was  primd  facte  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  would  not  be  considered  proved  until 
it  had  been  proved  before  the  Select 
Committee  of  this  House.  The  next 
point  to  which  he  had  to  call  their  at- 
tention was  that  a  Charter  was  cited  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Preamble,  which 
was  that,  in  1404,  Isabella,  Countess  of 
Mar,  executed  a  Charter  conferring  the 
title  on  her  husband  and  their  joint 
heirs,  and  this  Charter,  being  confirmed 
by  King  Bobert  III.,  might  be  con- 
sidered as  the  Charter  of  the  Mar  Earl- 
dom. There  was  a  previous  Charter 
executed  in  the  same  year,  and  he  pro- 
posed not  to  give  any  opinion  as  to  the 
greater  validity  of  the  one  over  the 
other ;  but  there  did  exist  this  important 
difference  between  them — that  whereas 
this  Charter  of  December  was  confirmed 
by  a  Eoyal  Charter  of  Robert  III.,  no 
such  confirmation  of  the  earlier  Charter 
of  August  appeared  to  have  taken  place. 
It  was  quite  true  that,  some  years  sub- 
sequently, the  surviving  husband,  Alex- 
ander Stuart,  Earl  of  Mar,  executed  a 
renunciation  of  the  title  to  the  then 
Sovereign  of  Scotland,  and  received  a 
new  apparent  grant  to  himself  and  to 
his  legitimate  heirs.  Without  imputing 
any  incorrect  motive  to  the  Monarchs  of 
his  native  country  at  that  time,  it  might 
be  said  that  the  object  prompting  that 
surrender    was    obvious,    and    showed 
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matter  might  liave  been  misinterpreted, 
as  if  he  were  unfriendly  to  the  noble 
person— for  so  he  might  now  call  him 
— who  was  the  claimant.  He  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  at  no  time 
had  he  been  actuated  by  any  feeling 
but  that  of  strong  personal  sympathy 
for  that  gentleman  in  the  position  in 
which  he  was  placed ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  his  duty,  and  their  Lordships' 
duty,  to  uphold  the  decision  arrived  at 
by  a  Committee  composed  of  men  than 
whom  none  were  more  competent 
— men  of  unquestioned  uprightness, 
against  whom  there  could  not  be  the 
slightest  suspicion  of  partiality.  When 
he  mentioned  that  the  late  Lord  Chelms- 
ford, Earl  Cairns,  and  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  Table  (the  Earl  of  Eedesdale) 
concurred  in  that  decision,  he  had  said 
all  that  was  necessary — if,  indeed,  it  was 
necessary  to  say  anything — to  show  that 
it  was  a  Committee  whose  decision  was 
entitled  to  the  utmost  respect.  This  Bill 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  of  the  va- 
lidity of  that  Committee's  decision,  and 
reserved  the  rights  of  the  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Kellie;  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  was  able  to  approve  it,  apd  to  advise 
that  it  was  a  Bill  that  coiUd  properly  be 
presented  to  that  House  on  the  authority 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
thought  those  who  had  studied  the 
question  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
reason  why  this  restitution  had  not  long 
since  been  made  in  due  course  of  law 
was  probably  this — that  the  effect  of 
what  was  done  in  1565  had  been  but  im- 
perfectly imderstood,  and  it  was  believed 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  old  Earldom 
still  continued  to  be  in  existence.  Great 
authorities  had  continually  placed  on 
record  their  belief  that  it  was  not  ex- 
tinct; and  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  in  1824, 
when  he  moved  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  its 
restitution,  expressly  spoke  of  the  Earl- 
dom he  was  then  restoring  as  by  common 
consent  one  of  the  most  ancient  in  Scot- 
land. All  the  circumstances  carried  on 
the  belief  that  the  Earldom  existed  until 
the  death  of  the  Earl,  on  whose  death 
the  controversy  arose.  Then  there  arose 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  male 
or  the  female  line  should  be  preferred,  and 
that  was  the  only  point  on  which  Earl 
Cairns  appeared  to  have  any  doubt. 
But  he  waived  that  doubt  on  consider- 
ing an  opinion  expressed  by  the  lawyers 
of  the  last  century— that  the  presump- 

Tke  Lord  Chancellor 


tion  as  to  Scotch  Peerages  was  in  favour 
of  the  male  line.  He  considered  thtt 
the  circumstances  of  this  case  were 
peculiar,  and  that  the  restitution  pro* 
posed  by  the  Bill  was  fully  justified; 
and  he  therefore  supported  the  BilL 

The  Eakl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAN  of  CoMHiTTEBs)  said,  he  would 
venture  to  address  a  few  remarks  to  the 
House  on  this  Bill,  because  he  did  not 
consider  it  to  be  a  question  which  was 
entirely  free  from  very  grave  doubt  He 
did  not  believe  there  ever  had  been  a 
proposition  before  to  restore  a  title  bj 
Act  of  Parliament  when  a  question  arose 
as  to  the  existence  of  that  title,  except 
in  the  case  of  a  reversion  of  attainder.  He 
believed  that  restitution  hitherto  had 
always  been  effected  on  an  unquestioned 
title ;  whereas  the  Bill  before  the  Hoose 
actually  stated  that  a  certain  amount  of 
doubt  existed.  He  thought  there  was 
considerable  danger  in  establishing  t 
precedent  and  bringing  in  an  Act  of  Par> 
Jiament  to  determine  and  settle  a  title ; 
and,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  it  had  never 
been  done  before,  as  it  was  contraiy  to 
the  whole  principle  of  the  Peerage. 

The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  said,  ha 
thought  that,  considering  the  fact  that 
he  had  frequently  brought  this  matter 
before  the  House,  his  thanks  were  doe 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Woolsack,  for  having  advised  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  give  her  special  direction  that 
this  Bill  should  be  brought  to  their 
Lordships'  notice  and  favourable  con- 
sideration. His  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (the  Eari  ol 
Eedesdale)  and  he  (the  Eui  of  Gal* 
loway)  had  had  a  very  long  eorrt- 
spondence  some  years  ago  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  was  afraid  that  neither  of 
them  had  changed  his  opinion,  fiu 
noble  Friend  would  make  this  one  vefj 
great  mistake.  He  would  oonfnse  two 
Charters;  and  the  difference  betweea 
these  two  Charters  was  simply  thi»— 
that  the  Charter  dated  Augtist  was  nt- 
terly  invalid,  because  it  did  not  reeeifv 
the  confirmation  of  the  Sovereign  of  Scot- 
land at  the  time ;  whereas  the  Charts 
of  the  following  December  did  receiTe 
that  confirmation,  and  was  conseqiieBtlj 
valid.  He  thought  the  proposal  to  refer 
the  question  to  a  Select  Committee  va* 
a  remarkably  wise  and  prudent  one«  aad 
he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would  hxf^ 
great  satisfaction  in  performing  thi»  aci 
of  justice. 
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The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he  was 
glad  to  be  able  to  give  expression  to  the 
feeling  of  satisfaction  he  experienced 
when  he  heard  that  a  Bill  dealing  with 
this  matter  had  been  brought  in.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  an  unintentional 
injustice  had  been  done  to  a  Peer  of 
Swtland,  and  to  the  Peerage  of  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
matter  was  about  to  be  set  right.  He 
hoped  that  it  would  be  read  a  second 
time,  that  it  would  pass  successfully 
through  Committee,  and  that  a  third 
reading  would  be  taken. 

Motion  agned  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 

BILL.— (No.  111.) 

{The  Lord  ChaneeUor.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee    (according  to 
Order). 
Clauses  1  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  13  (As  to  constitution  of 
polling  districts). 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  9, 
line  13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  dis- 
tricts" to  end  of  Sub-section  2,  said, 
that,  by  the  part  of  the  clause  in  ques- 
tioD,  it  was  proposed  to  deprive  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  power 
of  fixing  the  polling  districts  for  the 
whole  of  a  county.  They  enjoyed  this 
power  by  the  present  law,  and  he  wished 
them  to  continue  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  power,  as  he  did  not  approve  the 
provision  in  the  clause  that  the  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  should  ap- 
point for  each  division  of  a  county  a 
special  committee  of  justices  resident  in 
the  division  to  fix  the  polling  districts 
in  it.  This  proposal  was  not  in  the 
original  draft  of  the  Bill,  but  was  intro- 
duced in  Committee  in  the  other  House 
without  much  discussion  ;  and  it  was  a 
change  in  the  law  which,  in  his  opinion, 
might  tend  to  great  inconvenience. 
Farther  than  that,  it  was  totally  uncalled 
for,  and  must  lead  to  considerable  delay. 
Polling  districts  were  now,  in  many 
coonties,  fixed  by  oommittees,  to  whom 
the  magistrates,  as  a  body,  delegated 
the  duty.  Many  such  committees  were 
already  at  work,  and  their  labours  would 
be  rendered  fruitless  if  the  clause  were 
pot  amended.    To  reject  his  proposal 


would  be  tantamoimt  to  suspending  the 
power  of  fixing  polling  districts  until 
the  end  of  June.  Such  a  postponement 
was  very  undesirable,  seeing  that  every- 
body was  most  anxious  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  registration  should  be  got 
into  order  as  soon  as  possible.  A  better 
course  would  be  to  revert  to  the  existing 
law  by  which  the  polling  districts  were 
fixed  by  magistrates  in  Quarter  Sessions. 
Moreover,  supposing,  after  the  commit- 
tee had  been  named,  one  of  the  mem- 
bers changed  his  residence,  and  left  the 
division,  he  apprehended  there  would 
be  considerable  doubt  whether  all  the 
proceedings  of  the  committee  would  not 
be  vitiated  by  that  fact. 

Amendment  fnoved,  in  page  9,  line  13, 
to  leave  out  from  ("districts")  to  end 
of  Sub-section  (2).— (7%^  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
thought  that  the  loss  of  time  to  which 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  had  referred  would 
not  be  so  serious  as  he  imagined,  and 
that  in  a  great  degree  it  would  be  ob- 
viated by  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  For  instance,  the  clause  would 
not  deprive  the  justices  in  Quar- 
ter Sessions  of  the  jurisdiction  which 
they  now  possessed  with  reference  to 
polling  districts ;  for  the  printed  reports 
of  the  committee  would  have  to  go  before 
the  magistrates  for  consideration ;  and 
now  that  counties  were  to  be  divided,  it 
was  surely  desirable  that  the  duty  of 
fixing  the  polling  districts  in  each  divi- 
sion should  be  imposed,  in  the  first 
instance,  upon  persons  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  locality.  If  the  Com- 
mittee left  out  that  portion  of  the  sub- 
section, as  it  stood,  he  thought  it  would 
be  necessary  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved  by  Mr. 
Stanhope  in  the  other  House  with  regard 
to  county  divisions  extending  over  more 
than  one  area. 

The  Mahquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  thought  that  suggestion  reasonable. 
But  with  regard  to  the  other  matter,  as 
he  understood  it,  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  was  to  appoint  a  committee, 
and  it  could  only  do  so  when  it  met  at 
the  end  of  June.  Then  the  committee 
had  to  report,  and  it  could  only  report 
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matter  might  liave  been  misinterpreted, 
as  if  be  were  unfriendly  to  the  noble 
person— for  so  he  might  now  call  him 
— who  was  the  claimant.  He  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  at  no  time 
had  he  been  actuated  by  any  feeling 
but  that  of  strong  personal  sympathy 
for  that  gentleman  in  the  position  in 
which  he  was  placed ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  his  duty,  and  their  Lordships' 
duty,  to  uphold  the  decision  arrived  at 
by  a  Oommittee  composed  of  men  than 
whom  none  were  more  competent 
— ^men  of  unquestioned  uprightness, 
against  whom  there  could  not  be  the 
slightest  suspicion  of  partiality.  When 
he  mentioned  that  the  late  Lord  Chelms- 
ford, Earl  Cairns,  and  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  Table  (the  Earl  of  Eedesdale) 
concurred  in  that  decision,  he  had  said 
all  that  was  necessary — if,  indeed,  it  was 
necessary  to  say  anything — to  show  that 
it  was  a  Committee  whose  decision  was 
entitled  to  the  utmost  respect.  This  Bill 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  of  the  va- 
lidity of  that  Committee's  decision,  and 
reserved  the  rights  of  the  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Kellie;  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  was  able  to  approve  it,  apd  to  advise 
that  it  was  a  Bill  that  coiild  properly  be 
presented  to  that  House  on  the  authority 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
thought  those  who  had  studied  the 
question  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
reason  why  this  restitution  had  not  long 
since  been  made  in  due  course  of  law 
was  probably  this — that  the  effect  of 
what  was  done  in  1565  had  been  but  im- 
perfectly imder&tood,  and  it  was  believed 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  old  Earldom 
still  continued  to  be  in  existence.  Great 
authorities  had  continually  placed  on 
record  their  belief  that  it  was  not  ex- 
tinct; and  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  in  1824, 
when  he  moved  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  its 
restitution,  expressly  spoke  of  the  Earl- 
dom he  was  then  restoring  as  by  common 
consent  one  of  the  most  ancient  in  Scot- 
land. All  the  circumstances  carried  on 
the  belief  that  the  Earldom  existed  until 
the  death  of  the  Earl,  on  whose  death 
the  controversy  arose.  Then  there  arose 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  male 
orthe  female  line  should  be  preferred,  and 
that  was  the  only  point  on  which  Earl 
Cairns  appeared  to  have  any  doubt. 
But  he  waived  that  doubt  on  consider- 
ing an  opinion  expressed  by  the  lawyers 
of  the  last  century — that  the  presump- 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


tion  as  to  Scotch  Peerages  was  in  favour 
of  the  male  line.  He  considered  that 
the  circumstances  of  this  case  were 
peculiar,  and  that  the  restitution  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  was  fully  justified; 
and  he  therefore  supported  the  BilL 

The  Eakl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chaik- 
MAN  of  CoMMiTTSBs)  Said,  he  would 
venture  to  address  a  few  remarks  to  the 
House  on  this  Bill,  because  he  did  not 
consider  it  to  be  a  question  which  was 
entirely  free  from  very  grave  doubt.  He 
did  not  believe  there  ever  had  been  a 
proposition  before  to  restore  a  title  by 
Act  of  Parliament  when  a  question  arose 
as  to  the  existence  of  that  title,  except 
in  the  case  of  a  reversion  of  attainder.  He 
believed  that  restitution  hitherto  had 
always  been  effected  on  an  unquestioned 
title ;  whereas  the  Bill  before  the  HooBe 
actually  stated  that  a  certain  amount  of 
doubt  existed.  He  thought  there  was 
considerable  danger  in  establishing  a 
precedent  and  bringing  in  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  determine  and  settle  a  title ; 
and,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  it  had  never 
been  done  before,  as  it  was  contrary  to 
the  whole  principle  of  the  Peerage. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  be 
thought  that,  considering  the  fact  that 
he  had  frequently  brought  this  matter 
before  the  House,  his  thanks  were  due 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Woolsack,  for  having  advised  Her  Ha- 
jesty  to  give  her  special  direction  that 
this  Bill  should  be  brought  to  their 
Lordships'  notice  and  favourable  con- 
sideration. His  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (the  Eari  of 
Eedesdale)  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Oal- 
loway)  had  had  a  very  long  eorre- 
spondence  some  years  ago  on  thia  sub- 
ject, and  he  was  afraid  that  neither  of 
them  had  changed  his  opinion.  His 
noble  Friend  would  make  this  one  \err 
great  mistake.  He  would  confuse  two 
Charters;  and  the  difference  between 
these  two  Charters  was  simply  this — 
that  the  Charter  dated  August  was  ot* 
terly  invalid,  because  it  did  not  receive 
the  confirmation  of  the  Sovereign  of  Soot- 
land  at  the  time ;  whereas  the  Chnrter 
of  the  following  December  did  receive 
that  confirmation,  and  was  consequently 
valid.  He  thought  the  proposal  to  refer 
the  question  to  a  Select  Commitlee  wns 
a  remarkably  wise  and  prudent  one«  and 
he  was  sure  their  Lord^ps  would  hav« 
great  satisfaction  in  performing  this  a«.t 
of  justice. 
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The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  said,  he  was 
glad  to  be  able  to  give  expression  to  the 
feeling  of  satisfaction  he  experienced 
when  he  heard  that  a  Bill  dealing  with 
this  matter  had  been  brought  in.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  an  unintentional 
injustice  had  been  done  to  a  Peer  of 
Scotland,  and  to  the  Peerage  of  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
matter  was  about  to  be  set  right.  He 
hoped  that  it  would  be  read  a  second 
time,  that  it  would  pass  successfully 
through  Committee,  and  that  a  third 
reading  would  be  taken. 

Motion  agned  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  re/erred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 

BILL.— (No.  111.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

COMMITTEB. 

House  in  Committee    (according  to 
Order). 
Clauses  1  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  13  (As  to  constitution  of 
polling  districts). 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  9, 
line  13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  dis- 
tricts" to  end  of  Sub-section  2,  said, 
thaty  by  the  part  of  the  clause  in  ques- 
tion, it  was  proposed  to  deprive  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  power 
of  fixing  the  polling  districts  for  the 
whole  of  a  county.  They  enjoyed  this 
power  by  the  present  law,  and  he  wished 
them  to  continue  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  power,  as  he  did  not  approve  the 
provision  in  the  clause  that  the  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  should  ap- 
point for  each  division  of  a  coimty  a 
special  eonmiittee  of  justices  resident  in 
the  division  to  fix  the  polling  districts 
in  it.  This  proposal  was  not  in  the 
original  draft  of  the  Bill,  but  was  intro- 
duced in  Committee  in  the  other  House 
without  much  discussion ;  and  it  was  a 
change  in  the  law  which,  in  his  opinion, 
might  tend  to  great  inconvenience. 
Farther  than  that,  it  was  totally  uncalled 
for,  and  must  lead  to  considerable  delay. 
Polling  districts  were  now,  in  many 
counties,  fixed  by  committees,  to  whom 
the  magistrates,  as  a  body,  delegated 
the  duty.  Many  such  committees  were 
already  at  work,  and  their  labours  would 
be  rendered  fruitless  if  the  clause  were 
pot  amended.    To  reject  his  proposal 


would  be  tantamount  to  suspending  the 
power  of  fixing  polling  districts  imtil 
the  end  of  June.  Such  a  postponement 
was  very  undesirable,  seeing  that  every- 
body was  most  anxious  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  registration  should  be  got 
into  order  as  soon  as  possible.  A  better 
course  would  be  to  revert  to  the  existing 
law  by  which  the  polling  districts  were 
fixed  by  magistrates  in  Quarter  Sessions. 
Moreover,  supposing,  after  the  commit- 
tee had  been  named,  one  of  the  mem- 
bers changed  his  residence,  and  left  the 
division,  he  apprehended  there  would 
be  considerable  doubt  whether  all  the 

Proceedings  of  the  committee  would  not 
e  vitiated  by  that  fact. 

Amendment  movedj  in  page  9,  line  13, 
to  leave  out  from  ("districts")  to  end 
of  Sub-section  {2),— -{The  Marquees  of 
8aliehury.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
thought  that  the  loss  of  time  to  which 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  had  referred  would 
not  be  80  serious  as  he  imagined,  and 
that  in  a  great  degree  it  would  be  ob- 
viated by  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  For  instance,  the  clause  would 
not  deprive  the  justices  in  Quar- 
ter Sessions  of  the  jurisdiction  which 
they  now  possessed  with  reference  to 
polling  districts ;  for  the  printed  reports 
of  the  committee  would  have  to  go  before 
the  magistrates  for  consideration ;  and 
now  that  counties  were  to  be  divided,  it 
was  surely  desirable  that  the  duty  of 
fixing  the  polling  districts  in  each  divi- 
sion should  be  imposed,  in  the  first 
instance,  upon  persons  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  locality.  If  the  Com- 
mittee left  out  that  portion  of  the  sub- 
section, as  it  stood,  he  thought  it  would 
be  necessary  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved  by  Mr. 
Stanhope  in  the  other  House  with  regard 
to  county  divisions  extending  over  more 
than  one  area. 

The  Mahquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
he  thought  that  suggestion  reasonable. 
But  with  regard  to  the  other  matter,  as 
he  understood  it,  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  was  to  appoint  a  committee, 
and  it  could  only  do  so  when  it  met  at 
the  end  of  June.  Then  the  committee 
had  to  report,  and  it  could  only  report 
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when  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
met  again  in  October.  There  was  no 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  the  country 
which  did  not  act  on  the  principle  of 
appointing  to  perform  a  duty  those 
magistrates  who  were  most  conversant 
with  the  subject.  He  was  not  sure  that 
in  Lancashire  there  were  magistrates 
resident  in  all  the  Parliamentary  divi- 
sions; and,  further  than  that,  there 
might  be  only  one  magistrate  in  the 
division,  who  would  thus  be  the  com- 
mittee under  the  clause. 

The  Makqtjess  of  RIPON  said,  that 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  was  to 
take  this  matter  into  consideration  not 
later  than  one  month  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  and  it  was  expected  that  the 
Bill  would  be  passed  in  a  day  or  two ; 
therefore,  there  would  not  be  the  delay 
which  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  an- 
ticipated. It  must  be  desired  by  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  that  the  polling 
places  should  be  as  convenient  as  pos- 
sible ;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  have  local  inquiries  as  to  the 
most  convenient  places. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  justices  might  do  these  things 
at  any  time,  at  a  special  Sessions  held 
for  the  purpose;  and  need  not  act  in 
Quarter  Sessions,  properly  so  called. 

Viscount  CRANBkOOK  said,  that 
already  the  county  divisions  had  ample 
opportunities  of  making  their  wants 
known,  for  there  were  officers  who  were 
acquainted  with  every  district;  and  to 
have  travelling  committees,  going  about 
making  inquiries  in  different  districts, 
would  not  be  required.  It  was  much 
better  to  leave  the  law  as  it  was,  and  to 
throw  the  responsibility  on  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  the 
magistrates  assembled  in  General  or 
Quarter  Sessions  were  fully  cognizant  of 
local  requirements,  and  quite  competent 
to  determine  what  the  polling  places  for 
the  county  should  be.  They  possessed  all 
the  knowledge  required  for  the  purpose 
of  arranging  the  districts  to  suit  the 
geographical  convenience  of  the  county. 
In  his  own  county  of  Kent  the  polling 
places  had  been  already  arranged,  and 
were  to  be  finally  adopted  at  Sessions  on 
June  25.  If  such  an  Amendment  as 
proposed  were  carried,  it  would  lead  to 
great  loss  of  valuable  time,  and  the 
work  would  not  be  done  as  well.  At 
present  only  the  oonvenienoe  of  the  new 
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voters  was  considered,  with  the  con- 
currence of  both  political  Parties,  in  de- 
termining the  necessary  polling  places. 

On  Question  ?  ReioUei  in  the  ne^tAim. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Ohak- 
OELLOR,  Amendment  made  by  insertiiig 
at  end  of  clause — 

**  Provided  that  in  divisions  of  counties  wbkh 
extend  over  more  than  one  area,  the  anthoritj 
having  power  to  fix  polling  stations  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  combine  with  jostices  of  the  otha 
area  for  that  purpose.'* 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (As  to  expenses  in  case  of 
divided  county  jurisdiction),  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Repeal  of  s.  78  of  2  WiSL 
0.  4). 

The  Mahqtjess  of  SAUSBURT  said, 
that  in  the  Reform  Act  of  1832,  by  aa 
anomaly  of  a  strange  character  which 
it  was  not  easy  to  understand,  the  XJni* 
versity  buildings  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge had  been  excluded  from  the  right 
of  furnishing  an  occupation  qualification 
in  the  borough  in  which  they  were 
situated.  That  anomaly  had  remained 
undisturbed  to  this  day,  and  it  had  only 
been  called  into  prominence  now  because 
there  had  been  an  attempt  made  to  pro- 
duce an  equality  in  this  respect  between 
the  two  Kingdoms,,  and  to  extend  the 
same  disqualification  to  Dublin.  The 
extreme  absurdity  of  the  matter  had  then 
been  brought  to  light,  and  the  view  was 
adopted  that  not  only  Dublin  University, 
but  Oxford  and  Cambridge  also,  shonld 
have  an  occupation  franchise  for  Uni- 
versity buildings  like  any  other  build- 
ings. The  obvious  common-sense  ar- 
rangement was  adopted  that  no  matter 
what  station  a  man  occupied  he  shonld 
be  entitled  to  the  occupation  franchise ; 
but  at  a  later  stage,  by  a  small  majocitj, 
that  decision  had  been  reversed,  and  the 
curious  disqualification  had  been  pat 
into  the  Bill  that  persons  of  21,  who 
were  occupiers  of  buildings  in  the  bo- 
rouehs  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  shonld 
be  disfranchised  if  it  happened  to  be 
the  case  that  they  bad  not  takes  a 
certain  degree  in  the  Universit j  of  Ox- 
ford or  Cambridge.  At  a  time  when 
they  were  admitting  almost  to  manhood 
suffrage  many  uneducated  laboorcrv  in 
all  parts  of  the  oountry,  and  when  ths^ 
bad  made  the  soffirage  so  wide  tlutt  it 
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was  difficult  to  see  how  it  could  be  made 
wider,  at  this  time  they  were  laying  down 
this  exception — that  the  only  people  who 
were  net  capable  citizens  were  persons  at 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  who  had  not 
passed  a  certain  educational  examination. 

ViscoTTNT  OEANBEOOK :  It  is  a 
fancy  franchise. 

TheMabquess  op  SALISBUEY  said, 
his  noble  Friend  beside  him  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  suggested  that  it  was  a 
"  fancy  franchise  " — in  his  own  opinion 
it  was  worse  than  a  fancy  franchise,  it 
was  a  fancy  disfranchisement.  It  was 
difficult  to  conceive  what  could  have  in- 
duced the  other  House  to  accept  it.  He 
knew  that  certain  dignitaries  at  the 
Universities  had  objected  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  to  undergraduates, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  interfere 
with  the  discipline  of  the  University  ; 
but  that  was  a  matter  for  those  excel- 
lent dignitaries  themselves  to  take  care 
of.  A  more  extraordinary  argument 
had  never  been  submitted  to  them  be- 
fore than  that  Parliament  should  be 
asked  to  refuse  a  right,  and  to  disfran- 
chise people  who  were  as  capable  citi- 
zens as  any,  because  it  would  interfere 
with  the  dignified  persons  who  managed 
the  discipline  of  the  two  Universities. 
Nor  was  this  opinion  universal  on  the 
part  of  the  rulers  of  the  Universities. 
He  had  received  a  memorial  from 
Queen's  Oollege,  most  earnestly  depre- 
cating the  setting  aside  of  the  franchise 
upon  grounds  of  this  description.  He 
had  very  little  doubt  that  the  House 
would  remove  this  unmerited  stigma 
from  the  undergraduates.  The  Amend- 
ment which  he  would  propose  would 
remove  not  only  the  action  of  the  Ee- 
form  Act,  but  also  that  of  certain  local 
Aets,  which,  travelling  on  the  lines  of 
that  Act,  had  renewed  the  disqualifica- 
tion. He  would,  therefore,  move  a  pro- 
vision that  no  person  should  be  excluded 
by  the  operation  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment from  the  Eegister  of  voters  in  re- 
elect of  the  Colleges  and  Halls  of  Oxford 
or  Cambridge.  This  provision  would 
affect  not  omy  undergraduates,  but  all 
others. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  p«ffe  11,  line  6,  to  leave  ont  ("  entitled  to 
be,")  and  iniert  ("  prevented  by  any  other  Act 
irooi  being.") — IThe  Marquest  of  Salisbury.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
pt^oposed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Caaase." 


The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  maintained 
that  it  was  impossible  that  any  argu- 
ment could  be  brought  against  the  ar- 
rangement which  he  had  proposed,  and 
that  the  anomaly  of  the  existing  system 
was  utterly  absurd.  It  seemed  to  him 
(the  Lord  Chancellor),  however,  that 
there  were  reasons  which  might  induce 
their  Lordships  to  think  that  it  was  not 
so  entirely  anomalous  and  absurd  as  the 
noble  Marquess  would  lead  their  Lord- 
ships to  believe.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  spoken  of  a  fancy  disfranchisement. 
If  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  himself 
thought  that  these  undergraduates  were 
disfranchised  because  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be  less  capable  citizens  than 
any  others,  he  would  not  have  had  one 
word  to  say  for  the  clause ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  practically  consistent 
with  the  full  recognition  of  their  capa- 
city. They  must  bear  in  mind  the  Imi- 
versity  franchise,  which  enabled  the 
Universities  to  return  two  Members  each 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  These 
young  men  were  there,  not  because 
they  were  inhabitants  of,  or  in  any 
natural  or  permanent  way  connected 
with  the  town,  but  because  they  be- 
longed to  the  University.  For  his  own 
part,  he  rejoiced  that  the  separate  re- 
presentation of  the  Universities  had 
been  maintained ;  but  he  thought  that, 
when  it  was  retained,  their  Lordships 
ought  to  be  very  careful  how  they  mixed 
up  these  young  men  in  statu  pupillari 
with  the  town  or  borough  franchise.  It 
might  be  a  serious  grievance  to  the  elec- 
tors of  the  town  or  borough  of  Oxford  or 
Cambridge  if  they  were  swamped  by 
these  young  men  comilig  upon  the  Ee- 
gister. Again,  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  there  should  be  no  ill- 
blood  or  ill-feeling  between  the  town 
and  the  University.  The  elder  members 
of  the  University  might  be  trusted  to 
behave  themselves  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  avoid  any  chance  of  exciting  such 
feelings;  but  he  felt  certain  that  the 
interference  of  3,000  persons  in  itatu 
pupiliarif  oomprising  an  addition  of  a 
really  and  substantially  extraneous  body 
to  the  town  constituency,  was  a  thing 
that  would  be  resented  as  an  injury,  and 
would  interrupt  the  harmony  wluch  it 
was  so  important  to  preserve  between 
the  University  and  all  its  members  on 
the  one  hand  And  the  town  on  the  other. 
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Viscount  CEANBROOK  said,  he  | 
would  point  out  that  graduates  as 
lodgers  in  the  boroughs  would  be  en- 
titled to  vote.  Not  only  that ;  but  he 
thought  that  it  was  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  Government,  after  assent- 
ing to  the  students  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  having  votes,  should  object  to 
students  under  similar  circumstances  at 
Oxford  or  Cambridge  being  enfran- 
chised. The  noble  and  learned  Earl  had 
brought  forward  as  an  argument  against 
it  the  fear  that  the  undergraduates 
would  conduct  themselves  badly.  In 
the  first  place,  it  would  not  be  the  case 
that  all  these  3,000  students  would  have 
votes;  in  fact,  very  few  would  have 
votes.  Then,  again,  those  that  would 
have  them  were  educated  young  men, 
and  Ministers  of  the  Crown  did  not 
scruple  to  stimulate  them  to  be  enthu- 
siastic in  political  affairs.  What  else, 
he  would  like  to  know,  could  be  the 
meaning  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Granville)  going 
down  to  the  Palmerston  Club  at  Oxford 
and  enforcing  upon  its  members*  the 
high  importance  of  their  giving  vent 
to  their  political  opinions  ?  Now,  how- 
ever, the  very  first  opportunity  they  had 
of  giving  those  gentlemen  the  franchise, 
the  Government  turned  round  upon  their 
young  protigiSf  and  said  that  these 
highly  educated  Liberals  were  not  to  be 
entitled  to  vote.  He  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  be  led  away  by  the 
arguments  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. It  was  proposed  practically  to 
impose  a  fancy  franchise,  by  only  allow- 
ing those  to  have  a  vote  who  had  taken 
a  degree — a  course  which  had  been  so 
strongly  condemned  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment. The  fact  was  that  when 
they  had  gone  that  length  it  was  quite 
absurd  to  shut  out  those  young  men. 
It  would  be  a  most  unseemly  exclusion, 
and  he  hoped  that  their  Lordships  would 
ficout  it. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
this  was  not  a  Party  question,  and,  on 
the  whole,  although  he  saw  some  objec- 
tion to  undergraduates  being  allowed  to 
vote,  yet  he  thought  the  arguments 
against  disfranchisement  prevailed,  and 
he  would  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  BALFOUE  said,  he  wished  to 
put  the  case  that,  under  the  Amend- 
ment, a  Peer,  who  was  an  uudergradaate, 
might  be  entitled  to  vote. 


The  Marquess  of  SAMSBUBY 
thought  the  chance  of  that  occuzring 
ivas  small 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  the  right 
of  a  Peer  to  vote  at  elections  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  had  often  been 
claimed  by  the  late  Duke  of  Bacdeach ; 
and  his  (Lord  Denman's)  noble  Prede- 
cessor had  always  maintained  that  Peers 
had  the  right  to  vote,  being  only  illegallj 
prevented  by  a  Besolution  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  it  was  quite  clear  the 
right  of  a  Peer  to  vote  was  intact 
He  trusted  they  would  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  bullied  by  one-sided  Beso- 
lutions  from  either  House  of  Parliament 
With  regard  to  students  at  all  UniTer- 
sities,  if  of  age,  they  should  be  allowed 
to  vote.  At  the  UniversitieB  of  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  even  minors,  who 
attended  classes,  voted  for  the  Lord 
Eector,  as  they  had  happily  done  in 
the  candidature  of  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote.  

The  lord  CHANOELLOR  said, 
that  after  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  seeing  they  were  divided 
amongst  themselves,  he  would  not  pot 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  MarqneM  of 
Salisbury,  further  Amendment  made: 
— In  page  11,  line  8,  by  leaving  out  from 
(<*  Cambridge  ")  to  end  of  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  U. 

Clause  16  (Repeal  of  enactmenta). 

Lord  BALFOUR,  in  rising  to  mof* 
the  omission  of  the  clause,  saidf  it 
would  make  the  first  inroad  upon  what 
he  thought  was  a  most  important  pris- 
ciple.  That  principle  was  that  the  ac- 
ceptance of  Poor  Law  relief  ahonld  ea- 
tail  such  a  dependence  as  to  diaqualifja 
man  for  the  exercise  of  the  franddM; 
and  he  hoped  that  Parliament  would  be 
very  careful  before  it  broke  down  thai 
principle.  At  least,  the  onus  of  pitmaf 
that  it  was  desirable  rested  upon  thoe* 
who  wished  to  make  that  very  gz«at 
change.  It  had  been  attempted  to  srnt 
that  the  aooeptanoe  of  medical  t&A 
from  the  rates  was  quite  different  ia  ili 
essence  from  the  aooeptanoe  of  <Am 
parochial  relief.  He  could  noi 
that  to  be  80 ;  and«  moreover,  he 
that  the  aooeptanoe  of  medical  relief  was 
very  often  the  oommencement  of  ^e  ae^ 
oeptanoe  of  poor  relief  apoa  a  medk 
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larger  scale.  It  was  therefore  most  im- 
portant, as  far  as  they  could,  to  keep  up 
the  idea  that  the  acceptance  of  that  re- 
lief did  degrade  a  man,  and  made  him  de- 
pendent on  others  in  a  way  which  un- 
fitted him  for  the  franchise.  If  that 
clause  were  allowed  to  stand  in  the  Bill, 
there  would  grow  up  in  the  country  a 
feeling  that  the  acceptance  of  parochial 
medical  relief  did  not  imply  the  same 
degradation  as  the  acceptance  of  other 
forms  of  parish  relief,  and  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  led  into  giving  that 
kind  of  relief  where  it  ought  not  to  be 
given.  It  was  said  that  it  was  very  hard 
if  a  man,  on  account  of  the  illness  of  his 
child,  or  of  his  wife,  or  through  meeting 
with  an  accident,  took  medical  relief, 
and  found  himself  disfranchised  in  con- 
sequence. But,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
was  very  undesirable  that  Parliament 
should  give  any  colour  to  the  idea  that 
men  were  not  to  make  provision  for  such 
emergencies,  whether  by  means  of 
friendLly  societies,  clubs,  or  provident 
mstitutions ;  and  he  was  assured  that,  if 
that  clause  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the 
Bill,  great  damage  would  be  done  to 
that  kind  of  society  in  many  parts  of 
the  country.  In  some  of  the  lower  class 
of  benefit  clubs,  there  was  a  rule  that  no 
assistance  should  be  given  until  a  man 
had  done  all  he  could  to  get  something 
oat  of  the  rates ;  and  if  that  clause  were 
passed  there  would  be  an  additional  pre* 
mium  offered  to  societies  to  adopt  rules 
of  that  kind.  As  to  the  alleged  hardship 
of  disqualifying  a  man  who  had  accepted 
medical  relief,  it  should  be  remembered 
^t  the  man  might  afterwards  recover 
his  independence,  and  that  the  disquali- 
fication would  only  attach  to  him  for  one 
year,  and  he  would  be  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion than  if  he  had  changed  his  place 
of  residence  from  one  part  of  the  country 
to  another.  That  clause  was  not  in  the 
Bill  when  the  measure  was  first  intro- 
duced by  the  Government.  It  was  pro- 
posed in  Committee  in  the  other  House 
on  May  6,  and  after  considerable  debate, 
in  a  fidl  House,  it  was  rejected  by  170  to 
102  votes.  Only  six  days  later,  at  a 
subsequent  stage,  the  proposal  was  re- 
newed in  a  much  smaller  House,  and 
almost  by  surprise  during  the  dinner 
hoar,  with  the  result  that  the  clause  was 
inserted  by  87  against  50.  The  division 
comparatively  was  a  very  small  one, 
and,  he  considered,  afforded  no  test  of 
the  real  feeling  of  the  House  of  Commons; 

yOL.  COXCYIII.    [third  sbbies.] 


and  he  claimed  the  support  of  the  Go« 
vernment  to  his  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  in  both  the  divisions  in  the 
other  House  the  only  Cabinet  Minister 
present.  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  voted  against 
the  clause,  as  also  did  the  Attorney 
General  and  various  subordinate  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  He  would  also 
point  out  that  no  such  proposal  as  this 
was  made  for  Scotland;  and,  judging 
from  what  he  knew  of  the  nature  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  that  country,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  for  such  a  proposal 
to  be  made.  He  knew  that  he  would  be 
told  that  it  was  dangerous  for  their  Lord- 
ships to  take  away  with  the  one  hand 
what  was  given  with  the  other ;  but  he 
ventured  to  say,  from  what  he  knew  of 
the  working  classes  chiefly  affected  by 
the  Bill,  especially  in  Scotland,  that  they 
were  the  last  people  who  would  desire  to 
see  persons  enfranchised  who  accepted 
aid  out  of  the  rates.  He  maintained 
that  a  provision  of  that  kind  constituted 
a  great  breach  of  the  principle  which 
had  always  been  adhered  to  by  Parlia- 
ment up  to  that  time,  and  he  believed  no 
material  hardship  would  be  inflicted  if 
his  proposal  was  agreed  to.  The  history 
of  the  clause  gave  it  no  title  whatever  to 
any  great  consideration  at  the  hands  of 
their  Lordships,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  agree  to  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Moved,  *'To  leave  out  Clause  16."— 
{The  Lord  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  Clause  16 
stand  part  of  the  Bill?" 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that 
inasmuch  as  the  Eegistration  of  Voters 
(Ireland)  Bill  contained  a  similar  clause, 
and  he  was  sure  it  would  lead  to  great 
abuse  in  Ireland,  and  inasmuch  as  the 
retention  of  that  clause  would  be 
governed  by  the  decision  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  English  Bill,  he 
should  support  the  Motion. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE,  in  op- 
posing the  Amendment,  said,  that  the 
Government  were  influenced  in  the 
course  they  had  taken  in  the  other 
House  by  a  desire  to  keep  out  of  the 
Bill  contentious  matter,  especially  where 
it  related  to  questions  not  germane  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure.  Though 
he  would  not  say  that  the  Government 
would  not  take  a  division  on  the  clause, 
they  preferred  to  leave  the  question  to 
be    determined  on  its  merits,   and  he 
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thought  they  were  acting  quite  con- 
sistently in  not  making  themselyes 
parties  to  its  omission.  The  clause  had 
not  heen  maintained  in  the  Bill  ex- 
clusively hy  votes  of  adherents  of  the 
Government ;  the  assistance  of  Conser- 
vatives as  well  as  others  had  heen  given 
in  favour  of  the  provision.  He  had  no 
disposition*  however,  to  conceal  from 
their  Lordships  the  fact  that  there  were 
arguments  to  he  hrought  forward  on 
both  sides  of  the  question.  The  general 
argument  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  omission  of  the  clause  (Lord 
Balfour)  was  entitled  to  considerable 
weight — that  was,  the  sound  and  gene- 
ral principle  that  persons  who  came  on 
the  poor  rates  should  not  exercise  the 
franchise.  But  the  question  really  was 
whether  that  was,  in  principle,  a  mate- 
rial departure  f^om  that  sound  and 
general  principle;  and  whether  there 
were  not  reasons  which  tended  to  show 
that  that  was  a  case  in  which  an  excep« 
tion  might  be  made.  An  important 
consideration  in  favour  of  the  clause 
was  that,  by  the  Franchise  Act,  they 
placed  the  householders  of  the  county 
m  the  same  position  as  the  poorer 
householders  in  the  borough.  In 
boroughs  and  cities  it  happened,  cer- 
tainly not  universally,  but,  at  all  events, 
80  frequently  as  almost  to  be  the  gene- 
ral rule,  that  there  were  hospitals  or 
dispensaries,  easily  accessible  to  persons 
in  need  of  medical  relief,  where  they 
could,  and  did,  obtain  that  medical  aid 
with  reasonable  and  proper  facilities, 
and  who  were  not  disfranchised  for  ob- 
taining relief  of  that  kind.  In  counties 
similar  institutions  were  not  so  easily 
accessible;  and  if  they  struck  out  the 
dause  they  would  place  the  poorer 
householders  of  the  rural  districts  at  a 
disadvantage  in  comparison  with  the 
poorer  householders  of  the  boroughs, 
who  would  be  enabled  to  go  to  the  dis- 
pensaries or  the  hospitals,  and  there  ob- 
tain what  in  rural  districts  could  only 
be  obtained  by  means  of  the  Poor  Law 
medical  officers. 

The  Dukb  of  EIOHMOND  and 
OORDON  supported  the  omission  of 
the  clause.  He  could  not  altogether 
ag^ree  with  the  noble  and  learned  £arl 
on  the  Woolsack  that  the  poor  electors 
in  towns  would  be  placed  in  a  better 
position  than  the  poor  householders  in 
the  rural  districts,  inasmuch  as  in  the 
towns  there  were  dispensaries  and  other 

Th  Lord  Chancellor 


modes  of  obtaining  medical  relief  which 
were  not  accessible  in  the  same  way  to 
the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. He  objected  to  the  clause,  be- 
cause it  gave  a  wrong  impression  as  to 
what  would  be  its  etfect.  It  provided 
that— 

"  Medical  or  Burgioal  anistanoe,  or  the  giviaf 
of  medicine,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  oonrtitato 
parochial  relief  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Kepresentation  of  the  People  Acta.*' 

He  wished  to  know,  however,  wheUier 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  was  awaie 
of  the  fact  that  in  almost  every  case  in 
which  a  poor  person,  either  for  him- 
self, or  wife,  or  child,  received  medi- 
cal relief  it  was  ahnost  invaiiaUj 
connected  vrith  the  receipt  of  wine  and 
meat  on  behalf  of  the  person  who 
was  unwell?  They  could  not  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  in  most  cases  the 
doctor  prescribed  not  medicine  akme, 
but  wine  and  mutton  chops  and  other 
medical  comforts.  The  result  would  be 
that,  in  rural  districts,  whereas  out 
labourer  receiving  medical  assistanoo 
only  would  retain  his  right  to  vote, 
another,  living  next  door,  if  ordered  ia 
addition  meat  and  wine,  would,  under 
the  clause,  be  disfranchised.  In  tryiaf 
to  evade  it  there  could  be  little  doubt 
great  abuses  would  arise. 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  persons 
receiving  what  the  noble  Duke  oppooto 
(the  Duke  of  Eiohmond  and  Oovdoa) 
termed  *<  medical  comforts  "  would  oot 
come  within  the  benefit  of  this  da1X•^ 
and  that  they  would  consequently  be 
disfranchised;  but  it  would  be  veij 
hard  if,  because  a  man  broke  his  leg 
and  obtained  surgical  assiatanoe,  ht 
should  be  disfrandused. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  the  noUs 
Duke  the  late  Lord  President  of  tiie 
Council  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond  aid 
Gordon),  on  a  former  oceaaion,  hsd 
stated  that  Poor  Law  relief,  beiag 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  Fbor 
Law,  must  be  a  disqualification ;  bol 
he  (Lord  Denman)  thought  thai  in  a 
measure  of  enfranchisement  it  oofte 
not  to  deprive  householders  of  tMr 
votes. 

The  Mabquxss  of  SAUSBXTB Y  anl 
that  both  the  clause  und^  notioe  aad 
the  statement  of  the  noble  and  laoned 
Earl  upon  the  Woolsack  lolly  Otw- 
trated  the  extreme  inoonveniones  of  tte 
course  taken  by  the  Oovemntent     If  % 
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change  in  the  law  was  to  be  made  on  an 
important  point  like  that,  it  ought  to 
be  made  by  the  Government  themselves, 
carefullj  drafting  a  clause.  Instead  of 
that,  the  Gk>vemment,  after  resisting, 
apparently  ineffectively,  a  clause  pro- 
posed by  a  private  Member  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  when  it  came  to 
their  Lordships'  House,  at  once  turned 
round  and  insisted  that  that  House 
should  also  adopt  it.  Even  if  their 
Lordships  passed  the  clause,  the  diffi- 
culty complained  of  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon) 
would  not  be  removed,  as  **  medical 
comforts"  would  still  disqualify  a  man ; 
and«  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  seldom 
was  a  case  in  which  a  person  who  met 
with  an  accident  and  received  surgical 
assistance  did  not  receive  medical  com- 
forts in  the  form  of  wine  and  other 
things,  as  well  as  medicine.  And  since, 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite 
said,  the  receipt  of  such  things  would 
disqualify  a  voter,  that  clause  was  a 
mere  mockery,  for  it  would  seem  to  en- 
franchise where  it  really  would  not,  for 
that  which  was  only  a  portion  of  the 
treatment  of  a  case  would  disqualify  a 
man.  If  they  meant  that  medical  relief 
should  not  disqualify  from  the  franchise, 
they  should,  at  least,  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  all  that  was  necessary  to  the  cure 
should  be  included  in  the  enfranchising 
clause.  This  was  a  half-measure,  which 
would  merely  disappoint  people;  and, 
though  calling  in  question  an  important 
principle,  would  practically  enfranchise 
no  human  being.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  very  unwise  proposition  to  put  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament. 

LoHD  FITZGERALD  strongly  op- 
posed the  Amendment. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GK)RI>ON  desired  to  point  out  again 
that  the  effect  of  the  clause  would  be 
this — that  one  man  who  received  medi- 
cal assistance  and  medicine  would  get 
a  vote ;  while  his  neighbour,  because 
his  illness  had  been  more  severe,  and  he 
had  received  wine  and  other  medical 
comforts,  would  be  disfranchised. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon) 
only  went  to  show  that  the  clause  would 
not  enfranchise  so  many  persons  as  was 
at  first  sight  supposed.  He  agreed 
that  the  olause  would  i^ot  cover  medical 
eomlorts. 


On  Question?  Their  Lordships  du 
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Carysfort,  L.  {E.Carys- 

fort.) 
Clanwilliam,     L.    {E, 

Clanwilliam. ) 
Clinton,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
de  Kos,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Forester,  L. 
Gerard,  L. 
Hopetoun,  L.  (E.  Hope* 

toun.) 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
flylton,  L. 
Kenlis,  L.   (Jf.  Headt 

fort.)     ^  . 
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costs  in  cases  where  they  had  made  mis- 
takes in  the  revision  of  the  list  of  voters, 
said,  he  maintained  that  this  would  be 
very  hard  upon  the  County  Court  Judges 
who  were  not  in  the  same  position  as  the 
Eevising  Barristers  in  England.  In  the 
case  of  the  latter  oflficials,  they  would 
accept  the  work  imposed  upon  them  with 
their  eyes  open ;  but  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Judges  the  new  work  would  be 
thrown  upon  them  against  their  will. 

Amendment  moved^ 

In  page  3,  line  14,  after  ("with,'*)  insert 
(<<  costs  against  the  party  ohtaining  such  role.") 
—{The  Earl  of  MilUown,) 

LoBD  CAELINGFOED  (Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council)  said,  the  object 
with  which  the  clause  had  been  inserted 
had  been  to  make  the  law  of  Ireland 
the  same  as  that  of  England.  If,  how- 
ever, the  position  of  the  Revising  Barris- 
ters, were,  as  described,  different  to 
that  of  the  County  Court  Judges  in  Ire- 
land, the  provision  might  be  omitted. 

Amendment  agre$d  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mill- 
town,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— ^In  page  3,  line  15,  leave  out  (**  pay- 
ment of.'*) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  9  to  17,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Publication  of  register, 
&c) 

The  EarlofMILLTOWN,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  to  omit  the  provi- 
sion requiring  registration  notices  to  be 
affixed  to  the  doors  of  churches  in  Ire- 
land, said,  he  would  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Pro- 
testant Church  had  been  disestablished 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  churches  were 
now  private  property,  upon  which  it 
would  be  an  unwarrantaole  liberty  to 
affix  these  notices  against  the  will  of 
the  clergy.  Numerous  representations 
had  been  made  to  him  by  Protestant 
clergymen  in  Ireland  strongly  complain- 
ing of  the  provision  in  the  clause,  and 
intimating  that,  even  if  the  clause  were 
passed,  they  would  not  submit  to  it. 
He  understood  also  that  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergy  were  opposed  to  the 
proposal. 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  7,  line  13, 
leave  out  from  (** position  ")  to  ("out- 
TV/^  Earl  of  MiUfowit 
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side")  in  line  15.— (7!^  Earl  of  MiU- 
town,) 

Lord  CARLINGFOHD  (Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council)  said,  he  would  ac- 
cept the  Amendment,  especiaUy  seeing 
that  it  had  never  been  habitual  in  Ire- 
land to  affix  these  notices  on  the  chnich 
doors,  as  it  had  been  in  England. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Eemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedules  agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrou? ;  and  Standing  Ordw 
No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to 
its  being  dispensed  with :  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.     (No.  122.) 

EGYPT— RETURN  OF  EXPENDITUBE. 
ADDRESS  FOR  A  RETURN. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY  moved  for  a 

**  Return  of  the  total  suma  spent  by  ^e  Im- 
perial and  Indian  GoTemments  on  naral  and 
military  operations  in  or  connected  with  Egypt, 
on  its  civil  administration,  and  on  anj  other 
matters  relating  to  that  country  since  Ist  Jan* 
uary  1882  up  to  the  present  time ;  Also,  for  a 
Return  of  tiie  officers  and  men  who  hare  kMft 
their  lives  and  of  the  number  inralided  hooie  ia 
consequence  of  our  operations  in  Egypt  be-> 
tween  the  above-mentioned  dates." 

The  Earl  of  MOKLEY  said,  ha 
would  consent  to  the  Betorn,  with  the 
addition  of  the  words  '*80  far  as  maj 
be." 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  hoped 
that  the  number  of  Arabs  who  had  loift 
their  lives  would  be  stated. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  the  Re- 
turn to  be  complete  should  also  include 
the  number  of  Egyptian  troops  killed, 
including  those  garrisons  which  bad 
been  massacred ;  and  the  number  of 
Egyptians  and  Arabs  who  had  been  soM 
into  slavery  during  our  military  opera* 
tions  in  the  country. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  thst 
in  answer  to  a  recent  inquiry  the  noble 
Earl  the  Under  Secretarjr  of  State  te 
War  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  assured  th* 
House  that  the  troops  in  Egypt  w«t 
amply  supplied ;  and  he  had  since  showm 
him  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  a  Betim 
giving  the  exact  quantity  of  Commk»- 
riat  stores  at  the  different  statMOft^ 
Nevertheless,  they  heard  through  tiba 
Press  and  from  various  private  rvporti 
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that  the  troops  at  many  different  eta- 
tions  were  on  short  allowance,  and 
many  of  them  almost  in  rags.  He  did 
not  mean,  or  wish  in  the  least,  to  make 
a  charge  against  the  War  Office.  He 
knew  that  abundant  supplies  had  been 
sent  ont ;  but  the  question  was  whether 
they  had  reached  the  troops,  and  on 
that  point  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  troops  were  the  best  judges. 
The  noble  Earl  had  received  Commissa- 
riat Eeports.  He  would  suggest  tiiat 
he  should  ask  for  more  specific  Eeports 
from  the  Military  Authorities. 

The  Eakl  of  MOELEY  said,  that 
the  information  given  to  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Longford)  was  entirely 
wrong.  That  Betum  he  had  shown  the 
noble  Earl  was  not  a  Commissariat  Ee- 
tnm  at  all.  He  should  be  glad  to  re- 
ceive any  information  which  the  noble 
Earl  might  give,  and  to  investigate  the 
matter;  but  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
specified  a  single  point.  If  he  would 
make  a  specLQo  complaint  inquiries 
shoold  be  made;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Morley)  could  not  undertake  to  tele- 
graph inquiries  as  to  all  rumours  which 
were  circulated.  He  did  not  say  that  in 
the  course  of  transport  up  and  down  the 
river  cases  of  inconvenience  might  not 
have  occurred  ;  but  this  he  did  say — that 
the  Eeports  of  Military  Authorities  on  the 
Nile  showed  that  there  was  no  deficiency 
in  the  supplies  which  had  been  for- 
warded. 

Motion  amended,  by  the  addition  of 
the  words  ("so  far  it  can  be  given,") 
and  agreed  to. 

Address  for — 

"  Return,  so  far  as  it  can  be  given,  of  the 
total  sums  spent  by  the  Imperial  and  Indian 
Govenunents  on  naval  and  military  operations 
in  or  connected  with  Egypt,  on  its  civil  ad- 
ministration, and  on  any  other  matters  relating 
to  that  country  since  1st  January  1882  up  to  the 
present  time  :  Also,  Return  of  the  officers  and 
men  who  have  lost  their  lives  and  of  the  num- 
ber inyalidod  home  in  consequence  of  our  ope- 
rations in  £g}'pt  between  the  ahove-mentioned 
dates."— (TAtf  £arl  of  Jersey.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday y  19tk  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  —  ParvATB  Bills  ily  Order)  — 
Third  Beading  —  Barnngton's  Hospital; 
North  "Wales  Narrow  Gauge  Railways  (Ex- 
tensions, &c.),  *  Mi^pMsed, 

Considered  as  am^ei^c/— Metropolitan  Board  of 
"Works ;  North  British  Railway  ;  South 
Eastern  Railway  (Various  Powers).* 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders 
(Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)*  [185];  Local  Go- 
vernment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (La- 
bourers Act)  (No.  «)•  [186]. 

First  JZtfoiftii^— Princess  "Beatrice's  Annuity* 
[187]. 

Second  Eeading^Commons  Inclosure  (Llany- 
hyther)  Provisional  Order  ♦  [175]  ;  Commons 
Regulation  (Ashdown  Forest)  Provisional 
Order  •  f  174] ;  Commons  Regulation  (Drum- 
burgh)  Provisional  Order*  [173]  ;  Tramways 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)*  [166]  ;  Tram- 
ways Provisional  Orders  (No.  3;  •  [167]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BARRINGTONS  HOSPITAL  BILL 

{by  Order). 

THIBD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Jfr.  Dillwyn.) 

Mr.  BIGGAR,  in  moving — 

"That  the  Bill  be  re-committed,  in  order  that 
provision  may  be  made  that  the  two  additional 
Governors  of  the  Hospital  shall  be  nominated 
from  time  to  time  by  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  Limerick,*' 

said,  that  the  sole  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  11th 
year  of  the  Eeign  of  George  IV.,  en- 
titled— ''An  Act  for  the  management 
and  direction  of  the  Hospital  founded 
by  Joseph  Barrington  and  his  Sons  in 
the  City  of  Limerick,"  by  constituting 
for  all  future  time  the  Homan  Catholic 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  of  Limerick  and 
the  parish  priest  of  St.  Mary's,  Lime- 
rick, the  two  additional  Governors  of 
the  Hospital  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
create.  Of  course,  he  would  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  this  provision  of  the 
Bill  under  ordinary  circumstances,  be- 
cause he  presumed  that  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
IMary's  ^ould  be  gentlemen  who  would 
take  a  proper  interest  in  the  due  admi- 
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nistration  of  the  charity ;  but  it  might 
BO  happen  that  from  old  age  or  ill- 
health  those  gentlemen  would  find  them- 
selyes  unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  office.  The  position  of  Bishop,  like 
that  of  parish  priest,  was  of  a  practically 
permanent  character;  and  if  either  of 
these  became  infirm,  or  had  no  time  to 
spare  from  the  performance  of  their  own 
clerical  duties  for  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  attaching  to  the  Governors  of  this 
Charity,  there  would  be  no  power  to  re- 
place them,  and  the  interests  of  the 
hospital  would  suffer  in  consequence. 
He,  therefore,  proposed  that  the  Bill 
should  be  re-committed,  in  order  that  the 
nomination  of  the  two  Governors  should 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Limerick.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Corporation  of  Limerick  were  the  most 
desirable  body  to  entrust  with  the 
appointment,  and  he  might  add  that  he 
proposed  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  on 
behalf  of  that  body.  If  this  power  were 
given  to  the  Corporation  they  would 
from  time  to  time  select  gentlemen  in 
the  prime  of  life  who  took  a  special 
interest  in  institutions  of  this  kind,  and 
who  would  undoubtedly  be  more  active 
and  efficient  members  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  than  the  Bishop  of  Limerick 
and  the  parish  priest  of  St.  Mary's  could 
possibly  be.  He  hoped  it  would  be 
understood  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  present  Bishop  and 
parish  priest.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  them  to  be  two  gentlemen  who 
were  perfectly  competent  to  fulfil  all  the 
duties  of  the  office,  and  to  fill  them  to 
the  satisfaction  of  everybody  concerned  ; 
but  there  was  no  certainty  as  to  who 
the  successors  of  those  gentlemen  would 
be,  or  whether  they  would  take  the 
slightest  interest  in  the  administration 
of  the  affairs  of  the  hospital.  It  was 
also  probable  that,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  the  Eoman  Catholic  Bishop  of 
Limerick  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
Mary's,  as  time  passed  away,  from  old  age 
or  infirmity,  or  a  pressure  of  their  own 
religious  duties,  would  become  year  by 
year  less  able  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  the  charity ;  whereas  if  such  a  thing 
occurred  in  reference  to  the  nominees  of 
the  Corporation,  there  would  be  power 
to  replace  them  by  younger  and  more 
active  men.  He,  therefore,  moved  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  making  provision  for  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  two  additional  Governors 

Mr.  Big  gar 


by  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  lime- 
rick. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  •*  be,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  re-committed,  in  order  that  proyimon  may  b« 
made  that  the  two  additional  Grovemon  of  the 
Hospital  shall  be  nominated  from  time  to  timt 
by  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Limerick,"— 
(JTr.  Biggar^) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  now  read  the  third  time '  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Me.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  said,  hede- 
sired  to  support  the  Motion  of  his  h<m. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar),  and  in  doing  so  he  wished  it  to 
be  clearly  understood  that  he  meant  no 
disrespect  whatever  to  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick,  or  the  priest  whom  it  was  in- 
tended to  associate  with  him  in  caRying 
out  the  important  objects  of  this  instita- 
tion.  He  had  no  doubt,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  stated,  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  hospital  would  be  in  Tery 
good  hands  indeed  if  the  Bishop  df 
Limerick  and  the  parish  prieet  of  8t 
Mary's  were  appointed ;  but  he  felt  that 
the  time  had  passed  when  institotioiu 
of  this  nature  could  be  well  administ^vd 
by  clerical  gentlemen.  He  believed  tbn 
time  had  passed  when  high  dignitaries 
of  the  Church  and  clergymen  would  care 
to  be  so  intimately  associated  with  the« 
institutions  as  they  had  been  in  tli* 
past ;  and  the  time  had  arrived  when  it 
was  necessary  that  corporate  bodies 
should  guard  with  a  jealous  eye  their 
management  and  administration  of  all 
institutions  that  had  been  established 
for  the  purpose  of  alleviating  the  soffcf- 
ings  of  the  people,  and  attending  to  the 
wants  of  the  poor.  From  time  to  timt 
it  would  become  necessary  for  the  Cor- 
porations of  Lreland  to  institute  inquiriet 
into  the  management  of  the  hoepitals 
which  existed  in  that  country;  and  it 
had  been  found,  owing  to  the  onercms 
nature  of  the  duties  which  the  Somas 
Catholic  Bishops  and  priests,  and  th« 
clergy  of  other  denominations,  and  th« 
scanty  supervision  they  were  in  oona*- 
quence  able  to  exercise,  that  many  irre- 
gularities had  crept  into  the  manage 
ment  of  these  institutions.  But  if  th« 
Corporation  of  Ireland  were  allowed  to 
supervise  the  administration,  the  jodi- 
cial  and  business  aptitude  of  the  oev 
members  who  joined  these  Corpormlioiis 
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from  time  to  time  could  be  utilized,  and 
their  energy  and  knowledge  of  public 
affairs  would  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  fulfilment  of  these  duties,  so  that 
they  would  be  able  to  inquire  into  any 
irreg^ularities  which  might  be  committed, 
and  to  remedy  any  abuses  that  might 
haye  crept  in  ^om  time  to  time,  owing 
to  the  inattention  of  the  other  Qovernors 
to  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  It  was 
upon  these  grounds  that  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  back  up  and  endorse  the  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cayan  ;  and 
he  trusted  that  those  representations 
would  not  only  be  met  in  the  spirit  in 
which  they  had  been  offered,  but  that 
the  House  would  endorse  and  carry  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  yest  the 
appointment  of  the  two  additional  Go- 
yemors  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  create 
in  the  hands  of  the  Oorporaticm  of  the 
City  of  Limerick. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  knew  no- 
thing about  the  present  Bill,  nor  of  the 
hospital  to  which  it  related  ;  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  was 
generally  so  enlightened  in  his  yiews, 
and  80  accurate  in  the  objections  he 
took,  that  it  was  with  a  good  deal  of 
hesitation  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  ventured 
to  point  out  a  course  which  he  thought 
would  be  much  more  satisfactory  than 
the  one  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  now 
taking — namely,  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass  in  its  present  form,  and  then  to 
bring  in  a  new  Bill  giving  the  power 
of  nominating  two  additional  Governors 
to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lime- 
rick. His  own  opinion  was  that  it 
would  be  most  useful  to  have  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  in  asso- 
ciation with  the  parish  priest,  upon  the 
Board  of  Governors  ;  and  it  would  also 
be  useful  hereafter  to  have  upon  the 
same  Board  the  business  experience  and 
knowledge  which  would  be  possessed 
by  two  members  of  the  Corporation  of 
Limerick.  He  was  able  to  speak  from 
personal  experience  of  the  great  advan- 
tage of  having  a  Bishop  connected  with 
the  management  and  administration  of 
charities  of  this  kind.  He  might  men- 
tion a  case  in  which  the  Archbishop  of 
Taam  had  rendered  extremely  valuable 
service  as  one  of  the  Governors  of  the 
Asylum  at  Westport,  in  the  county  of 
Mayo.  He  had  heard  from  several 
persons  that  the  Archbishop  had  been 
of  considerable  value  in  the  management 
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of  the  Asylum.  He  certainly  differed 
from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  in  the  opinion  that  the  Bishops 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  in  Lre- 
land  were  too  old  or  too  infirm  to  do  the 
work  that  would  be  required  of  them. 
He  had  known  of  very  few  cases  indeed 
in  Ireland  where  the  Archbishops  or 
Bishops  had  been  found,  at  any  time, 
in  consequence  of  old  age  or  infirmity, 
unfit  to  do  the  work  entrusted  to  them. 
One  of  the  oldest  men  upon  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Episcopal  Bench  in  Ireland 
was  the  late  Archbishop  of  Tuam ;  but 
until  within  six  months  of  his  death — 
and  the  Archbishop  lived  until  the  age 
of  90— the  right  reverend  Prelate  was 
active  and  vigorous.  He  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend  carried  much  weight  with  it ;  and, 
so  far  as  the  parish  priest  of  St.  Mary's 
was  concerned,  the  value  of  having  a 
parish  priest  upon  the  managing  Board 
of  a  hospital  of  this  kind  would  be  self- 
evident.  As  he  had  stated,  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  Bill;  but,  taking  the 
sketch  of  it  which  had  been  given  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  he  thought  it  was  a 
most  valuable  measure,  and  he  should 
certainly  support  it.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  it  would  be  useful  if  some 
Eepresentative  of  the  Government  would 
state  whether  they  would  feel  inclined 
to  give  facilities  for  the  introduction  and 
passing  of  a  new  Bill.  In  that  case,  he 
had  no  doubt  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
John  O'Connor),  would  undertake  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
powering the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Limerick  to  nominate  two  members  of 
the  Governing  Body.  But  he  felt  that 
he  could  not  oppose  the  present  Bill 
for  placing  on  the  Board  the  Bishop  of 
the  diocese  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
Mary's. 

Sir  AETHUE  OTWAY  said,  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan),  as  to  whether  it  was  desirable 
to  afford  facilities  for  the  introduction 
of  a  new  Bill.  It  was  no  part  of  his 
duty  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  that 
point;  but,  in  regard  to  t^e  present 
Bill,  the  question  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House  seemed  to  him  to  bo  a 
very  simple  one.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  proposed  that  the 
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nistration  of  the  charity ;  but  it  might 
80  happen  that  from  old  age  or  ill- 
health  those  gentlemen  would  find  them- 
selves unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  office.  The  position  of  Bishop,  like 
that  of  parish  priest,  was  of  a  practically 
permanent  character;  and  if  either  of 
these  became  infirm,  or  had  no  time  to 
spare  from  the  performance  of  their  own 
clerical  duties  for  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  attaching  to  the  Governors  of  this 
Charity,  there  would  be  no  power  to  re- 
place them,  and  the  interests  of  the 
hospital  would  suffer  in  consequence. 
He,  therefore,  proposed  that  the  Bill 
should  be  re-committed,  in  order  that  the 
nomination  of  the  two  Governors  should 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Limerick.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Corporation  of  Limerick  were  the  most 
desirable  body  to  entrust  with  the 
appointment,  and  he  might  add  that  he 
proposed  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill  on 
behalf  of  that  body.  If  this  power  were 
given  to  the  Corporation  they  would 
from  time  to  time  select  gentlemen  in 
the  prime  of  life  who  took  a  special 
interest  in  institutions  of  this  kind,  and 
who  would  undoubtedly  be  more  active 
and  efficient  members  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  than  the  Bishop  of  Limerick 
and  the  parish  priest  of  St.  Mary's  could 
possibly  be.  He  hoped  it  would  bo 
understood  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  present  Bishop  and 
parish  priest.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  them  to  be  two  gentlemen  who 
were  perfectly  competent  to  fulfil  all  the 
duties  of  the  office,  and  to  fill  them  to 
the  satisfaction  of  everybody  concerned  ; 
but  there  was  no  certainty  as  to  who 
the  successors  of  those  gentlemen  would 
be,  or  whether  they  would  take  the 
slightest  interest  in  the  administration 
of  the  afi'airs  of  the  hospital.  It  was 
also  probable  that,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  the  Eoman  Catholic  Bishop  of 
Limerick  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
Mary's,  as  time  passed  away,  from  old  age 
or  infirmity,  or  a  pressure  of  their  own 
religious  duties,  would  become  year  by 
year  less  able  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  the  charity;  whereas  if  such  a  thing 
occurred  in  reference  to  the  nominees  of 
the  Corporation,  there  would  be  power 
to  replace  them  by  younger  and  more 
active  men.  He,  therefore,  moved  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  making  provision  for  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  two  additional  Governors 

Jlr.  Biggar 


by  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lime- 
rick. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  be,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  re-committed,  in  order  that  provision  may  be 
made  that  the  two  additional  Grovemon  of  the 
Hospital  shall  be  nominated  irom  time  to  time 
by  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Limerick," — 
{Mr.  Biggar^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
'  now  read  the  third  time '  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOE  said,  he  de- 
sired to  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar),  and  in  doing  so  he  wished  it  to 
be  clearly  understood  that  he  meant  no 
disrespect  whatever  to  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick,  or  the  priest  whom  it  was  in- 
tended to  associate  with  him  in  carrying 
out  the  important  objects  of  this  institu- 
tion. He  had  no  doubt,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  stated,  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  hospital  would  be  in  very 
good  hands  indeed  if  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
Mary's  were  appointed  ;  but  he  felt  that 
the  time  had  passed  when  institutions 
of  this  nature  could  bo  well  administered 
by  clerical  gentlemen.  He  believed  the 
time  had  passed  when  high  dignitaries 
of  the  Church  and  clergymen  would  care 
to  be  so  intimately  associated  with  these 
institutions  as  they  had  been  in  the 
past ;  and  the  time  had  arrived  when  it 
was  necessary  that  corporate  bodies 
should  guard  with  a  jealous  eye  their 
management  and  administration  of  all 
institutions  that  had  been  established 
for  the  purpose  of  alleviating  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  people,  and  attending  to  the 
wants  of  the  poor.  From  time  to  time 
it  would  become  necessary  for  the  Cor- 
porations of  Ireland  to  institute  inquiries 
into  the  management  of  the  hospitals 
which  existed  in  that  country;  and  it 
had  been  found,  owing  to  the  onerous 
nature  of  the  duties  which  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bishops  and  priests,  and  the 
clergy  of  other  denominations,  and  the 
scanty  supervision  they  were  in  conse- 
quence able  to  exercise,  that  many  irre- 
gularities had  crept  into  the  manage- 
ment of  these  institutions.  But  if  the 
Corporation  of  Ireland  were  allowed  to 
supervise  the  administration,  the  judi- 
cial and  business  aptitude  of  the  new 
members  who  joined  these  Corporations 
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from  time  to  time  could  be  utilized,  and 
tbeir  energy  and  knowledge  of  public 
affairs  would  bo  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  fulfilment  of  these  duties,  so  that 
they  would  be  able  to  inquire  into  any 
irregularities  which  might  be  committed, 
and  to  remedy  any  abuses  that  might 
have  crept  in  from  time  to  time,  owing 
to  the  inattention  of  the  other  Governors 
to  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  It  was 
upon  these  grounds  that  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  back  up  and  endorse  the  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  ;  and 
be  trusted  that  those  representations 
would  not  only  be  met  in  the  spirit  in 
which  they  had  been  offered,  but  that 
the  House  would  endorse  and  carry  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  vest  the 
appointment  of  the  two  additional  Go- 
vernors which  the  Bill  proposed  to  create 
in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation  of  the 
Gi^  of  Limerick. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  knew  no- 
thing about  the  present  Bill,  nor  of  the 
hospital  to  which  it  related  ;  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  was 
generally  so  enlightened  in  his  views, 
and  80  accurate  in  the  objections  he 
took,  that  it  was  with  a  good  deal  of 
hesitation  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  ventured 
to  point  out  a  course  which  he  thought 
would  be  much  more  satisfactory  than 
the  one  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  now 
taking— namely,  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass  in  its  present  form,  and  then  to 
bring  in  a  new  Bill  giving  the  power 
of  nominating  two  additional  Governors 
to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lime- 
rick. His  own  opinion  was  that  it 
would  be  most  useful  to  have  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  in  asso- 
ciation with  the  parish  priest,  upon  the 
Board  of  Governors ;  and  it  would  also 
be  useful  hereafter  to  have  upon  the 
same  Board  the  business  experience  and 
knowledge  which  would  be  possessed 
by  two  members  of  the  Corporation  of 
Idmerick.  He  was  able  to  speak  from 
personal  experience  of  the  great  advan- 
tage of  having  a  Bishop  connected  with 
the  management  and  administration  of 
charities  of  this  kind.  He  might  men- 
tion a  case  in  which  the  Ai'chbishop  of 
Tuam  had  rendered  extremely  valuable 
Borvice  as  one  of  the  Governors  of  the 
Asylum  at  AVestport,  in  the  county  of 
Mayo.  He  had  heard  from  several 
persons  that  the  Archbishop  had  been 
of  considerable  value  in  the  management 
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of  the  Asylum.  He  certainly  differed 
from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  in  the  opinion  that  the  Bishops 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  in  L:e- 
land  were  too  old  or  too  infirm  to  do  the 
work  that  would  be  required  of  them. 
He  had  known  of  very  few  cases  indeed 
in  Ireland  where  the  Archbishops  or 
Bishops  had  been  found,  at  any  time, 
in  consequence  of  old  age  or  infirmity, 
unfit  to  do  the  work  entrusted  to  them. 
One  of  the  oldest  men  upon  the  Roman 
Catholic  Episcopal  Bench  in  Ireland 
was  the  late  Archbishop  of  Tuam ;  but 
until  within  six  months  of  his  death — 
and  the  Archbishop  lived  until  the  age 
of  90— the  right  reverend  Prelate  was 
active  and  vigorous.  He  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend  carried  much  weight  with  it ;  and, 
so  far  as  the  parish  priest  of  St.  Mary's 
was  concerned,  the  value  of  having  a 
parish  priest  upon  the  managing  Board 
of  a  hospital  of  this  kind  would  be  self- 
evident.  As  he  had  stated,  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  Bill;  but,  taking  the 
sketch  of  it  which  had  been  given  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  he  thought  it  was  a 
most  valuable  measure,  and  he  should 
certainly  support  it.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  it  would  be  useful  if  some 
Bepresentative  of  the  Government  would 
state  whether  they  would  feel  inclined 
to  give  facilities  for  the  introduction  and 
passing  of  a  new  Bill.  In  that  case,  he 
had  no  doubt  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
John  O'Connor),  would  imdertake  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  cm- 
powering  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Limerick  to  nominate  two  members  of 
the  Governing  Body.  But  he  felt  that 
he  could  not  oppose  the  present  Bill 
for  placing  on  the  Board  the  Bishop  of 
the  diocese  and  the  parish  priest  of  St. 
Mary's. 

Sir  ARTHUR  OTWAY  said,  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan),  as  to  whether  it  was  desirable 
to  afford  facilities  for  the  introduction 
of  a  new  Bill.  It  was  no  part  of  his 
duty  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  that 
point;  but,  in  regard  to  the  present 
Bill,  the  question  for  tlie  consideration 
of  the  House  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
very  simple  one.  Tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  fMr.  Biggar)  proposed  that  the 
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how  much  enjoyment  was  given  to  tli6 
people  by  the  strips  of  garden  which 
existed  between  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment and  Charing  Cross.  It  was  not 
too  much,  therefore,  to  ask  that  some- 
thing of  the  same  kind  should  be  done 
for  the  East  End  of  London  also,  for 
people  whose  lives  were  carried  on  under 
conditions  far  less  favourable  than  those 
which  existed  in  Westminster  and  the 
West  End.  He  trusted  that,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  the  House  would 
assent  to  the  first  of  the  clauses  he  in- 
tended to  propose,  and  which  provided 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
should  lay  out  a  piece  of  land  in  All 
Saints,  Poplar,  as  a  recreation  ground. 

New  Clause  (Board  to  lay  out  piece  of 
land  in  All  Saints,  Poplar,  as  a  recrea- 
tion ground,) — ( J/r.  Brycef)'^hr ought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*' That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  accede  to 
the  request  which  had  been  made  to 
him  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  to  adopt 
these  clauses.  He  might  say  that 
during  the  time  he  had  had  the  honour 
to  be  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  a  great  number  of 
Bills  had  been  introduced  by  the  Board 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  various 
parts  of  the  Metropolis ;  and  he  had 
never  known  a  single  case  in  which  the 
House  had  intervened  and  said  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  or  any  other  cor- 
porate body,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
should  turn  certain  pieces  of  land  which 
came  within  the  limits  of  the  line  of  de- 
viation of  their  works  into  recreation 
ground  or  any  other  purpose  for  the  use 
of  the  general  public.  In  the  present 
Bill  the  Metropolitan  Board  proposed  to 
carry  out  important  works  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  public ;  and  in  regard  to 
the  special  improvement  for  which  this 
land  had  been  acquired,  it  was  for  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  and  not  for  the 
House,  to  say  how  any  surplus  which 
might  be  left  should  be  disposed  of. 
The  land  in  All  Saints,  Poplar,  had 
been  scheduled  for  the  express  purpose 
of  the  present  Bill,  to  be  applied  to- 
wards recouping  to  some  extent  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  for  the 
expense  they  would  have  to  incur    in 

Mr.  Bnjco 


carrying  out  these  public  improvements. 
With  regard  to  this  particular  plot  of 
land,  of  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
spoken  in  such  glowing  terms,  he  wished 
to  inform  the  House  that  the  whole  of 
it  amounted  to  one  and  a-quarter  acres, 
and  out  of  that  a  considerable  portion 
would  have  to  be  used  for  the  approaches 
to  the  ferry.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  onhr 
about  half  an  acre  on  either  side  of  the 
ferry  approach  would  be  available  for 
a  garden  or  recreation  ground ;  and  if 
the  Metropolitan  Board  were  to  study 
economy,  in  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers, it  was  necessary  to  dispose  of 
the  surplus  land  for  building  purposes,  so 
that  some  portion  of  the  cost  of  the  ienj 
might  be  provided  out  of  it.  If  the 
House  of  Commons  were  now  to  step  in 
and  were  to  say  that  the  Metropoutan 
Board  were  to  acquire  the  whole  of  the 
land  within  the  line  of  deviation,  whit 
would  be  the  result  ?  Why,  that  they 
would  have  to  pay  a  very  large  price 
indeed  for  this  public  improvement  Li 
regard  to  the  question  of  cost,  he  mi^ 
say  that  about  a  fortnight  ago  he  went 
down  to  Poplar,  to  the  Isle  of  Dogs,  for 
the  purpose  of  opening  the  East  and 
West  Ferry  Beads  for  ^e  benefit  of  the 
inhabitants  at  large ;  and  be  was  glid 
to  find  that  the  inhabitants  fully  appre- 
ciated what  the  Metropolitan  Board  were 
doing  for  them.  As  to  these  pieces  of 
land  of  half  an  acre  on  each  side  of  the 
approaches,  he  might  point  out,  as  a 
question  of  justice  to  the  rateMjoi 
generally,  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
were  proposing  to  establish,  at  a  veiy 
large  cost,  free  ferries  for  the  inkabi* 
tants  of  Poplar ;  and  there  was  certainlt 
one  question  which  he  would  like  to  pat 
to  any  intelligent  man  who  und^stood 
the  matter.  What  would  any  perwo 
who  lived  in  Poplar  or  the  Isle  of  DofE* 
like  to  do?  Would  be  wish  to  haw 
this  plot  of  ground,  less  than  one  aod 
a-quarter  acres  in  extent,  laid  oot  as  a 
recreation  ground,  or  would  he  prefer  to 
get  across  the  river  to  Greenwich  Park, 
where,  at  no  cost  whatever,  he  would 
be  able  to  enjoy  the  beauties  and  ts* 
chantment  of  that  famous  popular  i*- 
sort?  It  was  altogether  out  of  tha 
question  that  this  piece  of  land  eoaU 
be  of  real  advantage  to  the  public  fiv 
purposes  of  recreation.  It  would  »- 
volve,  in  his  opinion,  a  useless  expendi- 
ture of  public  money,  and  it  would  be 
.  most  unusual  for  the  House  of  Co*- 
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mons  to  insert  such  a  clause  in  a  mea- 
sare  proposed  by  a  Corporation  or  any 
other  body  representing  the  ratepayers. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  had  already  issued  their  no- 
tices, and  they  had  no  power  to  do  what 
they  were  asked  to  do.  In  compliance 
with  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
they  had  simply  asked  for  power  to  ac- 
quire this  land  forthe  purpose  of  utilizing 
it  in  constructing  the  approaches  to  the 
ferry.  They  had  never  thought  of  pro- 
viding any  recreation  ground  whatever ; 
and  80  far  as  the  land  itself  was  con- 
cerned, instead  of  being  suitable  for 
such  an  object,  as  his  hon.  Friend  as- 
serted, it  was  most  unsuitable,  inde- 
pendently of  the  fact  that,  in  compelling 
the  Metropolitan  Board  to  devote 
it  to  purposes  of  public  recreation  and 
enjoyment,  the  House  would  be  casting 
aside  every  principle  of  fair  play  which 
had  hitherto  gpiided  them  in  regard  to 
Bills  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  the  Metropolitan  Board  or  any 
other  corporate  body.  It  was  prepos- 
tooQs  to  direct  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
in  this  or  any  other  instance,  to  use  the 
land  acquired  for  a  particular  object  for 
the  purposes  of  a  recreation  ground, 
whether  they  liked  it  or  not.  He  be- 
lieved he  might  fairly  claim  for  the 
Veiropolitan  Board  that  they  had  never 
been  backward  in  doing  the  best  they 
could  for  the  interests  of  the  people. 
Already  they  had  been  instrumental  in 
•ecnring  nearly  2,000  acres  of  open  land 
around  the  Metropolis,  and  throwing  it 
open  for  the  free  use  of  the  general 
pabhc.  In  the  very  Bill  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  they  proposed  to  lay  out  72 
uses  of  land  in  Dulwich  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  public  park,  and  there  were 
provisions  in  the  Bill  enabling  them  to 
negotiate  with  the  Governors  of  Dulwich 
College  for  that  purpose.  They  were 
also  endeavouring  to  convert  Highbury 
Fields  at  Islington  into  an  open  space, 
tot  the  enjoyment  of  the  public  here- 
titer,  and  were  proposing  to  establish 
streets  which  would  form  a  direct  com- 
manication  between  this  open  space  and 
Islington.  The  body  of  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  was  the  mouth- 
pieoe  were  very  anxious  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  should  now  throw  open 
a  valuable  jnece  of  land  which  ^ey 
desired  to  make  use  of  in  order  to  recoup 
the  ratepayers,  to  9ome  extent,  for  the 
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large  expenditure  which  these  public 
improvements  would  involve ;  and  it  was 
suggested  that  this  land,  very  little 
larger  than  the  Chamber  in  which  they 
were  assembled,  should  be  converted 
into  a  recreation  ground.  Now-a-days, 
certain  persons  seemed  to  think  that 
everything  ought  to  be  turned  into  a 
public  recreation  ground.  He,  for  one, 
certainly  did  not  entertain  that*  opinion. 
Parliament  had  imposed  upon  the  Metro- 
politan Board  very  onerous  duties  and 
conditions,  and  the  result  was  that  they 
were  required  to  pay  very  large  sums  of 
money — very  much  larger  than  they  had 
any  right  to  anticipate — both  in  regard 
to  compensation  and  other  expenses. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  Metropolitan  Board  were  justified  in 
paying  some  attention  to  the  interests 
of  the  ratepayers,  and  in  trying  to  keep 
within  reasonable  bounds  in  regard  to 
the  public  improvements  which  they 
carried  out  from  time  to  time.  He 
therefore  felt  himself  called  upon  to  ask 
the  House  to  reject  the  clauses  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  placed  upon  the  Paper. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  although 
upon  most  occasions  he  had  supported 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg)  in 
any  matter  connected  with  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  still  upon  this 
occasion  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
should  not  be  found  in  the  same  Lobby 
as  his  hon.  Friend.  During  the  last 
few  weeks  he  had  had  many  opportuni- 
ties of  visiting  the  East  End  of  London ; 
and  the  experience  he  had  recently 
gained  convinced  him  of  the  strong  feel- 
ing there  was  among  the  working 
classes  of  the  district  to  obtain  possession 
of  this  small  piece  of  land  for  a  recrea- 
tion ground.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce),  in  proposing 
these  clauses,  pleaded  on  behalf  of  a  par- 
ticular society.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  speak  on 
behalf  of  that  society,  although  he  did 
not  deny  that  it  might  have  done  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  good ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  believed  that  the  members  of  it 
held  somewhat  fanatical  views  about  the 
acquisition  of  land  in  the  Metropolis  for 
recreation  grounds.  Therefore,  he  did 
not  appear  before  the  House  on  that 
occasion  to  speak  on  behalf  of  that 
society ;  but  he  supported  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  because  he 
knew  from  theknowledge  he  hadrecentl^      . 
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acquired  that  a  very  large  number  of 
the  working  classes  and  others  of  Poplar 
were  extremely  desirous  that  this  piece 
of  land  should  be  converted  into  a  re- 
creation ground.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
said  the  proposal  would  involve  the 
waste  of  a  large  sum  of  money,  which 
ought  to  be  utilized  for  the  benefit  of  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  generally. 
His  (Mr.  Onslow's)  opinion  was  that  it 
would  not  involve  the  waste  of  a  large 
sum  of  money.  If  it  entailed  an  addi- 
tion to  the  rates  of  the  Metropolis  to  any 
objectionable  extent,  he  certainly  would 
not  vote  for  it ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  these  1^  acres  might  be  laid  out 
very  easily  indeed,  at  a  comparatively 
small  cost.  He  thought  if  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  went  a  little  more  into 
detail,  he  would  find  that  he  took  an 
exaggerated  view  of  the  cost,  and  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  would  in  reality 
sacrifice  very  little  in  handing  over  this 
land  to  the  public.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  said  that  this 
would  be  a  good  place  for  children  and 
nursery  maids  to  resort  to ;  and  almost 
in  the  same  breath  the  hon.  Member 
said  it  was  much  better  that  they  should 
go  there  rather  than  while  away  their 
time  in  the  public-house.  He  (Mr. 
Onslow)  regretted  that  the  public-house 
should  be  so  constantly  lugged  in,  in 
connection  with  this  question  of  pro- 
viding recreation  grounds.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  was  that  the 
public,  whenever  they  had  the  oppor- 
tunity, would  rather  visit  a  recreation 
ground  than  the  public-house.  The 
publican  was  always  held  up  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  held  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  as 
the  great  sinner  in  the  Metropolis  in 
these  respects.  Perhaps  it  was  scarcely 
necessary  that  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  should 
say  it  was  not  because  he  believed  that 
people  would  while  away  their  time  in 
the  public-house  that  he  supported  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg)  said  the 
Metropolitan  Board  did  not  like  to  be 
dictated  to,  and  that  they  objected  to  be 
forced  to  do  this  or  that,  even  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  was  not  one 
of  those  who  in  any  way  desired  to  dic- 
tate to  the  Metropolitan  Board.  He 
knew  the  enormous  amount  of  good  that 
Board    had    accomplished    under   the 

Mr,  Omlow 


presidency  of  his  hon.  Friend;  and 
having  sat  on  various  Committees  in 
which  the  work  of  the  Board  had  been 
concerned,  he  knew  very  well  that  when- 
ever they  had  the  opportunity  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  were  unceasing  in  thdr 
endeavours  to  do  good  for  the  working 
classes  of  the  Metropolis.  But  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  present  Bill  was  a 
very  small  matter  indeed.  He  thought 
the  plot  of  land  to  which  the  Motion  ap- 
plied was  required  for  a  recreation 
ground  for  the  general  public  of  the 
East  End  of  London ;  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  be  right  to  grant  to  the  East 
End  this  small  boon,  which  would  not 
entfiul  an  excessive  amount  of  expendi- 
ture, and  would  be  greatly  appreciated 
by  the  residents  in  the  locality. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  that  as  he 
had  long  taken  an  interest  in  the  preser- 
vation of  open  spaces  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  had  also  been  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  which  considered  the  preseot 
Bill,  he  wished  to  say  a  word  upon  the 
question  which  had  been  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tover 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce).  Hie  proposal 
to  which  the  Motion  related  was  con- 
tained in  that  part  of  the  Bill  wbidi 
dealt  with  the  establishment  of  freefeinee 
across  the  Thames  between  Greenwich 
and  Poplar.  There  were  some  divisiots 
in  the  Committee  upon  the  subject,  soaa 
Members  objecting,  generally,  to  the 
principle  of  establishing  free  fanies.  If 
there  waa  to  be  a  free  ferry,  why  ahonU 
there  not  be  a  free  train,  and  a  free 
omnibus?  The  general  tenoor  of  the 
evidence  before  the  Committee  was  that 
so  much  had  been  done  to  open  up  and 
free  the  communioationa  acroea  the  river 
above  London  Bridge  that  it  was  aecet- 
saiy  to  improve  and  facilitate  the  nwaaa 
of  communication  below  London  Bridgt. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  free  ferry  waM 
really  be  nothing  else  than  a  large  float- 
ing bridge.  The  money  which  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  eatablisluag 
and  keeping  up  this  ferry  would  be 
levied  upon  the  whole  of  the  Metro- 
politan area,  and  it  would  have  aa  im- 
mediate effect  in  increasing  the  valat  ol 
the  land  which  happened  to  ba  eos- 
tiguous.  There  could  not  be  the  aUsbMl 
doubt  that  the  value  of  this  plot  erf  laal 
would  be  enormoualy  iooreaaed  aa  worn 
as  the  ferry  waa  establiahad,  and  thai 
the  Metropolitan  Board  wmU  a  al 
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probability  be  able  to  utilize  that  por- 
tion of  it  which  would  be  left  Taoant  for 
bailding  purposes  as  a  commercial  epecu- 
lation,  which  would  be  the  means  of  re- 
ooupiDg  themselves  to  a  certain  extent 
for  the  rates  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  raise  over  the 
whole  of  the  Metropolitan  area.  In 
the  discussion  of  the  proceedings  before 
PriTate  Bill  Oommittees  he  had  often 
thought  that  the  interests  of  the  general 
public  in  the  presence  of  the  interests  of 
powerful  individuals  or  associations  were 
frequently  neglected.  He  thought  it 
was  not  only  right,  but  fair  and  equi- 
table, that  Parliament  and  its  Commit- 
tees should  keep  in  view  the  interests  of 
the  public  generally.  If  it  was  right 
that  the  people  of  this  locality  should 
have  a  special  advantage  in  the  nature 
of  a  free  ferry  at  the  expense  of  other 
Londoners,  it  was  also  right  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  should  not  make  the 
opportunity  one  for  commercial  specu- 
lations, and  the  money  now  to  be  in- 
vested should  be  laid  out  in  a  manner 
most  advantageous  for  the  general  pub- 
lic who  might  use  the  ferry.  Under 
these  oiroumstacces,  he  strongly  sup- 
ported his  hon.  Friend's  clause. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  address  the  House  upon  the 
question  before  it.  He  had  simply 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  to  an  infor- 
aialtty  in  the  form  of  his  proposal.  In 
the  last  line  he  spoke  of  '<  Clause  14 ; '' 
but  if  it  were  added  to  the  Bill  it  would 
become  a  "  section,"  and  not  a  '^  clause." 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member,  if  the 
Motion  were  carried,  would  amend  it  in 
thatreapect. 

Question  put. 

l%e  House  dwiied : — ^Ayes  136 ;  Noes 
56  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No.  197.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the 
Bill." 

M&.  WABTON  said,  he  wished  again 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member 
&r  the  Tower  Hamlets  to  the  point  he 
had  referred  to  before  the  division  took 
place — namely,  that  the  term  used  in 
the  last  line  of  the  new  clause  should  be 
**Metion,"  and  not  "clause." 

Mm.  BBYCE  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
ts to  amend  tbe  elauae  as  suggested. 


Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  was  too  late.  The  proper  time  to 
have  moved  an  Amendment  was  when 
the  Question  was  put. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  the  2nd  clause  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  did.  He  begged 
to  move  a  further  clause  to  provide 
that— 

''All  powers  and  authorities  vested  in  the 
Board  "by  sections  two  to  eleven,  inclusive,  of 
*  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  Act,  1877,' 
shall,  upon  the  passing  of  this  Act,  apply  to  the 
said  piece  of  land  in  the  parish  of  All  Saints, 
Poplar,  and  to  every  part  thereof  when  the 
same  has  been  so  laid  out  as  a  public  garden,  as 
aforesaid,  as  if  the  same  had  been  included  in 
the  Schedule  of  'Parks*  to  the  said  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  Act,  1877." 

New  Clause— (Powers  of  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Wprks  Act,  1877,  to  apply  to 
recreation  ground  at  Poplar,)  —  (Jfr. 
Bryee,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time,  and  added. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

NORTH  BRITISH  RAILWAY  BILL 

{by  Order.) 
OOKSIDERATIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  the  following  Amend- 
ment in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  page  5, 
line  19,  to  leave  out  the  words : — 

•*  And  that  power  should  be  conferred  upon 
the  Gompcmy  to  remodel  and  improre  their 
hotel  adjoining  the  Waverley  Station  at  Edin- 
burgh (known  as  the  '  North  British  Station 
Hotel ')." 

If  this  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  he 
proposed  to  move  the  omission  from 
Clause  33,  page  27,  line  6,  of  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

''The  Companjr  may  alter,  enlarge,  remodel, 
and  improve  their  hotel  and  other  property 
fronting  Princes  Street,  in  the  city  of  Edin. 
burgh,  and  raise  the  back  portion  thereof  to  the 
same  height  as  the  front  portion,  so  as  to  form 
an  uniform  block.*' 

The  Bill  had  passed  through  its  pre- 
liminary stages,  and  had  been  considered 
and  reported  by  a  Committee  upstairs. 
Under  those  circumstances  he  should 
not,  as  a  general  rule,  feel  disposed  to 
interfere  with  the  decision  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  he  should  not  do  so  in  the 
present  instance  if  he  were  not  of  opi- 
nion that  a  great  principle  was  involved. 
The  question  which  he  desired  to  brin^ 
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before  the  House  was  a  most  important 
one,  the  principle  involved  in  it  being 
whether  a  Bailway  Company  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  legiti- 
mate business  of  the  hotel-keepers  by 
starting  an  hotel  of  their  own.  This 
might  appear  to  be  a  somewhat  startling 
proposition,  because  it  was  well  known 
that  a  considerable  number  of  Bail  way 
Companies  did,  at  the  present  moment, 
possess  hotels  in  connection  with  their 
principal  stations.  He  knew  that  fact 
perfectly  well ;  but  there  had  never  been 
an  occasion  before  in  which  the  question 
of  the  right  of  a  Bailway  Company  to 
keep  an  hotel  had  been  objected  to,  and 
he  believed  that  statement  was  fully 
borne  out  by  the  evidence  not  only  of 
the  opponents,  but  by  those  who  gave 
evidence  in  support  of  the  Bill.  Not 
only  had  opposition  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill  of  the  North  British  Bfulway  been 
offered  before  the  Committee,  but  it  had 
been  determined  to  continue  it  in  the 
House  itself.  The  principal  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  Bill  before  the  Committee 
was  Mr.  John  Walker,  the  general  ma- 
nager of  the  Company,  who  was  com- 
pelled, on  cross  examination,  to  admit 
that  he  did  not  know  of  any  hotel  power 
having  previously  been  opposed  before 
a  Parliamentary  Committee.  Therefore, 
he  (Mr.  Warton)  thought  that  a  new 
question  had  been  raised  which  he  was 
fairly  entitled  to  bring  before  the  House. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  it  was  at 
all  a  new  fact  that  Bailway  Companies 
had  occasionally  established  hotels  in 
connection  with  their  stations;  but  it 
was  a  new  question  whether  the  prin- 
ciple, now  that  it  had  been  opposed,  was 
or  was  not  to  receive  the  solemn  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
reason  why,  in  this  case,  the  North  Bri- 
tish Bailway  Company  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  build  an  hotel  in  Edinburgh 
was  because,  in  the  first  place,  it  had 
been  abundantly  proved,  by  evidence, 
that  the  City  of  Edinburgh  was  very 
well  supplied  with  hotels  already.  To 
prove  that  assertion  he  would  take  it 
out  of  the  mouth  of  the  Company's  own 
witness — Mr.  Walker,  the  general  ma- 
nager, who  was  obliged  to  make  the 
following  admission  to  the  Commit- 
tee:— 

•|  I  do  not  dispute  the  fact  that  the  City  of 
Edinburgh  has  for  many  years  been  excep- 
tionally well  supplied  with  hotel  accommoda- 
tion." 

Mr.  Warton 
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And  what  was  the  history  of  this  hotel 
which  the  Bailway  Company  proposed 
to  alter,  enlarge,  remodel,  and  improve! 
The  land  upon  which  the  existing  hotel 
stood  was  purchased  many  years  ago  by 
the  Company  nominally  for  the  purposes 
of  the  railway.  Under  Standing  Order 
No.  156  of  the  House  of  Commons  no 
Bailway  Company  was  to  be  allowed  to 
carry  on  any  other  business  except  that 
of  a  Bailway  Company  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament  through  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. In  this  case  how  had  that  assent 
been  given  ?  It  was  stated  in  the  Be- 
port  of  a  Committee  presided  over  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  that 
the  Company  purchased  the  ground  on 
which  the  hotel  stood  many  years  ago, 
and  that  until  lately  it  had  been  let  by  Uie 
Company  for  the  purposes  of  an  hotel 
It  was  now  iintenanted  owing  to  tiie 
want  of  certain  improvements.  Why 
was  it  that  the  hotel  was  untenanted? 
It  was  for  this  reason — that  two  sepa- 
rate tenants  had  successively  oooupiad 
the  hotel  under  the  Bailway  Company, 
and  both  had  failed  to  make  it  profit- 
able. Now,  if  other  hotel-keepers  in 
other  parts  of  the  City  of  Edioborgh 
tried  to  establish  a  business  and  failed 
the  result  was  a  loss  to  themselves ;  bat 
the  grievance  in  this  case  was  that  the 
Bailway  Company  would  be  able  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  hotel-keepan 
at  a  loss,  as  far  as  the  mere  hotel  itantf 
was  concerned,  and  therefore  it  was  in- 
stituting an  unfair  competition  to  iv- 
quire  traders  who  had  to  find  their  cvn 
capital  to  compete  with  a  great  Bailway 
Company  with  an  immense  capital,  auh- 
scribed  by  the  general  public,  behind 
them.  It  was  self-evident  that  a  Bail- 
way  Company  would  be  able,  out  of  the 
general  profits  of  the  railway,  to  cany 
on  the  business  of  an  hotel  at  a  lo«. 
There  were  other  ways  in  which  they 
were  able  to  compete,  with  excepdoaid 
advantages,  with  an  ordinary  trader  who 
had  to  carry  on  a  business  by  his  ovm 
industry,  and  out  of  his  own  capital  A 
Bailway  Company  could  employ  its  own 
officers  in  touting  for  custom ;  it  offend 
to  the  travelling  public  the  privilege  of 
forwarding  telegrams  along  the  railway 
free  of  expense,  and  there  were  other 
advantages  which  the  ordinary  hotel* 
keeper  was  unable  to  provide.  No  oth« 
hotel-keeper,  for  instance,  oonld  eead 
telegram9  free  of  e^eue  \  they  ooald 
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not  have  Hansom  cabs  constantly  upon 
their  premises,  with  the  names  of  their 
hotel  painted  on  them ;  and  they  were 
preyented  from  touting  for  custom  at 
the  railway  stations,  although  that  was  a 
process  which  was  carried  on  constantly 
by  the  railway  servants  in  connection 
▼ith  the  railway  hotels.    The  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  in  the  Beport  pre- 
sented to  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
Bill  further  stated  that  for  the  purposes 
of  the  railway  this  hotel  was  very  con- 
reniently    situated    for  the  public   ac- 
commodation. Of  course,  hon.  Members 
knew  all  that  very  well.     An  hotel  at  a 
railway    station  was,    no   doubt,    very 
oonrenient  for  those    passengers    who 
trrived  at  the  station   by  night,   and 
wished  to  stay  at  an  hotel.     That,  how- 
e?6r,  was  not  the  point ;  the  point  was, 
that  a  Railway  Company  carrying  on 
the  business  of  an  hotel-keeper  were  able 
to  conduct  an  unfair  trade  against  those 
with  whom  they  were  brought  into  com- 
petition. He  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  unfair  manner  in 
which  the  opposition  to  his  proposal,  as 
far  as  the  present  Bill  was  concerned, 
had  been  got  up.    [  €r%e9  of  "  Divide !  "] 
He  trusted  that  the  House  was  in  a  judi- 
cial mood.  He  simply  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  way  in 
which  the  opposition  to  this  point  on  the 
part  of  the  Railway  Company  had  been 
got  up.     He  held  in  his  hand  a  paper 
which  had  been  circulated  by  this  un- 
scrupulous Railway  Company.   The  first 
sentence  contained  in  it  was  as  follows : — 
"  Mr.  Warton  has  given  Notice  on  be- 
half of  an  opponent.''    He  would  assure 
the  House  that  that  was  not  the  case — 
and  he  thought  he  knew  better  than 
anybody  else  for  what  reason  he  had 
given  Notice   of   opposition;    and    he 
amply  stated  that  he  had  not  given 
Notice  on  behalf  of  any  opponent  of  the 
Bill,  but  on  behalf  of  a  general  principle, 
and  on  behalf  of  all  the  hotel-keepers  of 
the  City  of  Edinburgh.    No  doubt,  this 
statement  was  subsequently  qualified, 
because  the  circular  said — "The  gen- 
tleman on  whose  behalf  it  is  understood 
to  be  moved."  Alter  the  bold  statement 
that  he  appeared  there  on  behalf  of  an 
opponent  of  the  Bill,  the  Company  quali- 
^  it    by  the  statement  that — *'The 
gentleman  on  whose  behalf  he  was  un- 
derstood to  appear "  had  done  so  and 
so.    No  doubt,  the  gentleman  referred 
to  did  all  he  could  to  serve  his  own  in- 

YOL.  COXCVin.    [thibd  seeies.] 


terests  and  to  protect  his  own  trade; 
and  he  (Mr.  Warton)  asked  the  House 
calmly  to  consider  whether  it  was  dis- 
posed, in  contravention  of  the  156th 
Standing  Order,  to  sanction  the  prin- 
ciple that  a  Railway  Company,  which 
Railway  Company  was  a  monopolist, 
should  carry  on  another  business  in  ad- 
dition to  that  for  which  it  had  been  se- 
cured a  monopoly ;  and  whether  it  was 
just  or  fair  that  a  man  who  had  nothing 
but  his  own  resources  to  rely  upon  should 
be  handicapped  by  having  a  prosperous 
Railway  Company  which  could  afford  to 
carry  on  an  hotel  business  at  a  positive 
loss  even  for  years  as  a  competitor? 
Such  competition  must  inevitably,  in  the 
end,  drive  the  legitimate  trader  out  of 
the  field.  In  this  case,  the  land  which  it 
was  proposed  to  enlarge,  remodel,  and 
improve  was  acquired  by  the  North 
British  Railway  Company  years  ago, 
under  the  pretext  that  it  was  wanted 
for  station  purposes.  He  said,  with  all 
respect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
acted  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
that  he  had  never  heard  a  weaker  re- 
presentation from  a  Committee  than  the 
honest  admission  which  was  contained 
in  the  present  Report,  that  some  years 
ago  the  existing  hotel  was  let,  but  that 
it  was  now  unoccupied  because  two  suc- 
cessive tenants  had  failed  to  make  a 
living  out  of  it.  It  was  altogether  a 
new  proposition  that  when  a  legitimate 
trader  failed  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
an  hotel-keeper  a  Railway  Company 
should  step  in  and  conduct  it  on  their 
own  account,  with  all  the  unfair  advan- 
tages they  would  be  able  to  avail  them- 
selves of— such  as  the  power  of  using 
its  own  servants  as  hotel  agents,  send- 
ing telegrams  free,  and  employing  cabs 
at  the  railway  stations  for  the  purpose 
of  pushing  the  trade.  He  hoped  that 
he  would  receive  the  support  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  appeal  which  he 
now  made,  and  which  was  an  appeal 
based  not  only  upon  strict  equity,  but 
absolute  justice.  He  heartily  wished 
that  the  Prime  Minister  were  present, 
because  he  believed  that  the  word  **  jus- 
tice "  would  have  fetched  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  also  hoped  to  obtain 
the  support  of  all  the  so-called  temper- 
ance party.  Indeed,  he  thought  they 
were  bound  to  support  him  on  this 
occasion,  seeing  that  the  fewer  number 
of  hotels  there  were,  the  less  amount  of 
intoxication  was  likely  to  take  place,      , 
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He  therefore  trusted  that  all  the  sup- 
porters of  the  temperance  movement 
would  vote  for  his  proposal  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  prevent  one  more 
establishment  of  this  kind  from  being 
brought  into  existence.  He  had  also 
every  reason  to  hope  that  he  would  be 
supported  by  those  who  wished  for  Fair 
Trade,  even  although  it  happened  to  be 
in  the  business  of  hotel  proprietors,  and 
that  they  would  be  prepared  to  stand  up 
against  the  grasping  monopoly  of  a 
Eailway  Company,  who  generally  dis- 
played the  extreme  vices  of  monopolists 
wherever  the  Legislature  allowed  them 
the  opportunity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  the  Pream'ble,  page  5,  line  19,  by  leaving 
out  the  following  words  "And  that  power 
should  be  conferred  upon  the  Company  to  re- 
model and  improve  tiieir  hotel  acj^oining  the 
Waverley  Station  at  Edinburgh  (known  as 
the  'North  British  Station  Hotel')."— (ilfr. 
Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'* 

Sib  ARTHUE  OTWAY  said,  he 
thought  that  it  was  inconyenient  and,  to 
some  extent,  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House  to  bring  forward  for  discussion 
a  question  which  was  fully  considered 
only  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  ago, 
when  the  present  Bill  came  on  for  second 
reading.  The  conversation  which  then 
occurred  was  quite  sufficient  to  elicit  all 
the  facts  of  the  case;  and  it  afforded 
him  an  opportunity  of  making  some 
observations  upon  a  point  then  raised — 
namely,  that  an  objection  might  be 
raised  to  the  locus  standi  of  the  hotel 
proprietors  of  Edinburgh,  and  that,  con- 
sequently, their  case  would  not  be  heard. 
That  was  not  the  case  now.  The  Bill 
since  that  discussion  was  raised  had  been 
before  a  Select  Committee  upstairs — a 
Committee  presided  over  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  had  had  very  much  expe- 
rience indeed  of  matters  of  this  kind. 
The  whole  question  was  fully  investi- 
gated before  the  Committee  ;  and  what 
was  the  Beport  which  the  Committee 
had  presented  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  read  it  fully,  but 
had  merely  selected  a  few  passages  from 
it ;  and  as  he  (Sir  Arthur  Otway)  was 
anxious  to  save  the  time  of  the  House, 
he  would  not  refer  to  it  further  than  to 
say  that  it  effectually  disposed  of  all  the 
objections  which  the  hon.  and  learned 

Mr,  Warton 


Gentleman  had  now  raised.  The  Bill 
had  been  fully  examined  and  considered^ 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  pro- 
vision was  one  which  was  dictated  by 
common  sense,  and  that  the  establish- 
ment of  an  improved  hotel  at  the 
Waverley  Station  in  Edinburgh  would 
not  only  be  convenient  to  the  public, 
but  of  advantage  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned. He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  withdraw  the  Motion 
he  had  made,  or,  if  he  pressed  it  to 
a  division,  the  House  would  reject  it 
by  a  large  majority  without  wasting 
further  time  in  discussing  it. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  to  whom 
the  Bill  had  been  referred ;  and,  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selvin- 
Ibbetson),  who  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  he  wished  to  say  one  or 
two  words  in  support  of  the  decimon 
to  which  they  had  arrived.  He  htd 
listened  with  attention  to  the  statement 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Warton)  had  made,  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  every  one  of  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  by 
him  had  been  fully  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  evidence  of  the  hotel- 
keepers  of  Edinburgh  who  appeared  in 
their  own  interest  against  the  Bill  had 
been  carefully  considered ;  and,  after 
statements  on  both  sides  had  been  raV 
mitted  to  the  Committee,  they  came 
unanimously  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
general  convenience  of  the  public  wooM 
be  promoted  by  granting  the  power 
asked  for  by  the  Company  in  the  BilL 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  the  hon.  Memb«r 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  told 
them  that  the  Bill  would  promote  the 
convenience  of  the  public.  No  doabt 
it  contained  a  comfortable  arrangmnsBt 
to  promote  the  interests  of  the  Company 
themselves;  but,  notwithstanding  th* 
Eeport  which  the  Committee  had  pre* 
sented  to  the  House,  he  was  of  opinioa 
that  the  House  had  a  right  to  form  itt 
own  opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  ctss. 
He  would  like  to  ask  what  would  be  the 
practical  result  of  Bailway  Companitf 
making  a  regular  practioe  of  buudisf 
hbtels  at  all  the  important  railway  sta- 
tions ?  In  his  opinion,  the  effect  would 
be  that  the  existing  hotel  propnetan 
would  be  ruined ;  and,  as  soon  as  thcf 
had  ruined  the  legitimate  tradev  ^ 
Bailway  Companies  would  charge  any* 
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thing  they  liked  to  tbeir  rostomers.  It 
might  take  some  time — eren  a  consider- 
able time — before  this  result  w&sbrooght 
aboat ;  bat  it  was  stcre  to  come,  sooner 
or  later;  and  he  thought  the  amount  of 
monopoly  the  Bailvaj  Company  had 
already — namely,  the  right  of  convey- 
ing passengers  to  particular  localities — 
ought  to  be  quite  enough  for  them  with- 
out Parliament  conferring  on  them  the 
right  of  competing  with  traders,  and 
licensed  traders  into  the  bargain.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  hotel-keepers 
of  Edinburgh  and  other  large  towns 
had  invested  large  sums  of  money  in 
the  building  and  famishing  of  their 
establishments ;  and  if  the  existing 
hotels  were  deprived  of  the  prospect  of 
realizing  a  profit,  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies would  hereafter  be  able  to  im- 
pose any  tariff  they  pleased.  He  thought 
it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  general 
public  that  Parliament  should  restrict 
rather  than  enlarge  the  monopolies  en- 
joyed by  the  Railway  Companies ;  and 
on  that  ground  he  hoped  the  House 
would  support  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  fMr.  Warton). 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  also  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  competition,  provided  it 
were  not  carried  on  under  unfair  con- 
ditions. He  thought  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  bad  scarcely  put  the  case  in  a 
proper  light.  It  was  scarcely  fair  for 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  get  up  and  say 
that  as  a  Committee  had  inquired  into 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  had  pre- 
sented their  Heport,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  nothing  further  to  do  with  the 
matter  except  to  obey  the  mandate  of 
the  Committee.  He  thought  it  ought 
to  be  clearly  understood  whether  an  in- 
vestigation by  a  Committee  took  away 
all  the  responsibility  and  control  of  the 
House  OTer  Private  Bill  legislation. 
8ome  time  ago  he  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  before  the  House  the 
tcandalous  manner  in  which  its  Public 
Business  was  done.  In  regard  to  the 
present  discussion,  and  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, he  wished  to  put  before  the  House 
a  few  observations.  The  object  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  was  to  prevent  a  Railway  Com- 
pany from  building  a  hotel  and  becom- 
ing hotel  proprietors,  and  the  ground 
upon  which  it  wfis  supported  was  that 


the  hotel  was  sought  to  be  built  in  a 
city  which  was  already  overrun  with 
hotels.  There  were  very  few  Members 
of  the  House  who  would  not  have  paid 
a  visit,  some  time  or  other,  to  the  City 
of  Edinburgh?  He  would  therefore 
appeal  to  the  experience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether,  in  the  whole  world,  with, 
the  exception  perhaps  of  one  or  two 
places  in  America,  there  were  more 
commodious  or  splendid  hotels  to  be 
found  than  in  Edinburgh.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  present  Bill  to  add  another 
to  a  city  which  possessed  too  many 
hotels  already,  because  it  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  the  people  of  Edinburgh 
and  of  most  parts  of  Scotland  had  only 
a  short  tourist  season  of  two  or  three 
months,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
the  hotel-keepers  found  it  very  hard 
work  to  keep  their  heads  above  water. 
He  was  informed  that  there  were  no 
less  than  32  hotels  within  a  few  minutes' 
walk  of  the  place  where  the  North 
British  Railway  Company  proposed  to 
build  a  new  one,  and  he  thought  that 
fact  virtually  disposed  of  any  plea  for 
the  Bill  on  the  g^und  of  necessity.  Of 
course,  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  Rail- 
way Company  to  continue  their  mono- 
polies. It  would  really  appear  that  they 
were  desirous  of  seizing  and  devouring 
everything.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posed hotel,  because  it  was  not  wanted  ; 
but  ho  objected  to  it  still  more,  because 
it  would  enable  the  Railway  Company 
to  enter  into  an  unfair  competition  with 
existing  traders,  and  assist  them  in 
devoting  a  portion  of  their  capital  in 
making  a  bad  speculation  pay.  That 
was  really  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do. 
He  did  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
generally  had  received  copies  of  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  hotel  proprietors  of  Edin- 
burgh ;  but  he  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  points  which  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  witnesses 
who  gave  evidence  before  the  Commit- 
tee. The  chief  witness  was  Mr.  John 
Walker,  the  General  Manager  of  tho 
Company.  He  would  not  go  into  Mr. 
Walker's  evidence ;  but  he  might  sum 
it  up  by  saying  that  Mr.  Walker  did 
not  state  with  any  certainty  or  confidence 
that  the  hotel  would  pay,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  witness  clearly  indicated 
that  the  Railway  Company  proposed  to 
spend  a  portion  of  its  capital  in  enter- 
ing into  an  unfair  competition  with 
other  hotel  proprietors.  For  instance, 
telegrams  would  be  8^#elEM^«J^l«^ 
2  H  2  ^ 
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He  therefore  trusted  that  all  the  sup- 
porters of  the  temperance  movement 
would  vote  for  his  proposal  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  prevent  one  more 
establishment  of  this  kind  from  being 
brought  into  existence.  He  had  also 
every  reason  to  hope  that  he  would  be 
supported  by  those  who  wished  for  Fair 
Trade,  even  although  it  happened  to  be 
in  the  business  of  hotel  proprietors,  and 
that  they  would  be  prepared  to  stand  up 
against  the  grasping  monopoly  of  a 
Eailway  Company,  who  generally  dis- 
played the  extreme  vices  of  monopolists 
wherever  the  Legislature  allowed  them 
the  opportunity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  the  Preamble,  page  5,  line  19,  by  leaving 
out  the  following  words  "And  that  power 
should  be  conferred  upon  the  Ck>mpany  to  re- 
model and  improve  tiieir  hotel  adjoining  the 
Waverley  Station  at  Edinburgh  (known  as 
the  'North  British  Station  Hoter)/'— (ifr. 
Warton.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sib  ARTHUE  OTWAY  said,  he 
thought  that  it  was  inconvenient  and,  to 
some  extent,  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House  to  bring  forward  for  discussion 
a  question  which  was  fully  considered 
only  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  ago, 
when  the  present  Bill  came  on  for  second 
reading.  The  conversation  which  then 
occurred  was  quite  sufficient  to  elicit  all 
the  facts  of  the  case;  and  it  afforded 
him  an  opportunity  of  making  some 
observations  upon  a  point  then  raised — 
namely,  that  an  objection  might  be 
raised  to  the  locus  standi  of  the  hotel 
proprietors  of  Edinburgh,  and  that,  con- 
sequently, their  case  would  not  be  heard. 
That  was  not  the  case  now.  The  Bill 
since  that  discussion  was  raised  had  been 
before  a  Select  Committee  upstairs — a 
Committee  presided  over  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  had  had  very  much  expe- 
rience indeed  of  matters  of  this  kind. 
The  whole  question  was  fully  investi- 
gated before  the  Committee ;  and  what 
was  the  Keport  which  the  Committee 
had  presented  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  read  it  fully,  but 
had  merely  selected  a  few  passages  from 
it ;  and  as  he  (Sir  Arthur  Otway)  was 
anxious  to  save  the  time  of  the  House, 
he  would  not  refer  to  it  further  than  to 
say  that  it  effectually  disposed  of  all  the 
objections  which  the  hon.  and  learned 

Mr.  Warton 


Gentleman  had  now  raised.  The  Bill 
had  been  fully  examined  and  considered^ 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  pro- 
vision was  one  which  was  dictated  by 
common  sense,  and  that  the  establish- 
ment of  an  improved  hotel  at  the 
Waverley  Station  in  Edinburgh  would 
not  only  be  convenient  to  the  public, 
but  of  advantage  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned. He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  withdraw  the  Motion 
he  had  made,  or,  if  he  pressed  it  to 
a  division,  the  House  would  reject  it 
by  a  large  majority  without  wasting 
further  time  in  discussing  it. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  to  whom 
the  Bill  had  been  referred ;  and,  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson),  who  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  he  wished  to  say  one  or 
two  words  in  support  of  the  decision 
to  which  they  had  arrived.  He  had 
listened  with  attention  to  the  statement 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Warton)  had  made,  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  every  one  of  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  by 
him  had  been  fully  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  evidence  of  the  hotel- 
keepers  of  Edinburgh  who  appeared  in 
their  own  interest  against  the  Bill  had 
been  carefully  considered ;  and,  after 
statements  on  both  sides  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee,  they  came 
unanimously  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
general  convenience  of  the  public  would 
be  promoted  by  granting  the  power 
asked  for  by  the  Company  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  told 
them  that  the  Bill  would  promote  the 
convenience  of  the  public.  No  doubt, 
it  contained  a  comfortable  arrangement 
to  promote  the  interests  of  the  Company 
themselves;  but,  notwithstanding  the 
Eeport  which  the  Committee  had  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  House  had  a  right  to  form  its 
own  opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  case. 
He  would  like  to  ask  what  would  be  the 
practical  result  of  Bailway  Companies 
making  a  regular  practice  of  building 
hbtels  at  all  the  important  railway  sta- 
tions ?  In  his  opinion,  the  effect  would 
be  that  the  existing  hotel  proprietors 
would  be  ruined ;  and,  as  soon  as  they 
had  ruined  the  legitimate  trade,  the 
Bailway  Companies  would  charge  any* 
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thing  they  liked  to  their  customers.  It 
might  take  some  time — even  a  consider- 
able time— before  this  result  was  brought 
about ;  but  it  was  sure  to  come»  sooner 
or  later ;  and  he  thought  the  amount  of 
monopoly  the  Eailway  Company  had 
already — namely,  the  right  of  convey- 
ing passengers  to  particular  localities — 
ought  to  be  quite  enough  for  them  with- 
out Parliament  conferring  on  them  the 
right  of  competing  with  traders,  and 
licensed  traders  into  the  bargain.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  hotel-keepers 
of  Edinburgh  and  other  large  towns 
had  invested  large  sums  of  money  in 
the  building  and  furnishing  of  their 
establishments  ;  and  if  the  existing 
hotels  were  deprived  of  the  prospect  of 
realizing  a  profit,  the  Eailway  Com- 
panies would  hereafter  be  able  to  im- 
pose any  tariff  they  pleased.  He  thought 
it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  general 
public  that  Parliament  should  restrict 
rather  than  enlarge  the  monopolies  en- 
joyed by  the  Eailway  Companies ;  and 
on  that  ground  he  hoped  the  House 
would  support  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton). 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  also  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  competition,  provided  it 
were  not  carried  on  under  unfair  con- 
ditions. He  thought  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chairman  of  AVays  and 
Means  had  scarcely  put  the  case  in  a 
proper  light.  It  was  scarcely  fair  for 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  get  up  and  say 
that  as  a  Committee  had  inquired  into 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  had  pre- 
sented their  Eeport,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  nothing  further  to  do  with  the 
matter  except  to  obey  the  mandate  of 
the  Committee.  He  thought  it  ought 
to  be  clearly  understood  whether  an  in- 
vestigation by  a  Committee  took  away 
all  the  responsibility  and  control  of  the 
House  over  Private  Bill  legislation. 
Some  time  ago  he  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  before  the  House  the 
scandalous  manner  in  which  its  Public 
Business  was  done.  In  regard  to  the 
present  discussion,  and  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, he  wished  to  put  before  the  House 
a  few  observations.  The  object  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  to  prevent  a  Eailway  Com- 
pany from  building  a  hotel  and  becom- 
ing hotel  proprietors,  and  the  ground 
upon  which  it  was  supported  was  that 


the  hotel  was  sought  to  be  built  in  a 
city  which  was  already  overrun  with 
hotels.  There  were  very  few  Members 
of  the  House  who  would  not  have  paid 
a  visit,  some  time  or  other,  to  the  City 
of  Edinburgh?  He  would  therefore 
appeal  to  the  experience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether,  in  the  whole  world,  with 
the  exception  perhaps  of  one  or  two 
places  in  America,  there  were  more 
commodious  or  splendid  hotels  to  be 
found  than  in  Edinburgh.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  present  Bill  to  add  another 
to  a  city  which  possessed  too  many 
hotels  already,  because  it  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  that  the  people  of  Edinburgh 
and  of  most  parts  of  Scotland  had  only 
a  short  tourist  season  of  two  or  three 
months,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
the  hotel- keepers  found  it  very  hard 
work  to  keep  their  heads  above  water. 
He  was  informed  that  there  were  no 
less  than  32  hotels  within  a  few  minutes' 
walk  of  the  place  where  the  North 
British  Eailway  Company  proposed  to 
build  a  new  one,  and  he  thought  that 
fact  virtually  disposed  of  any  plea  for 
the  Bill  on  the  ground  of  necessity.  Of 
course,  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  Eail- 
way Company  to  continue  their  mono- 
polies. It  would  really  appear  that  they 
were  desirous  of  seizing  and  devouring 
everything.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posed hotel,  because  it  was  not  wanted  ; 
but  he  objected  to  it  still  more,  because 
it  would  enable  the  Eailway  Company 
to  enter  into  an  unfair  competition  with 
existing  traders,  and  assist  them  in 
devoting  a  portion  of  their  capital  in 
making  a  bad  speculation  pay.  That 
was  really  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do. 
He  did  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
generally  had  received  copies  of  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  hotel  proprietors  of  Edin- 
burgh ;  but  he  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  points  which  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  witnesses 
who  gave  evidence  before  the  Commit- 
tee. The  chief  witness  was  Mr.  John 
Walker,  the  General  Manager  of  the 
Company.  He  would  not  go  into  Mr. 
Walker's  evidence ;  but  he  might  sum 
it  up  by  saying  that  Mr.  Walker  did 
not  state  with  any  certainty  or  confidence 
that  the  hotel  would  pay,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  witness  clearly  indicated 
that  the  Eailway  Company  proposed  to 
spend  a  portion  of  its  capital  in  enter- 
ing into  an  unfair  competition  with 
other  hotel  proprietors.  For  instance, 
telegrams  wouliligfefecft^ntjfef^forcthe 

2  H  2 


935      LtghtlwuBcs^  Telegraphic      { COMMONS  } 


Communication, 


936 


occupants  of  the  hotel.  Two  previous 
tenants  had  been  compelled  to  give  up 
the  hotel,  as  it  now  existed,  because  they 
found  it  impossible  to  make  it  pay ;  but 
the  Eailway  Company,  with  the  vast 
capital  at  its  disposal,  would  be  able, 
even  at  a  loss,  to  give  facilities  to  cus- 
tomers which  no  other  hotel  proprietor 
could  give.  In  this  way  they  would  be 
in  a  position  to  carry  on  a  most  unfair 
competition.  He  thought  it  was  time 
the  House  of  Commons  took  a  stand 
against  monopolies  being  extended  to 
the  Eailway  Companies  in  connection 
with  every  form  of  enterprize  ;  and  for 
these  reasons  he  trusted  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  re- 
ceive the  support  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ORE-EWING  wished  to  correct 
a  statement  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor).  This  was  not  a  Bill  to  em- 
power the  Company  to  build  a  new 
hotel,  but  to  give  them  power  to  alter 
and  improve  a  hotel  which  already 
existed  at  their  Waverley  Station,  in 
Edinburgh.  At  the  present  moment 
the  accommodation  provided  by  the 
hotel  was  inferior  and  insufficient,  and 
it  was  most  desirable  to  improve  it  for 
the  convenience  of  travellers  passing 
through  Edinburgh  who  desired  to 
break  the  journey  and  stay  there  over- 
night. It  was  not  intended  that  the 
hotel  should  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  general  public,  but  simply  for  the 
accommodation  of  travellers  by  the  rail- 
way. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed  to  a  division. 
He  wished  to  correct  the  statement  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dum- 
barton (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  that  this  was 
not  a  new  hotel,  but  one  that  had  been 
in  existance  for  a  number  of  years.  Al- 
though a  small  hotel  did  exist  on  the 
premises,  practically  what  was  in  view 
was  the  construction  of  an  entirely  new 
hotel,  and  one  of  a  different  character. 
The  whole  question  had  been  raised  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  Committee,  and 
was  fully  argued  out.  He  deprecated 
a  renewal  of  the  discussion;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, if  the  Motion  were  pressed 
to  a  division,  it  would  be  a  favourable 
opportunity  for  deciding  in  the  Lobby 
whether,  in  addition  to  the  monopoly 
already  enjoyed  by  Eailway  Companies, 
and  by  means  of  the  resources  so 
obtained,  they  should  be  allowed  to  enter 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


into  the  trade  of  hotel  proprietors.  He 
was  himself  of  opinion  that  if  it  was 
desirable  to  raise  that  question  in  an 
intelligible  shape,  it  could  not  be  done 
in  a  better  case  than  the  present.  There- 
fore, if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
went  to  a  division,  he  should  certainly 
vote  with  him. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  161;  Noes 
56 :  Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No.  198.) 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Chair  in  reference 
to  the  recent  division.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  procedure  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Tellers  in  a  division.  Was  it  in  Order 
for  the  Assistant  Clerk  to  find  Tellers,  or 
was  it  not  left  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
submitted  the  Motion  upon  which  a 
division  was  called?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  before  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  was  nominated  by  the 
Clerk  to  tell  with  him  (Mr.  Warton),  he 
had  provided  himself  with  a  Teller, 
having  selected  a  Scotch  Member  in 
the  person  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Webster),  this  being  a 
Scotch  question.  He  wished  to  have 
a  clear  understanding  whether  it  was 
in  the  province  of  the  Assistant  Clerk 
to  select  a  Teller  for  an  hon.  Member 
who  had  already  arranged  for  one  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  it  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  I  dis- 
tinctly asked  the  hon.  Member  who 
would  tell  with  him,  and,  as  I  received 
no  reply,  I  named  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  because  he  had 
supported  the  Motion  moved  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  WAETON  apologized  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  not 
been  aware  that  the  Tellers  had  been 
named  by  him.  He  had  understood 
that  it  was  by  the  Assistant  Clerk,  or  he 
would  not  have  mentioned  the  matter. 

Q  UESTIONS, 

LIGHTHOUSES  —  TELEGRAPHIC     COM- 
MUNICATION WITH  THE  MAIN- 
LAND. 
Mr.  VIVIAN  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  can  lay 
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upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any  Papers 
showing  the  results  of  the  recent  ex- 
periments for  connecting  outlying  light- 
houses with  the  mainland  by  electric 
telegraph  ? 

Mr.  OHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
there  were  no  Papers  which  could  at 
present  be  laid  on  the  Table.  The  ex- 
periments were  to  extend  over  12 
months,  beginning  in  December  last ; 
and  as  soon  as  that  experimental  period 
was  passed,  he  expected  to  have  a  He- 
port  which  he  should  be  happy  to  lay  on 
the  Table. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  ACT- 
AMENDMENT. 
Mr.  CHAELES  EOUNDELL  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
James  Larbey  and  T.  Sullivan,  two 
workmen  who,  in  May  1884,  were  se- 
riously and  permanently  injured  by  the 
fall  of  a  dangerous  wall  which  they  were 
ordered  to  remove  after  the  fire  at  Mr. 
Whiteley's  premises  in  Westbourne 
Grove,  and  to  the  following  facts,  viz. 
that  soon  afterwards  Larbey  and  Sulli- 
van commenced  an  action  for  compen- 
sation against  their  employers  in  the 
Southwark  County  Court ;  that,  at  the 
instance  of  the  defendants,  this  action, 
along  with  other  similar  actions  by  other 
workmen  injured  at  the  same  time,  has 
been  removed  to  the  Superior  Court ; 
that  there  is  little  probability  of  the 
case  coming  on  to  be  heard  before  Oc- 
tober next,  a  period  of  eighteen  months 
from  the  time  of  the  accident ;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  hardship  thus  en- 
tailed upon  poor  men  through  an  ex- 
pensive and  dilatory  legal  process,  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  an  amend- 
ment of  the  Employer's  Liability  Act 
which  will  secure  summary  trial  of  cases 
thereunder  where  the  individual  claim 
amounts  to  less  than  (say)  £50  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  ac- 
tions of  this  nature  under  the  Employ- 
ers' Liability  Act  must  be  brought,  in 
the  first  instance,  in  the  County  Courts, 
and  they  were  not  removed  to  a  Superior 
Court  unless  special  cause  was  shown. 
The  Courts  were  very  jealous  of  grant- 
ing leave  to  remove  them;  but  there 
might  be  test  cases  involving  great  lia- 
bility in  which  it  might  be  possible  that 
an  order  for  removal  might  be  very 
justly  made.    In  the  circumstances,  he 


did  not  see  any  necessity  for  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law. 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 

LAWRENCE  HANNEN— COSTS 

OF  DEFENCE. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  intends 
paying  Mr.  Bowler,  Solicitor,  the  balance 
of  costs  claimed  by  him  for  his  special 
attendance  at  the  Spring  Assizes  in  the 
present  year  at  Carrick  on  Shannon,  as 
the  Solicitor  duly  assigned  for  Lawrence 
Hannen,  who  was  charged  with  com- 
plicity in  the  Ballyforan  murder  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  :  Last  February  the 
Treasury  sanctioned  payment  to  Mr. 
Bowler  of  the  sum  recommended  by  the 
Irish  Government  for  his  services  in  de- 
fending Hannen  at  the  Summer  and 
Winter  Assizes  of  1884.  The  trial  was 
adjourned  to  last  Spring  Assizes,  but  we 
have  heard  nothing  more  about  costs. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— CASE  OF  MART 
MAGEE,  GWEEDORE,  CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
with  reference  to  the  process  of  eviction 
on  Tuesday  last  at  Gweedore,  county 
Donegal,  in  the  case  of  Mary  Magee, 
a  widow  with  eleven  children,  whose 
husband  had  suddenly  died  the  day  be- 
fore, leaving  her  without  means  to 
satisfy  the  claim  of  the  landlord,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the 
press — 

*'  The  police  constables  (present  to  enforce  the 
eviction)  would  willingly  have  subscribed,  bat 
the  officers  refused  to  permit  them,  as  their 
doing  80  would  be  a  direct  breach  of  the  con- 
stabulary code  of  discipline  ;" 

what  article  of  the  code  prohibits  such 
a  contribution  ;  and,  whether  within  the 
last  few  years  constables  present  on 
duty  at  evictions  in  Ireland  have  on 
several  occasions  subscribed  to  save 
families  from  being  turned  out  of  their 
homes  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
It  appears  that  when  the  police  were 
assembled  to  carry  out  this  eviction,  the 
Eev.  Mr.  M'Fadden  asked  permission 
of  the  County  Inspector  to  go  round 
the  ranks  and  make  a  collection  for  this 
woman,  and  that  the  County  Inspector 
declined  to  give  it.  He  added,  how* 
ever,  that  if,  after  all  was  over,  any  of 
them  chose  to  give  anything  in  charity, 
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there  would  be  no  objection.  Tbe 
County  Inspector  acted  in  accordance 
with  the  Regulation  which  directs  that 
no  general  subscription  for  any  purpose 
is  to  be  made  in  the  Force  without  the 
previous  consent  of  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral, who  informs  me  that  he  only  knows 
of  one  instance  in  which  money  was  so 
raised  for  evicted  persons. 

LAW    AND  JUSTICE    (IRELAND)  —  IM- 
PRISONMENT  OF  TWO  WOMEN. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  (for  Mr.  William  Red- 
mond)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
will  state  the  circumstances  in  connection 
with  the  imprisonment  of  two  women  of 
the  nameofKinssella,  of  ParnelFs Cross, 
county  Wexford;  and,  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  one  of  these  women  was  taken 
by  the  police  from  the  sick  bed,  where 
she  had  been  lying  for  thirteen  weeks  ? 

Mr.  CAMPiBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
These  two  women  have  been  sent  to 
prison,  one  for  four  days,  and  the  other 
for  a  month  and  a  day,  in  default  of 
paying  fines  inflicted  on  them  in  Janu- 
ary and  February  last  for  several  acts  of 
trespass  and  malicious  injury.  One  of 
them  was  in  bed  when  the  police  ar- 
rived ;  but  she  was  not  ill,  nor  had  she 
been  continuously  in  bed  for  1 3  weeks. 
It  appears  she  was  in  the  habit  of  get- 
ting into  bed  whenever  the  police  were 
seen  approaching  the  house,  and  was  at 
last  caught  in  the  act. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  often  the  police 
have  succeeded  in  getting  these  poor 
girls  into  gaol  with  reference  to  this 
eviction  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN:  I 
know  nothing  about  it. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—LORD   WOLSELEY'S   IN- 
STRUCTIONS. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
has  received  any  telegram  from  Lord 
Wolseley,  during  the  time  that  he  was 
at  Suakin,  protesting  against  the  in- 
structions sent  to  him  from  the  War 
Office  for  his  general  guidance  as  to 
Military  operations,  and  as  to  the  dis- 
posal and  withdrawal  of  the  troops  under 
his  command  at  Suakin  and  on  the  Nile, 
as  being  impracticablein  aMilitary  point 
of  view  ? 

J/}-.  Ca)i>2ilell'Bannerman 


Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  Lord  Wolseley's  most  im- 
portant Despatches  and  telegrams  with 
regard  to  the  evacuation  of  the  Sou- 
dan? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (who  re- 
plied) said :  No  telegram  has  been  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Wolseley  protesting 
against  his  instructions  as  impracticable 
from  a  military  point  of  view.  But,  in 
reply  to  this  Question,  and  to  that  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  I  may 
say  that  the  most  important  despatches 
and  telegrams  received  from  Lord  Wolse- 
ley will  be  included  in  the  Papers 
which  are  about  to  be  presented. 

EGYPT  (THE   MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 

—THE    SUAKIN-BERBER 

RAILWAY. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  was  the  original  intention  of  the 
Government  that  the  Suakin-Berber  line 
should  be  constructed  by  officers  of  the 
Engineers  and  Coolies  from  India ;  whe- 
ther, after  that  the  work  had  been  en- 
trusted to  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird,  a 
corps  of  900  Coolies  were  specially 
raised  by  Engineer  officers  to  assist  in 
the  work ;  whether  the  chief  part  of  the 
work  was  done  by  these  Coolies  and  the 
Army  generally;  whether  the  work 
would  have  been  done  much  more 
cheaply  had  the  original  intention  of 
the  Government  been  carried  out,  and 
the  work  been  entrusted  to  Engineer 
officers  and  Coolies ;  whether,  in  view  of 
the  immense  importance  of  a  line  of 
Railway  being  rapidly  constructed  to  get 
up  supplies  in  time  of  war,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  at  once  establishing  in  the 
British  Army  a  Military  Railway  Corps, 
consisting  of  men  thoroughly  skilled  in 
the  art  of  rapidly  laying  a  line;  and, 
whether  they  will  arrange  that  a  good 
stock  of  light  rails,  specially  adapted 
for  Military  purposes,  should  be  kept  in 
stock? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (who  re- 
plied) said :  It  was  not  originally  intended 
to  construct  the  railway  from  Suakin  by 
Engineer  officers  and  coolies  from  India. 
The  relative  advantages  of  that  course 
and  of  employing  an  English  firm  of  posi- 
tion and  experience  were  fully  discussed. 
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The  decision  was  in  favour  of  the  latter  al- 
ternative. It  was  part  of  the  original  ar- 
rangement with  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird 
that  a  large  proportion  of  tlie  unskilled 
labour  should  oe  drawn  from  India, 
England  only  supplying  the  necessary 
skilled  labour  to  control  and  direct  the 
unskilled  Native  workmen.  The  num- 
ber from  India  at  first  was  400,  not 
900,  the  balance  being  Commissariat 
labourers.  The  chief  part  of  the  un- 
skilled work  was  performed  by  Indian 
coolies  and  by  Egyptian  and  Soudanese 
labourers,  assisted,  after  active  opera- 
tions ceased,  by  military  working  par- 
ties. All  Native  labour  from  India  was 
provided  by  the  Indian  Government,  and 
organized  under  military  officers,  with 
the  usual  Native  head-men.  The  Com- 
missariat and  railway  labour  was  under 
officers  of  Engineers.  Even  if  it  had 
been  desirable  to  construct  the  railway 
by  means  of  Engineer  officers  and 
coolies,  that  course  was  not  at  the  time 
practicable,  the  Indian  resources  in 
skilled  railway  labour  being  fully  em- 
ployed in  India.  There  was  no  reason 
to  think  that  the  employment  of  En- 
gineer officers  and  coolies,  even  if  it 
had  been  practicable,  would  have  re- 
sulted in  any  great  saving  of  expense. 
The  nucleus  of  a  Military  Eailway  Corps 
has  been  formed  by  the  conversion  to 
Bueh  duties  of  the  8th  and  10th  Com- 
panies of  Hoyal  Engineers,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  is  also  consider- 
ing whether  arrangements  are  possible  for 
forming  a  reserve  force  of  railway  arti- 
ficers. Fifty  miles  of  light  railway  for 
military  purposes  are  now  in  store,  and 
will  be  retained  with  a  view  of  contin- 
gencies. 

Mb.  EAIKES  :  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
contract  with  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird  ? 

Sib  AKTHUR  HAYTER:  I  beHeve 
it  is  already  laid. 

GAMBLXNG  ACT— RAID  ON  A  BETTING 
CLUB. 
Mb.  M*LAEEN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  has  made  any  inquiry 
into  the  proceedings  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  who  at  an  early  hour  in  the 
morning  of  Sunday  week,  in  order  to 
arrest  some  alleged  gamblers  belonging 
to  a  club  called  **  The  European  Club  " 
in  Tottenham  Court  Eoad,  and  acting 
apparently  on  mere  suspicion,  forcibly 


broke  into  the  neighbouring  premises  of 
"The  Social  Democratic  Club;"  whe- 
ther the  following  passage  from  Th$ 
Times  newspaper  correctly  represents 
what  occurred :  — 

"The  officers  tried  the  door,  and  finding  it 
locked  burst  it  open  and  entered.  The  mob 
meanwhile  smashed  the  windows,  and,  while 
the  officers  were  pursoing  their  search  in  the 
uppermost  rooms,  helped  themselves  to  all  the 
contents  of  the  bar  heneath.  Cigars,  liquor, 
coats,  and  other  property  were  carried  off  in  the 
confusion.  The  police  found  a  crowd  of  men 
upstairs  all  highly  indignant  at  their  club  being 
stormed  in  this  fashion.  It  is  needless  to  say 
their  search  was  not  facilitated.  The  Social 
Democrats  protested  and  obstructed.  The 
police,  with  their  staves  in  their  hands,  made 
short  work  of  all  who  stood  in  their  way,  and 
the  end  of  a  formidable  disturbance  was  that 
about  fifty  or  sixty  men,  mostly  foreign  inter- 
nationalists, were  marched  off  to  the  police 
station,  some  of  them  battered  and  bleeding  in 
a  very  shocking  manner.  The  officers  had  also 
been  roughly  handled,  and  were  venting  their 
maledictions  on  the  *  Nihilists,'  as  they  termed 
those  of  their  prisoners  who  had  been  most  in- 
tractable. About  breakfast  time  all  but  six  or 
seven  of  the  prisoners  had  been  let  off,  after  the 
surgeon  had  seen  to  the  wounds  of  the  most 
injured ; " 

whether  "  The  Social  Democratic  Club  " 
is  a  lawful  association ;  if  the  above  re- 
port is  substantially  correct,  whether  the 
police  had  any  legal  warrant  or  justifi- 
cation for  entering  that  club,  or  arrest- 
ing and  beating  its  members  ;  and,  if  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  regard  to 
the  case  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that,  according  to  the  reports  he  had  re- 
ceived, the  paragraphs  cited  did  not  give 
an  accurate  account  of  what  occurred. 
The  case  had  been  adjourned  in  order 
that  cross-summonses  might  be  taken 
out  against  the  police ;  and,  therefore, 
both  sides  would  be  fully  heard. 

COAL  MINES— DENABY  MAIN 
COLLIERY. 
Me.  BUET  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  re- 
port of  a  case  which  appears  in  The 
Sheffield  and  Hot  her  ham  Independent  of 
the  12th  instant,  to  the  following 
effect : — 

*•  Priscilla  Smith  was  brought  before  Mr.  G. 
W.  Chambers,  chairman,  and  other  magistrates 
at  Rotherham,  charged  with  assaulting  Kichard 
Oakley,  a  deputy  employed  by  the  Denaby 
Main  Colliery  Company.  In  the  course  of  the 
trial  the  chairman  called  for  Michael  Smith, 
the  husband  of  the  defendant,  and  ordered  him 
to  stand  beside  his  wife.  After  lecturing  the 
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husband,  the  chairman  bound  him  and  his  wife 
over  to  keep  the  peace ;  " 

if  he  will  inquire  whether  the  report  is 
substantially  correct;  and,  whether,  if 
Michael  Smith  had  not  been  summoned 
before  the  magistrates,  had  not  broken 
the  peace,  nor  shown  any  intention  of 
doing  so,  the  magistrates  did  not  exceed 
their  legal  powers  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
Colliery  Inspectors  should  be  mixed  up 
in  quarrels  with  reference  to  wages. 
The  Inspectors  were  unwilling  to  inter- 
vene more  than  they  could  in  these  mat- 
ters, though,  of  course,  they  would  get 
at  facts  as  well  as  they  could.  The 
statement  he  had  made  might  be  taken 
to  be  that  of  the  managers ;  and  he  had 
nothing  to  add  to  what  he  had  said.  The 
Company  had  discontinued  giving  a 
bonus  of  coal  to  the  occupiers  of  their 
houses,  although  that  did  not  come 
under  the  Truck  Act.  He  could  not 
express  any  opinion  as  to  the  stoppage 
of  arrears  of  rent  out  of  wages.  As  to 
the  action  of  the  magistrates,  the  facts 
of  the  case  were  rather  curious.  The 
magistrates  acted  upon  their  view  of  the 
identity  of  the  husband  and  wife,  and 
BO,  although  the  husband  was  not  charged, 
bound  both  over  to  keep  the  peace.  As 
they  were  only  bound  over  in  their 
own  recognizances  no  great  harm  was 
done.  The  proceeding  could  not  be  said 
to  be  regular  and  leg^. 

POOK  LAW  (IRELAND) -ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS-VACANCIES  IN  USK 
AND  NAAS  DIVISIONS,  NAAS  UNION. 
Mr.  BIGGAE  (for  Mr.  Lbahy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Division 
of  Usk,  in  the  Naas  Union,  is  unrepre- 
sented at  the  Board  of  Guardians  since 
the  first  of  April,  in  consequence  of  the 
resignation  of  Mr.  Hulan,  he  being 
elected  for  Naas  Division,  for  which  he 
chose  to  sit ;  whether  there  is  also  a 
vacancy  in  the  Naas  Electoral  Division, 
owing  to  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Eaglin- 
ton,  now  over  five  weeks  since  his  re- 
signation was  accepted;  and,  why  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  not  yet 
directed  a  new  election  to  fill  those 
vacancies,  notwithstanding  the  Guar- 
dians having  called  their  attention 
thereto  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
This  case  is  included  in   the  General 
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Order  for  Supplemental  Elections,  which 
was  signed  on  the  16th  instant. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  WINE 
DUTIES. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the 
commercial  negotiations  with  Spain,  Her 
Majesty's  Gk)vemment  propose  to  aban- 
don the  arrangement  with  respect  to  the 
Wine  Duties  announced  in  the  Financial 
Statement  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  (who  replied),  said, 
on  or  before  the  second  reading  of  the 
that  Budget  Bill  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  explain  to  the  House 
what  course  he  proposed  to  take  with 
reference  to  the  3rd  section  of  that 
Bill  in  consequence  of  the  termination 
of  the  commercial  negotiations  with 
Spain. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  ask  the 
Question  on  Thursday.  I  think  it  will 
be  extremely  inconvenient  to  the  House 
not  to  have  any  statement  upon  the  sub- 
ject until  the  day  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

EGYPT— THE  FORTIFICATIONS  OF 
ALEXANDRIA. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTEDDT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther any  steps  have  been  taken  to  restore 
the  fortifications  at  Alexandria ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  it  is  intended  to  take  any 
steps  to  put  that  most  important  town  in 
a  proper  state  of  defence  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HATTER  (who  re- 
plied) said:  A  project  for  the  repair  of 
the  defences  of  Alexandria  has  been  sub- 
mitted by  the  General  Officer  command- 
ing in  Egypt,  and  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Will 
the  work  be  done  at  the  expense  of  Eng- 
land or  of  Egypt  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HATTER:  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  say. 

POLICE  BILL. 

General  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  can  fix  any  day  after 
Whitsuntide  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Police  Bill  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  No. 
Sir ;  I  cannot. 
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Mb.  HENDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
claim  of  the  owners  of  the  barque  Mary 
Mark  against  the  Spanish  Government 
in  1883,  including  the  representations 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to 
which  no  answer  has  been  returned  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  think  it  will  be  advisable  before  taking 
any  further  steps  in  the  matter  to  await 
the  reply  of  the  Spanish  Government  to 
a  strong  representation  which  Sir  Robert 
Morier  was  instructed  to  make  on  the 
7th  instant. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
—FOOT  -  AND  -  MOUTH  DISEASE- 
OUTBREAK  IN  YORKSHIRE. 

Mr.  ackers  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  Whether  he 
is  now  able  to  say  for  certain  whether 
the  statement  that  foot  and  mouth 
disease  had  broken  out  in  a  herd  of 
cattle  in  Yorkshire  was  incorrect ;  whe- 
ther the  Returns  of  the  Department 
are  correct ;  and,  whether  any  un- 
doubted cases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
now  exist  in  the  United  Kingdom ;  and, 
if  so,  the  number  of  such  cases,  and  the 
places  where  they  exist  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  There  is  a  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  between  the  Veterinary 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Authority  and 
the  Inspector  of  the  Privy  Council  sent 
to  investigate  the  alleged  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  at  Kelleythorpe, 
near  Driffield,  Yorkshire,  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  animals  attacked.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  is  impossible  to  say  for 
certain  whether  the  disease  was  really 
foot-and-mouth  disease  or  some  other 
affection  of  the  mouth;  but,  on  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  of  the  evidence, 
the  Veterinary  Officers  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  are  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  the  disease  was  not  foot- 
and-mouth  disease.  The  Departmental 
Returns  are  compiled  from  the  Returns 
received  from  the  Officers  of  Local  Au- 
thorities, and  every  care  is  taken  that 
the  compilation  is  accurate.  No  case  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  is  reported  or 
known  to  exist  in  any  x^art  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 


SPAIN— THE  DERELICT  SHIP 
"  THESSALOS.'* 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  What  progress  has 
been  made  in  respect  of  the  arrest  of 
the  judgment  reported  to  have  been 
given  by  the  Spanish  Courts  in  the 
matter  of  the  Greek  ship  Thessalos  dere* 
lict,  towed  by  an  English  steamer  into 
Viveno,  on  which  subject  the  Foreign 
Office  made  representations  through  Sir 
Robert  Morier  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  regret  to  say  that  no  result  has  yet 
attended  the  representations  made  by 
Sir  Robert  Morier  with  regard  to  this 
case.  He  was  instructed  on  the  11th 
iuBtant  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Spanish  Government  again  to  the  mat- 
ter ;  and  as  soon  as  their  answer  is  re- 
ceived I  will  communicate  its  purport  to 
the  right  hon.  Member. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  yielded  to  the  proposed  es- 
tablishment of  an  International  Control 
over  the  Suez  Canal ;  and,  whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  as  to  the  progress 
of  negotiations  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Pending  the  negotiations,  I  am  unable 
to  make  any  statement  with  regard  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Conference  ;  but 
I  hope  that  my  refusal  to  give  informa- 
tion will  not  be  taken  as  implying  assent 
to  any  inferences  which  might  be  drawn 
from  the  terms  in  which  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  expressed. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  Am 
I  to  understand  that  the  Government 
have  no  intention  of  yielding  the  control 
of  the  road  to  India  to  Foreign  Powers  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
That  is  an  argumentative  inference 
drawn  from  the  hon.  Member's  own 
Question. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
—TRANSFER  OF  SMALL  HOUSES. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission  for 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
(Second  Report,  page  8)  to  reduce  the 
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expenses  of  transfer  of  small  houses  by 
an  abatement  of  the  Stamp  Duties,  and 
(in  Scotland)  of  the  fees  connected  with 
registration  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  (who  replied)  said : 
The  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission and  the  evidence  on  which  they 
are  founded  will,  in  due  course,  be 
carefully  considered  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  by  the  Treasury. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—THE  RUSSO-PERSIAN 
FRONTIER. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  now  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Correspondence  with  the  Government 
of  Bussia  relating  to  the  delimitation  of 
the  Persian  Frontier  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
There  are  no  further  communications 
with  the  Russian  Government  than  those 
which  will  be  found  in  the  Papers  laid 
before  Parliament  last  year  (Central 
Asia,  No.  1,  1884). 

EGYPT  (THE  SOUDAN) -MILITARY  EX- 
PEDITION—THE COLDSTREAM 
GUARDS. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  the  Cold- 
stream Guards  have  sailed  from  Suakin ; 
if  so,  whether  they  are  on  board  the 
Beccan  or  the  Jumna  f 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (who  re- 
plied) said :  The  Coldstream  Guards  left 
Suakin  on  the  17  th  instant  in  the  Deccan. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
a  Question  with  reference  to  the  Tele- 
graph Acts  Amendment  Bill,  which 
stood  for  second  reading  on  Friday 
next.  He  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  second  reading,  and 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  had  also  placed 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the 
same  Motion.  It  was  desirable  that  the 
matter  should  be  fully  discussed,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  until  some  day  after 
Whitsuntide,  when  the  House  would 
have  a  fair  opportunity  of  discussing 
and  settling  this  important  question  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Bill  would  stand  first  on 
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the  Orders  on  Friday,  and  even  if  it 
were  found  necessary  to  introduce  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Education  Bill,  he 
did  not  apprehend  that  it  would  occupy 
much  time.  Therefore,  there  would  be 
an  ample  opportunity  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Telegraphs  Bill  on  that  day.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
adopt  a  course  which  would  be  incon- 
venient to  the  noble  Lord  and  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  understand  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  opposed  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  but  that  he  objected 
to  some  of  its  details.  If  the  measure 
was  to  come  into  operation  in  August 
next  it  was  necessary  that  the  second 
reading  should  be  taken  before  Whit- 
suntide, otherwise  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble to  make  the  required  arrangements 
for  the  6<?.  telegrams.  He  would  there- 
fore suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  should  allow  the  second  reading  to 
be  taken  on  Friday,  and  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  his  Motion  should  be  post- 
poned until  the  Committee  stage.  He 
would  undertake  to  give  as  early  a  day 
as  possible  for  the  discussion  after  Whit- 
suntide. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Is  the 
Postmaster  General  not  aware  that  while 
the  Telegraph  Bill  may  be  the  first 
Order  on  Friday,  the  first  item  of  Busi- 
ness for  that  day  will  be  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the  Mo- 
tion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
on  Friday  would  be  made  on  Thursday. 
Therefore,  the  Telegraph  Bill  would 
stand  first  on  Friday,  barring  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation Bill  being  taken  on  that  day. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  had 
no  alternative  but  to  accept  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General.  He  begged,  therefore, 
to  give  Notice  that  he  should  postpone 
his  Motion  until  the  House  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
asked,  with  regard  to  the  Welsh  Inter- 
mediate Education  Bill,  if  it  was  intended 
to  move  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill 
pro  formd  on  Thursday,  so  that  it  might 
be  placed  on  the  Paper  as  an  Order, 
otherwise  it  would  not  have  precedence 
on  Friday  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Government  proposed  to  put  down 
on  Thursday  as  the  first  Order  tho 
second  reading  of  the  East  India  Loan 
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Bill.  That  would  be  followed  by  tbe 
introduction  of  the  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Bill,  and  then  at  an  early 
hour  they  would  make  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  on  Friday 
over  theEecess.  The  Attorney  General 
would  make  a  statement  with  reference 
to  the  Begistration  Bills. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekby  James)  said,  he  had  received 
communications  to  the  effect  that  the 
Amendments  to  the  Registration  Bills 
in  the  Lords  were  likely  to  be  few  and 
brief,  and  that  their  Lordships  would  sit 
to-morrow  at  1 1  o'clock  to  complete  the 
final  stages.  Under  those  circumstances, 
the  Bills  should  be  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  12  o'clock,  when  it  as- 
sembled, and  the  Amendments  would 
be  printed  and  distributed  to  Members 
at  the  Vote  Office.  No  one  could  over- 
rate the  importance  of  disposing  of 
these  Bills  before  Whitsuntide;  and 
bearing  in  mind  that  unless  these 
Amendments  were  considered  to-mor- 
row, they  would  have  to  be  put  off 
until  after  the  Holidays,  as  the  Lords 
would  rise  on  Thursday,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  the  Gt)vernment  to 
proceed  with  them  to-morrow. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-ROBBERY  AT  THE 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mr.  RAIKES:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Patronage  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  report  that  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  has  been  ab- 
stracted from  an  official  despatch  box  in 
one  of  the  rooms  of  this  House ;  whether 
it  is  the  custom  of  the  Members  of  the 
Qt)vemment  to  bring  down  to  the  House 
considerable  sums  in  cash;  and,  if  so, 
for  what  purpose  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR :  I 
am  not  aware  why  th^  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  put  that  Question 
to  me,  for  I  think  it  more  properly  be- 
longs to  the  Financial  Secretary.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  Member  of  the 
Government  having  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  his  pocket,  and  I  am  certainly 
not  responsible  for  the  amounts  they 
carry  about  with  them,  nor  am  1  re- 
sponsible for  any  robbery  that  may  take 
place  in  this  House. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Am  I  correcUy  in- 
formed that  the  money  stolen  was  for 
the  payment  of  some  of  the  officials  of 


the  House  of  Commons  ?    If  so,  how  is 
it  to  be  made  Rood  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR:  I 
really  know  nothing  about  it. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT—  WEDNESDAY 
SITTINGS.— RESOLUTION. 
Mr.  WARTON  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  subject  of  Wednesday  Sittings ; 
and  to  move — 

"  That  on  a  Wednesday,  if  a  House  be  not 
made  by  a  quarter  to  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House  without  Motion 
made  or  Question  put ;  that  the  said  Resolution 
be  a  Standing  Order  of  this  House." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  20th  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.l--ruBLic  Bills— J?<^or^  —  Third 
i^faeftny— Registration  (Occupation  Voters)  • 
(120);  Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland)* 
(121);  Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)* 
(122),  and/7ffMetf. 

Third  J?eai/t«^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),* 
and  passed, 

PARLIAMENT-BUSINESS    OF   THE 
HOUSE— ADJOURNMENT. 

Movedt  ''That  tbe  House  do  adjourn 
during  pleasure." — {The  Earl  of  Cork,) 

The  Makquess  of  SAXISBURY  said, 
that  he  supposed  that  no  Business  of 
importance  would  be  taken  when  the 
House  met  later  in  the  day  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  Business  at  all  would  be 
taken,  unless  the  House  of  Commons 
differed  with  their  Lordships  in  any  of 
the  Amendments  which  had  been  intro- 
duced in  the  Registration  Bills.  In  that 
case,  it  would  be  necessary  for  their 
Lordships  to  reconsider  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  introduced.  Nothing, 
therefore,  would  be  done,  except  Busi- 
ness which  might  arise  on  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  regard  to 
these  Bills;  but  he  had  no  reason  to 
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think  that  the  House  of  Commons  were 
likely  to  disagree  with  their  Lordships 
in  the  Amendments  that  had  been  made. 

The  Marquess  of  SALI8BUEY:  I 
assume  that  if  anything  has  to  be  done 
in  connection  with  these  Bills,  Peers  will 
have  due  Notice  ? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  replied, 
that  such  Notice  would  be  given. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  accordingly  at  11.45 

A.M. 

House  resumed  at  5  p.m. 

The  CLERK  of  the  PARLIAMENTS 
having  stated  that  the  Amendments  to 
the  three  Registration  Bills  made  by 
the  Lords  had  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Commons, 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesdag,  20th  Mag,  1885. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Postal 
Service  (Great  Britain  and  North  America), 
nominated. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Local 
Loans  (Sinking  Funds)*  [189];  Rivers 
Purification*  [190];  Valuation  of  Lands 
(Scotland)  (Appeals)  •  [191]. 

First  Reading  — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)  • 
[188]. 

Second  Reading ^SitoB  for  Places  of  Religious 
Worship  [58],  debate  at^'oumed. 

Sicond  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Pluralities  [22];  Riyer  Thames  (No.  2)* 
[90]. 

Report  —  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  * 
[166]. 

Lords  Amendments  considered  —  Registration 
(Occupation  Voters)  [163] ;  Registration  of 
Voters  (Scotland)  [160];  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)*  [161];  Barristers  Ad- 
mi£sion  (Ireland)  •  [144]. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT 
(WHITSUNTIDE  HOLIDAYS). 

RESOLUTION. 

Sir   E.  ASSHETON   CROSS  said, 
lie    observed  there   was  a  Motion   on 

27jf  Lord  ChanceUor 


the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  Prime 
liiiinister  with  reference  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  for  the  Whitsun 
Becess.  It  had  been  understood  that 
this  ]y£otion  would  be  made  on  Thursday^ 
and  of  course  a  great  number  of  hon.  GFen- 
tlemen  who  would  then  have  been  present 
were  not  at  this  moment  in  the  House. 
He  wished  to  ask  whether  the  Motion 
was  set  down  simply  as  a  matter  of  form, 
so  that  it  might  be  moved  and  adjourned, 
and  thus  become  an  Order  of  the  Day 
for  to-morrow  ?  If  that  were  so  it  was 
quite  right;  but  he  shoidd  otherwise 
strongly  object  to  proceeding  with  that 
Motion  now. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  correctly  in- 
terpreted the  object  of  the  Government 
in  putting  down  the  Motion  to-day.  As 
soon  as  the  Motion  was  made  it  woiild 
be  proposed  to  adjourn  the  debate  till 
to-morrow,  so  that  the  Motion  would 
come  first  among  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
He  therefore  begged  to  make  the  Motion 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Motion  made,  and  Qustion  proposed, 
'*  That  the  House  at  its  rising  on  Friday, 
do  adjourn  till  Thursday  the  4th  of 
June."— (/Sir  CharUs  W.  Dilke,) 

Debate  arising ; 

Debate  adjourmd  till  To-morrow. 


REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 
BILL. 

OONSIDERATIOK  OF  LORDS*  AMENDMENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

First  Amendment,  page  7,  line  10, 
leave  out  (**  eight ")  and  insert 
(** twelve  ")  agreed  to. 

Second  Amendment,  page  13,  leave 
out  from  ("districts")  to  the  end  of 
sub- section  (2). 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  moving  that  the 
House  agree  to  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

''Page  9,  line  36,  after  sub* section  (2), 
insert.— (3.)  Where  a  Parliamentary  county 
extends  into  more  coanty  qaarter  sessional 
areas  than  one,  the  local  authority  haTing 
power  to  divide  the  said  county  into  polling 
districts  shall  have  power  to  agree  with  any 
other  court  of  quarter  sessions  ha\'ing  jurisdic> 
tion  in  that  area  for  the  constitution  of  a  joint 
committee,  to  take  into  consideration  the  divi- 
sion of  such  county  into  polling  districts  and 
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assig^in^  of  polling  places  to  such  districts, 
and  Ahall,  after  receiving  the  report  of  the  said 
committee,  make  such  order  thereon  as  they 
may  think  fit," 

said,  that  since  the  Bub-section  in  ques* 
tion  was  inserted  on  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Heneage)  representa- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  Loc£tl  Go- 
Temment  Board  to  the  effect  that  it 
would  increase  the  diffictdtj  of  making 
the  necessary  arrangements  in  time,  and 
on  that  ground  the  sub-section  had  been 
struck  out  in  the  other  House.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  appealed  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  consider  whether  they 
could  possibly  enter  into  a  conflict  with 
the  Lords  on  this  question,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  delay  the  Bill  till 
after  Whitsuntide,  and  almost  render  it 
useless.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  patriotic  enough  to  allow 
the  House  to  agree  with  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr, 
Attorney  General,) 

Mb.  heneage  said,  after  the  appeal 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  he  would 
not  press  the  matter,  although  had  there 
been  a  few  more  days  before  the  Eecess 
he  shoidd  have  divided  the  House  upon 
the  question.  He  had  as  yet  heard  no 
argument  why  his  provision  should  not 
be  maintained.  He  did  not  wish  to 
take  away  the  power  of  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  to  require  them, 
instead  of  appointing  one  committee 
without  local  knowledge,  to  appoint  one 
for  each  district  which  would  have  the 
local  knowledge.  However,  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  had  triumphed  over  the 
public  convenience,  and  he  would  not 
further  press  the  matter. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  defended  the 
Peers  in  their  action,  and  said,  that  they 
had  had  a  difficult  duty  thrust  upon 
them,  and  he  believed  their  only  object 
was  to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  Par- 
liament with  the  least  delay  possible. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member's  remark 
as  to  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  altogether 
unwarranted.  The  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
had  shown  every  desire  to  facilitate  this 
new  registration,  and  he  was  sure  were 
only  actuated  by  a  desire  to  do  their 
duty  to  the  public. 

Mb.  W.  GUEDON  expressed  his 
pleasure  at   finding  the  provision  re- 
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moved  in  "another  place."  There 
might  be  some  convenience  about  it  in 
one  or  two  counties;  but  he  was  con- 
vinced that  in  the  great  majority  of 
them  it  would  have  led  to  considerable 
inconvenience. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James),  in  moving,  in  page  11, 
line  5,  leave  out  ("  entitled  to  be  ") 
and  insert  ("prevented  by  any  other 
Act  from  being");  page  11,  line  8, 
leave  out  from  ("Cambridge")  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  said,  that  this  Amend- 
ment introduced  by  the  House  of  Lords 
raised  the  question  of  the  right  of 
undergraduates  to  vote  at  elections.  The 
House  had,  by  a  very  small  majority, 
determined  that  the  undergraduates  at 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge occupying  rooms  in  the  Colleges 
should  not  be  entitled  to  be  placed  upon 
the  Eegister  of  Parliamentary  Voters. 
Subsequently,  however,  a  different  view 
had  been  taken  of  the  principle  involved 
in  the  question,  and,  by  a  large  majority, 
it  had  been  decided  that  the  under- 
graduates of  Dublin  University  should 
be  allowed  to  be  placed  on  the  Eegister. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  fairest 
course  to  adopt  now  would  be  to  agree 
with  the  Lords  in  their  Amendment,  by 
which  the  franchise  would  be  conferred 
upon  the  English  undergraduates.  He 
tnerefore  moved  that  the  House  do 
agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment.  At 
the  same  time,  he  reiterated  the  view 
he  had  already  expressed,  that  this  was 
simply  an  abstract  question,  and  that 
unless  there  was  an  entire  change  in 
the  authority  and  discipline  of  the  Uni- 
versities, no  undergraduate  could  or 
would  obtain  the  right  to  vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  House  do  agree  to  the  said 
Amendment." — {The  Attorney  General,) 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  that  he  congra- 
tulated the  Government  upon  their  late 
conversion  to  Liberal  principles  in  this 
matter.  He  was  anxious  that  the  House 
of  Lords  should  obtain  the  credit,  which 
it  deserved,  of  being  more  zealous  for 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  than  the 
Party  opposite. 

Mb.  SHEIL  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  Lords  had  acted  under  a  complete 
niisconception  of  the  effect  which  this 
Amendment  would  have.  The  Amend- 
ment provided  that  nothing  in  any  Act 
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of  Parliament  was  to  prevent  the  occu- 
pier of  any  CoUei^e  rooms  from  being 
placed  upon  the  Eegister.  This  would 
have  the  effect  of  sweeping  away  all 
considerations  of  age  and  even  of  sex, 
and  the  duration  or  quality  of  occupa- 
tion. The  Amendment,  moreover,  while 
it  did  not  open  the  door  to  undergra- 
duates, closed  it  to  graduates. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  was  glad  that  the  Government  had 
at  last  recognized  the  fact  that  under- 
graduates might  be  *'  capable  citizens," 
and  that  education  was  no  longer  to  be 
regarded  as  a  disqualification  for  the 
exercise  of  political  rights. 

Mb.  HORACE  DAVEY  said,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  Lords' Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  the  undergraduates  were 
sent  to  the  Universities  for  a  temporary 
and  distinct  purpose — namely,  educa- 
tion, and  were,  therefore,  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent position  from  graduates.  If  the 
Bill  passed  as  it  stood,  undergraduates 
would  be  at  liberty  to  vote  at  municipal 
as  well  as  at  Parliamentary  elections, 
and  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  whe- 
ther that  was  desirable  in  the  interests 
of  undergraduates  themselves. 

CoLoitEL  MAKENS  expressed  his 
warm  approval  of  this  Amendment 
which  the  Lords  had  introduced  into 
the  Bill.  He  took  an  entirely  different 
view  from  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
Taking  part  in  municipal  and  Parlia- 
mentary elections  was  a  better  occupa- 
tion for  these  young  men  than  some  of 
the  amusements  in  which  they  at  pre- 
sent engaged.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise by  these  young  men  would  be  not 
the  least  valuable  part  of  their  education. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  did  not 
happen  to  be  present  when  this  matter 
was  discussed  before,  and  he  was  very 
much  surprised  when  he  read  the  report 
of  what  had  taken  place  to  £nd  that  the 
Liberal  Party  should  have  expressed 
any  alarm  at  the  prospect  of  these  young 
men  at  College  exercising  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise.  Here  were  a  num- 
ber of  young  men  who  had  received  a 
good  amount  of  education,  and  yet  he 
found,  to  his  astonishment,  that  not 
only  on  the  Conservative,  but  also  on 
Liberal  side  of  the  House,  a  large  number 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  were  so  alarmed  lest 
those  young  men  should  be  drawn  into 
political  strife  that  they  were  prepared 

Mr.  Shil 


to  refuse  to  them  political  rights  to 
which  they  were  clearly  entitled. 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  congratu- 
lated his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  on  his  manly 
and  straightforward  utterances,  and  his 
adherence  to  Liberal  principles.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  be  led 
away  by  the  bugbear  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Horace  Davey) 
that  undergraduates  were  necessarily  to 
take  part  in  municipal  elections.  Evea 
if  they  were,  he  should  not  regard  it 
as  a  calamity.  He  hoped  some  of  the 
undergraduates  might  become  Town 
Councillors,  or  even  Mayors  of  the  Uni- 
versity towns. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
entirely  in  favour  of  undergraduates 
having  votes.  If,  however,  anyone 
divided  the  House  on  the  question  that 
the  Lords'  Amendment  should  not  be 
agreed  to,  he  would  support  him  by  his 
vote,  because  this  was  a  Bill  to  regulate 
the  sending  of  Representatives  to  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  and  he  did  not 
consider  that  hereditary  and  irrespon- 
sible persons  had  anything  to  do  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Lords  had  adopted  a  reasonable 
and  sensible  course.  When  the  question 
was  before  the  House  of  Commons,  three 
courses  were  open,  two  of  which  had  some 
show  of  reason,  and  the  other  entirely  un- 
reasonable. The  House  could  either  have 
refused  the  franchise  to  the  undergra- 
duates in  both  countries,  or  have  granted 
the  franchise  to  the  undergraduates  in 
both  countries.  The  House  took  the 
unreasonable  course  of  granting  the 
franchise  to  the  undergraduates  in 
Dublin,  and  refusing  it  to  those  in  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge.  The  House  of 
Lords  had  taken  a  reasonable  course  in 
establishing  uniformity. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Henry  Jambs),  in  moving  to  leave  out 
Clause  16,  said,  they  now  came  to  an 
Amendment  which,  of  course,  was  one 
of  substance.  He  had  refrained  from 
making  any  statement  in  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  Bill  before  they  reached 
this  Amendment;  but  now  it  became 
necessary  that  he  should  make  an  appeal 
to  those  who  probably  at  that  moment 
constituted  the  majority  in  the  House  in 
reference  to  this  subject.     Every  hon« 
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Member  was  aware  that  by  the  Fran- 
chise Act  a  new  class  of  voters  was 
created— namely,  the  county  household 
Toters.  An  additional  class  of  service 
voters  was  likewise  created.  For  the 
registration  of  the  household  voters  in 
counties  there  really  was  no  adequate 
provision  in  existence.  Provision  had 
been  made  by  the  Act  of  1878  for  the 
registration  of  household  voters  in  bo- 
roughs ;  but  there  was  no  provision  for 
the  registration  of  such  voters  in  coun- 
ties. The  Government,  therefore,  had 
to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  special  pur- 
pose of  registering  those  householders, 
and  also  the  service  voters.  They  im- 
posed on  the  local  officers  the  duty  of 
registering  2,000,000  persons  under  en- 
tirely new  conditions.  It  was  necessary, 
therefore,  to  define  their  duties  clearly, 
and  to  give  them  as  much  information 
as  possible.  No  time  had.  been  lost  in 
introducing  the  Bill  or  in  passing  it 
through  the  House,  and  the  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee  did  their  very  best 
to  bring  back  the  Bill  to  the  House  at 
an  early  date.  But  questions  of  fran- 
chise were  introduced  into  the  Bill,  in- 
cluding that  which  related  to  the  receipt 
of  medical  parochial  relief.  It  was  ulti- 
mately decided  that  the  receipt  of  such 
relief  should  not  disqualify  a  voter ;  but 
the  final  decision  of  that  House  upon 
Beport  had  now  been  reversed  by  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Government  had  therefore  had  to  con- 
sider what  course  they  should  take  in 
relation  to  this  Amendment  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  speedily  become 
law.  Those  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
in  the  Lords  had  been  willing  to  accept 
the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ghristchurch 
(Mr.  Horace  Davey)  and  accept  the 
clause;  but  the  majority  of  the  Lords 
had  not  taken  that  view.  So  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  and  on  the  part  of  many 
of  his  Colleagues,  he  felt  that  this  ques- 
tion on  its  merits  had  passed  beyond 
discussion.  This  was  a  social  as  well  as 
a  political  question  affecting  the  commu- 
nity generally ;  but,  whatever  the  merits 
of  the  question  might  be,  at  this  stage 
it  was  impossible  for  the  House  to  enter 
upon  them,  because,  while  aware  that 
many  Members  of  the  House  acquiesced 
in  the  view  that  it  would  have  been  well 
had  the  Lords  not  made  this  Amend- 
ment, yet  the  result  of  refusing  to  ac- 
cept it  would  be  that  the  Bill  would  be- 


come practically  useless,  and  that  they 
would  wreck  the  registration  of  the 
country  for  one  year,  for  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  now  refused  there  could  be 
no  further  dealing  with  the  Bill  until 
the  House  of  Lords  met  again.  If  this 
House  persisted  in  the  view  adopted  by 
the  majority  in  the  last  division,  and 
the  House  of  Lords  persisted  in  their 
view,  the  Bill  fell  to  the  ground,  and 
they  substantially  would  leave  the  local 
officials  without  power  to  register  the 
householders  in  the  counties,  who  repre- 
sented about  2,000,000.  It  was  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  give  them  this 
assistance,  and  not  to  take  up  the  ab- 
surd position  of  telling  them  to  register 
these  voters  without  providing  them 
with  the  machinery  for  doing  so.  That 
was  a  position  which  he  did  not  think 
anyone  would  desire,  and  he  would  ask 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Horace 
Davey)  to  consider  what  advantage  it 
would  be,  for  the  mere  purpose  of  a 
protest,  to  send  this  Bill  back  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  could  not  be  taken 
there  till  after  Whitsuntide,  and  the 
discussion  would  carry  them  to  a  date 
when  the  Bill  would  become  practically 
useless.  He  therefore  appealed  to  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friena  and  his  sup- 
porters and  to  the  House  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  *'To  leave  out  Clause 
16,"  read  a  first  and  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr* 
Attorney  General,) 

Mr.  HOEACE  davey  said,  he  ex- 
tremely regretted  the  course  taken  in 
''  another  place  "  in  regard  to  this  BiU, 
He  was  not  going  to  trouble  the  House 
with  another  speech  on  the  merits  of 
this  subject ;  but  he  would  content  him- 
self with  saying  that  nothing  he  had 
heard  or  read  had  in  any  degree  altered 
his  opinion  as  to  the  justice  on  which 
the  Amendment  introduced  into  the  Bill 
in  that  House  was  based.  He  objected 
to  the  course  pursued  in  "another 
place,"  because  great  disappointment 
would  be  caused  to  a  number  of  persons 
who,  after  being  told  that  they  were  to 
exercise  the  franchise,  would  find  that 
they  would  not  be  enabled  to  do  so.  If 
that  clause  was  rejected  now  he  trusted 
that  they  might  look  forward  with  hope 
that  at  some  not  very  distant  period  c^ 
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Bill  would  be  brought  in  having  the 
same  effect  as  the  clause  that  was  struck 
out.  Having  carefully  considered  the 
matter,  he  did  not  personally  feel  justi- 
fied in  now  inviting  the  House  to  divide 
g|g|^y|||Jli^  subject.  He  was  aware 
o^^^Yory  great  importance  of  that 
Bill  being  passed  at  once ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment having,  as  it  were,  got  them 
in  a  corner,  they  must  submit  with  the 
best  grace  they  could.  If  any  other 
Member  moved  that  the  House  should 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment,  he 
should  not  vote  against  him ;  but,  speak- 
ing for  himself,  he  could  not  undertake 
the  responsibility  of  making  such  a  Mo- 
tion. 

SiK  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
thought  that  the  House  should  take  no- 
tice of  the  observation  of  the  Attorney 
General,  that  that  clause  had  not  only  a 
political  but  also  a  social  aspect.  No 
doubt,  the  clause  did  raise  questions  of 
a  very  important  social  character  which 
required  to  be  carefully  considered.  But 
the  point  was  whether  that  was  the  most 
convenient  or  the  only  mode  in  which 
those  questions  could  be  raised.  That 
clause  introduced  to  a  certain  extent 
new  matter  into  a  Bill  brought  in  for  a 
particular  purpose,  without  reference  to 
that  question,  in  order  to  effect  an  im- 
portant object  which  everybody  desired 
to  see  accomplished  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible ;  and  whatever  might  be  their  opi- 
nions on  the  merits  of  the  clause  they 
must  feel  that  if  they  reinstated  the 
clause  it  would  necessarily  prolong  the 
discussions  on  the  Bill.  Undoubtedly 
the  main  object  they  all  had  in  view 
was  to  pass  the  Bill  as  rapidly  as  was 
consistent  with  the  attention  that  was 
due  to  the  Bill  itself.  They  ought,  he 
thought,  to  allow  the  larger  and  more 
pressing  considerations,  which  required 
the  Bill  to  be  passed  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible, to  have  precedence  over  any  con- 
sideration of  the  merits  of  that  clause 
itself.  He  would  not,  therefore,  now 
enter  into  the  merits  of  the  clause,  on 
which  a  good  deal  might  be  said  upon 
both  sides,  and  which  were  open  to  a 
good  deal  of  argument. 

Me.  OOUETNEY  entertained  a  strong 
opinion  that  that  clause  ought  not  to 
have  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  at 
all.  That  Bill  was  merely  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  registration,  with  the  formali- 
ties to  be  observed  in  registration,  and 
with  the  safeguards  that  only  those  who 
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were  qualified  should  be  registered.  The 
antecedent  question  of  the  qualification 
for  registration  did  not  lie  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill ;  but  that  clause  raised 
the  question  whether  the  receipt  of  me- 
dical poor  relief  should  operate  as  a  dis- 
qualification where  a  man  was  otherwise 
qualified  to  vote.  On  that  ground  he 
thought  the  clause,  when  first  proposed 
in  Committee  as  an  Amendment,  was  an 
impertinent  Amendment,  and,  as  Chair- 
man, he  should  have  ruled  it  out  of 
Order,  if  he  had  not  felt  himself  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so  by  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  previously  in  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Eegistration  Bill ;  but 
he  still  entertained  the  opinion  that  it 
was  an  improper  Amendment.  When 
it  was  discussed  in  Committee  it  was 
rejected  by  a  considerable  majority ;  and 
when  it  was  brought  on  again  after- 
wards in  a  thin  House  it  was  inserted 
by  a  comparatively  small  majority. 
Since  the  House  of  Commons  itself, 
therefore,  had  shown  such  uncertainty 
in  dealing  with  a  question  which  ought 
not,  in  his  view,  to  have  been  dealt  with 
at  all  in  the  Bill,  he  thought  that  with 
all  their  jealousy  of  the  other  House 
they  might  allow  that  the  House  of 
Lords  had  some  right  to  object  to  the 
introduction  of  that  clause,  and  shoidd 
not  now  insist  on  its  re-insertion.  But, 
especially  after  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  North 
Devon,  who  appeared  to  waver  some- 
what in  his  opinion  on  that  matter,  he 
felt  that  he  should  be  wanting  in  frank- 
ness if  he  did  not  say  that  his  own  opi- 
nion was  strongly  against  that  Amend- 
ment in  principle.  However  plausible 
or  benevolent  the  object  of  the  clause 
might  seem,  he  held  that  the  proposal 
to  allow  a  man  to  vote  who  had  received 
medical  poor  relief  was  one  of  consider- 
able moral  effect,  and  that  it  would  have 
a  most  pernicious  tendency.  It  was  the 
thin  edge  of  the  wedge  of  the  corruption 
and  degradation  of  ^e  character  of  the 
constituency ;  nothing  could  be  of  more 
importance  than  that  they  should  insist 
on  absolute  independence  of  parochial 
relief  as  a  condition  to  the  exercise  of 
the  elective  franchise.  The  most  mis- 
chievous things  were  often  done  on  the 
ground  of  benevolence;  and  they  should 
be  most  careful  not  to  undermine  the 
independence  of  the  people  whom  they 
were  admitting  in  increased  numbers  to 
the  suffrage,  by  enacting  that  the  re* 
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ceipt  of  medical  relief  from  the  rates 
was  not  to  interfere  with  the  full  enjoy- 
ment of  political  rights.  It  was  said  that 
that  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land. He  regretted  that  necessity ;  but 
he  asked  them  not  to  apply  it  any  fur- 
ther, and  thus  bring  down  the  whole 
Kingdom  to  the  same  level.  He  looked 
with  fi;reat  jealousy  on  any  proposal 
to  reduce  the  independence  or  the 
moral  level  of  the  constituency  of 
this  country,  and  he  held  that  they 
ought  to  guard  most  scrupulously  against 
its  degradation.  On  all  these  grounds, 
he  thought  the  House  might  well  give 
way  and  accede  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, even  if  the  case  had  not  been  so 
pressing  as  the  Attorney  General  had 
stated. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  that  it  was  rather 
too  late  to  say  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  relevant  to  the  Bill.  Having  put  a 
similar  clause  in  the  Irish  Bill,  the 
House  had  the  right  to  put  one  in  the 
English  Bill.  The  question  was  whe- 
ther the  conclusion  which  the  House 
had  come  to  deliberately  was  to  be  over- 
ruled without  protest.  If  it  was,  this 
House  would  be  placed  in  a  humiliating 
position.  The  Attorney  General  said 
they  must  either  give  up  their  right  to 
express  their  opinion  on  this  Amend- 
ment, or  they  must  agree  to  an  indefi- 
nite postponement  of  the  General  Elec- 
tion. It  seemed  to  him  not  to  be  a 
matter  of  much  concern  whether  or  not 
the  General  Election  was  postponed  for 
a  few  days  or  a  few  weeks. 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  weeks  or  days.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  new  voters  could  be 
placed  on  the  Eegister  for  the  next  year 
at  all  or  not. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  necessarily  follow.  As  to  the 
time  argument,  the  Bill  could  go  back 
to  the  House  of  Lords  that  day,  and  re- 
ceive the  Eoyal  Assent  on  Thursday. 
He  would  not  support  the  clause  if  it 
interfered  with  the  sound  principle  that 
persons  ought  not  to  be  electors  who 
were  not  able  in  ordinary  circumstances 
to  maintain  themselves  and  their  fami- 
lies without  aid  from  the  public  rates ; 
but  that  principle  was  not  violated  by 
having  recourse  to  such  aid  in  cases  of 
illness  or  accident.  It  was  to  be  re- 
grretted  that  what  had  been  called  a 
social  question  had  been  raised  in  the 

YOL.  OOXOYin.  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


other  House,  for  the  Members  of  which 
he  had  great  admiration ;  but  they  were 
persons  whose  position  placed  them 
above  want,  and  most  of  them  owed 
that  position  to  the  accident  of  birth 
rather  than  to  their  own  exertions. 
The  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  brought  more  into  contact 
with  the  people,  sympathized  with  their 
wants,  and  understood  their  necessities 
better  than  the  Peers.  In  the  con- 
stituencies there  were  thousands  who 
were  able  to  maintain  their  families  in 
modest  comfort,  who,  in  case  of  accident 
or  serious  disease,  must  have  recourse 
to  the  Poor  Law  medical  officer.  The 
clause,  as  it  stood,  was  severely  restric- 
tive, and  did  not  carry  exemption  from 
disqualification  as  far  as  it  ought  to  do. 
He  especially  regretted  the  rejection  of 
it  by  the  House  of  Lords,  because  he 
wished  to  maintain  the  legislative  powers 
of  that  House,  and  the  maintenance  of 
them  was  not  likely  to  be  assisted  by 
their  action  on  this  occasion.  But  as 
the  clause  was  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Commons  before  it  was  fin^ally  accepted, 
the  House  of  Lords  ought  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  completing  their  imita- 
tion of  this  House  by  accepting  the 
dause  they  had  rejected. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  did  not 
consider  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
proved  his  point  that  if  the  House  dis- 
agreed with  the  Lords'  Amendment  there 
would  be  no  time  to  pass  the  Bill  before 
"Whitsuntide.  The  precepts  to  the  re- 
gistration officials  did  not  need  to  be 
issued  till  the  2nd  or  3rd  of  June,  dud. 
in  that  case  they  had  surely  time  to  send 
back  the  Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
If  they  did  send  it  back,  they  could  rely 
on  it  ihat  the  House  of  Lords  would  not 
throw  out  the  Bill  or  seek  to  detain  it, 
for  it  had  been  urged  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  that 
the  House  of  Lords  were  most  anxious  to 
consult  the  country,  as  they  said  they 
were  convinced  the  country  would  not 
approve  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  argument  of  want  of 
time  had,  therefore,  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question.  Let  the  House  of  Com- 
mons disagree  with  this  Amendment, 
and  let  them  see  what  came  of  that. 
On  the  merits  of  the  question,  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard.  (Mr.  Courtney)  that  the  re- 
ceipt of  medical  relief  was  either  cor- 
rupting or  degrading.    Let  them  take 
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of  the  diyision  with  which  the  proposal 
had  on  the  last  occasion  been  carried  ? 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be 
jeopardized  by  insistance  on  this  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  GREGORY  urged  the  House  to 
appreciate  the  importance  of  passing  the 
Bill  without  delay. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  said,  they  were 
asked  to  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment 
OQ  some  ground  of  convenience ;  but  he 
did  not  know  the  gpround  of  convenience, 
and  he  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  the 
convenience.  Supposing  the  House  were 
to  disagree  witJi  the  Lords  in  their 
Amendment,  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
reason  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
go  back  to  that  Chamber  either  this 
afternoon  or  to-morrow.  He  could  not 
admit  the  necessity  of  acquiescing  in  the 
disfranchisement  of  many  men  merely 
because  the  House  of  Lords  did  not 
want  to  meet  on  Thursday.  It  was 
humiliating  to  the  House  of  Commons 
to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  being 
asked  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  merely 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  other 
House. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  it  was  un- 
fair to  the  other  House  to  hold  it  respon- 
sible for  the  situation.  This  House  had 
sent  the  Bill  to  the  other  House  at  the 
last  moment,  and  required  that  it  should 
be  passed  within  a  week.  He  objected 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
attempting  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  their  action.  On  two  occasions  some 
of  the  Conservative  Party  supported  the 
Government  in  resisting  this  Amend- 
ment, some  on  principle,  and  some  be- 
cause the  Amendment  was  foreign  mat- 
ter. He  should  feel  very  deeply  the 
responsibility  which  would  rest  upon 
the  House  if,  by  their  vote  that  after- 
noon, they  should  upset  all  the  arrange- 
ments by  which  alone  the  newly  en- 
franchised voters  could  exercise  their 
privilege  at  the  next  General  Election. 
As  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  he  believed  that  the  re-insertion 
of  the  clause  would  jeopardize  the  carry- 
ing through  of  the  Bill  in  time  for  the 
Election ;  and  on  that  ground  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  now  be  sup- 
ported. 

Mr.  cropper  said,  that  the  clause 
would  not  relieve  all  the  grievances  of 
disqualification  which  was  complained 
of.  A  man  would  still  be  disqualified, 
if  he  accepted  the  smallest  medical  com- 


fort, such  as  beef  tea  or  gruel.  He 
thought  it  a  little  hard  to  throw  the 
whole  responsibility  in  this  matter  upon 
the  .House  of  Lords,  and  to  blame  them 
respecting  it,  considering  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  dealing  with 
it,  and  that  the  Committee  had  decided 
against  it.  He,  therefore,  supported 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  not  merely  as  a 
matter  of  convenience,  but  because  the 
change  in  the  law  ought  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  be  made  without  further  con- 
sideration, and  which  consideration  must 
be  given  to  something  more  than  medi- 
cal relief.  Thereffore,  it  was  not  worth 
while  raising  the  question  again  on  this 
Bill,  for  it  ought  to  be  decided  on  a 
much  broader  issue  than  that  raised  by 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  observed  that 
if  a  working  man  were  run  over  by  a 
vehicle  in  the  street  and  taken  to  a  pub- 
lic hospital  he  would  not  be  disqualified, 
although  he  would  be  attended  to  by  the 
surgeons  gratuitously  and  would  pay 
nothing  for  his  food  and  physic.  If, 
however,  a  man  to  whom  such  an  acci- 
dent occurred  were  visited  at  his  own 
home  by  the  parish  doctor  he  would  be 
deprived  of  his  right  to  vote.  He  could 
not  9ee  the  justice  of  this  distinction, 
and  trusted  that  the  Lords'  Amendment 
would  be  rejected.  Why  should  not  the 
House  of  Ix>rds  sit  to-morrow,  or  Friday 
or  Saturday  if  necessary,  to  consider 
this  matter  ?  He  held  that  the  respon- 
sibility would  lie  upon  the  Lords  if  they 
did  not  do  so. 

Mr.  firth  said,  he  hoped  the  coun- 
try would  imderstand  that  the  House 
had  been  **  cornered  "  by  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  That  branch  of  the 
Legislature  had  inserted  in  the  Bill  a 
most  important  Amendment,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
large  numbers  of  the  people  ;  and  they 
had  done  it  in  circumstances  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  occupants  of  the  Minis- 
terial Bench,  rendered  it  quite  impos- 
sible for  the  House  of  Commons  to  re- 
verse the  decision  of  the  other  House. 
He  objected  to  the  mutilation  by  an 
irresponsible  body  of  an  important  Bill 
passed  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  argued  that 
if  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  reversed  and  the  clause  re-inserted 
in  the  Bill  the  result  would  be  to  create 
great  confusion  in  the  registration  ar- 
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the  case  of  a  poor  man  in  the  country 
getting  12«.  a- week.    That  man  had  a 
child,  and  the  child  fell  ill.    Was  it  cor- 
rupting or  degrading,  or  destructive  of 
independence,  for  him  to  take  the  child 
to  the  parish  doctor  and   obtain  some 
medicine  for  it  ?    He  contended  that  it 
was  not.    It  was  in  the  public  interest 
that  he  should  do  so,  rather  than  that 
he  should  neglect  his  child  or  obtain 
unskilled  advice.-  They  were  really  call- 
ing upon  the  poor  man  to  choose  be- 
tween sacrificing  his  child  and  sacrificing 
his   political    rights.     He    considered 
that  it  was  highly  important  that  there 
should  be  a  system  of  public  medical 
relief  throughout  the  country.    In  his 
opinion,  it  was  quite  as  necessary — ^in 
fact  far  more  necessary — ^to  have  Govern- 
ment officers  to  give  medical  aid  gratis 
than  officers  to  give  spiritual  aid  gratis. 
If  he  had  to  (moose  between  the  two 
kinds  of  aid,  he  should  certainly  prefer 
the  medical  aid.     Education  was  paid 
for  out  of  the  rates,  and  surely  physical 
well-being  must  come  first.    The  recog- 
nition of  that  fact  led  to  the  discussion 
of  the  expediency  of  giving  penny  din- 
ners.   With  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  they  ought  to  let  the 
country  know  what  its  real  meaning 
was.    Its  object  was  practically  to  dis- 
franchise with  one  hand  a  large  number 
of  persons  to  whom  they  had  given  the 
franchise  with   the  other.      YcHm    of 
*'No!"]    He  was  told  that  m  North 
Somersetshire  one-quarter  of  the  whole 
of  the  new  constituency  would  be  disfran- 
chised by  the  rejection  of  the  clause. 
Let  the  country  thoroughly  understand 
the  tactics  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
that  matter.     They  did  not  say  very 
much  in  the  House  of  Commons  because 
they  had  a  majority  in  the  other  House. 
When  the  Bill  went  up  there,  the  Lords 
threw  out  such  clauses  as  they  thought 
would  tend  to  enlarge  the  constituencies, 
and  then  the  Leaders  of  the  Party  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Conmions  and  said 
that  this  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  the 
principle  of  the  matter.  Well,  the  coun- 
try should  understand  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  given  them  votes,  and  the 
Conservative  Party  in    the  House   of 
Lords  had  taken  them  away.    The  Con- 
servatives even  were  ashamed  of  their 
own  action,  for  they  put  up  a  Scotch 
Nobleman  to  oppose  the  clause.    Why, 
the  Bill  did  not  afifect  Scotland,  so  he 
could  not  see  what  possible  interest  the 
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Scotch  Nobleman  (Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
leigh) could  have  in  it.  Let  them  fix 
the  responsibility  upon  those  who  had 
really  rejected  that  Amendment,  and 
then  see  if  they  would  stand  to  their 
guns. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  observed 
that  not  only  would  the  whole  registra- 
tion of  the  country  be  thrown  into  con- 
fusion unless  this  Bill  were  passed 
before  Whitsuntide,  but  in  order  to 
produce  even  the  postponed  General 
Election,  about  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Govst)  spoke, 
special  legislation  would  be  necessary ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  very 
doubtful  whether  they  could  get  aBegis- 
ter  of  voters  for  the  next  Election  con- 
stituted at  all.  Although  many  Mem- 
bers might  be  glad  to  shorten  the  Whit- 
suntide holidays  in  order  to  obtain  a  full 
settlement  of  the  question,  he  was  not 
so  hopeful  as  they  might  be  with  respect 
to  the  possibility  or  probability  of  ob- 
taining the  Eoyal  Assent  before  Whit- 
suntide. The  re-discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion on  the  merits  was  to  be  deprecated. 
It  had  already  been  discussed  fully  on 
four  occasions^-once  on  the  Franchise 
Bill,  twice  on  this  Bill,  and  once  on  the 
Irish  Eegistration  Bill.  The  discussion 
on  the  Irish  Bill  might,  perhaps,  not  be 
reckoned,  because  it  involved  side  issues. 
But  in  Committee,  and  on  the  Eeport 
ot*  this  Bill,  the  clause  had  received  fuller 
consideration  than  could  be  given  to  it 
on  this  occasion,  when  nothing  had  been 
said  about  provident  dispensaries,  clubs, 
friendly  societies,  and  the  like.  There 
were  a  fuller  discussion  and  a  larger 
majority  in  Committee  when  the  clause 
was  rejected  than  there  was  on  the  Ee- 
port, when  the  clause  was  inserted; 
and,  therefore,  the  Government,  desiring 
to  pass  the  Bill  as  quickly  as  possible, 
concurred  in  what  was  done  in  Conunit- 
tee  rather  than  incur  any  risk  of  delay. 
The  Government  had  gone  as  far  as  they 
could  in  making  this  a  Government 
question  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
they  were  taking  that  action  now  not  so 
much  on  the  merits  of  the  question,  but 
because  of  the  necessity  that  this  Bill 
should  pass  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
with  as  little  amendment  as  possible. 
Was  it  wise  that  they  should  jeopardise 
the  Bill  by  pressing  this  clause,  espe- 
cially in  view  of  the  difference  of  opinion 
which  had  been  shown  in  this  House  on 
the  subject,  and  in  view  of  the  smallness 
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of  the  division  with  which  the  proposal 
had  on  the  last  occasion  heen  carried  ? 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  he 
jeopardized  hy  insistance  on  this  pro- 
Dosal 

Mr.  GREGORY  urged  the  House  to 
appreciate  the  importance  of  passing  the 
Bill  without  delay. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  said,  they  were 
asked  to  agree  to  the  Lords'  Amendment 
OQ  some  ground  of  convenience ;  but  he 
did  not  know  the  ground  of  convenience, 
and  he  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  the 
convenience.  Supposing  the  House  were 
to  disagree  witn  the  Lords  in  their 
Amendment,  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
reason  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
go  back  to  that  Chamber  either  this 
afternoon  or  to-morrow.  He  could  not 
admit  the  necessity  of  acquiescing  in  the 
disfranchisement  of  many  men  merely 
because  the  House  of  Lords  did  not 
want  to  meet  on  Thursday.  It  was 
humiliating  to  the  House  of  Commons 
to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  being 
asked  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  merely 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  other 
House. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was  un- 
fair to  the  other  House  to  hold  it  respon- 
sible for  the  situation.  This  House  had 
sent  the  Bill  to  the  other  House  at  the 
last  moment,  and  required  that  it  should 
be  passed  within  a  week.  He  objected 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
attempting  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  their  action.  On  two  occasions  some 
of  the  Conservative  Party  supported  the 
Gt>vernment  in  resisting  this  Amend- 
ment, some  on  principle,  and  some  be- 
cause the  Amendment  was  foreign  mat- 
ter. He  should  feel  very  deeply  the 
responsibility  which  would  rest  upon 
the  House  if,  by  their  vote  that  after- 
noon, they  should  upset  all  the  arrange- 
ments by  which  alone  the  newly  en- 
franchised voters  could  exercise  their 
privilege  at  the  next  General  Election. 
As  a  Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  he  believed  that  the  re-insertion 
of  the  clause  would  jeopardize  the  carry- 
ing through  of  the  Bill  in  time  for  the 
Election ;  and  on  that  ground  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  now  be  sup- 
ported. 

Mr.  cropper  said,  that  the  clause 
would  not  relieve  all  the  grievances  of 
disqualification  which  was  complained 
of.  A  man  would  still  be  disqualified, 
if  he  accepted  the  smallest  medical  com- 


fort, such  as  beef  tea  or  gruel.  He 
thought  it  a  little  hard  to  throw  the 
whole  responsibility  in  this  matter  upon 
the  .House  of  Lords,  and  to  blame  them 
respecting  it,  considering  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  dealing  with 
it,  and  that  the  Committee  had  decided 
against  it.  He,  therefore,  supported 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  not  merely  as  a 
matter  of  convenience,  but  because  the 
change  in  the  law  ought  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  be  made  without  further  con- 
sideration, and  which  consideration  must 
be  given  to  something  more  than  medi- 
cal relief.  Therefore,  it  was  not  worth 
while  raising  the  question  again  on  this 
Bill,  for  it  ought  to  be  decided  on  a 
much  broader  issue  than  that  raised  by 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  observed  that 
if  a  working  man  were  run  over  by  a 
vehicle  in  the  street  and  taken  to  a  pub- 
lic hospital  he  would  not  be  disqualified, 
although  he  would  be  attended  to  by  the 
surgeons  gratuitously  and  would  pay 
nothing  for  his  food  and  physic.  If, 
however,  a  man  to  whom  such  an  acci- 
dent occurred  were  visited  at  his  own 
home  by  the  parish  doctor  he  would  be 
deprived  of  his  right  to  vote.  He  could 
not  9ee  the  justice  of  this  distinction, 
and  trusted  that  the  Lords'  Amendment 
would  be  rejected.  Why  should  not  the 
House  of  Lords  sit  to-morrow,  or  Friday 
or  Saturday  if  necessary,  to  consider 
this  matter  ?  He  held  that  the  respon- 
sibility would  lie  upon  the  Lords  if  they 
did  not  do  so. 

Mr.  firth  said,  he  hoped  the  coun- 
try would  understand  that  the  House 
had  been  **  cornered  "  by  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  That  branch  of  the 
Legislature  had  inserted  in  the  Bill  a 
most  important  Amendment,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
large  numbers  of  the  people  ;  and  they 
had  done  it  in  circumstances  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  occupants  of  the  Minis- 
terial Bench,  rendered  it  quite  impos- 
sible for  the  House  of  Commons  to  re- 
verse the  decision  of  the  other  House. 
He  objected  to  the  mutilation  by  an 
irresponsible  body  of  an  important  Bill 
passed  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  argued  that 
if  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  reversed  and  the  clause  re-inserted 
in  the  Bill  the  result  would  be  to  create 
great  confusion  in  the  registration  ar- 
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rangements.  The  clause  contained  no 
provision  determining  what  kind  of 
medical  relief  should  act  as  a  disqualifi- 
cation and  what  should  not  so  act.  The 
result  would  be  that  the  overseers,  in  the 
first  instance,  and  then  the  revising 
barristers,  would  take  different  views  of 
the  question  and  pronounce  varying  de- 
cisionB. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  hoped  that  the  House 
would  refuse  to  be  '*  jockeyed  "  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  difficulty  in  which 
they  were  was  attributable  to  an  unne- 
cessary desire  to  consult  the  convenience 
of  the  other  Chamber. 

CoLONBL  MAKINS  contended  that  tbe 
House  of  Lords  did  not  deserve  the 
blame  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Laboucbere)  and 
others  had  cast  upon  it. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  said,  that  be  should 
certainly  vote  in  opposition  to  the  views 
expressed  by  tbe  Attorney  General.  The 
Lords'  Amendment  did  a  great  act  of 
injustice  to  those  who  bad  been  looking 
forward  to  receiving  the  franchise,  and 
it  was  also  a  bad  precedent  to  say  that 
because  the  House  of  Commons  happened 
to  send  a  Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords  at 
a  comparatively  late  period  the  House 
of  Lords  might  turn  the  Bill  inside  out, 
and  the  Government  then  say — ''  Heally 
it  puts  the  House  and  the  country  to 
fio  much  inconvenience  that  we  must  at 
once  submit  to  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lords." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  as  if  the  Lords  had 
acted  all  through  to  suit  their  own  con- 
venience ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the  Lords 
acted  on  the  representation  of  urgency 
made  to  them  by  the  Government.  They 
read  the  Bill  a  first  time  on  Friday,  a 
second  time  on  Monday,  without  debate, 
passed  it  through  Committee  yesterday, 
waiving  the  Eeport  stage,  and  read  it  a 
third  tune  to-day,  meeting  for  the  pur- 
pose not  only  on  Wednesday,  but  at  the 
exceptionally  early  hour  of  half-past  11, 
in  order  to  enable  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  consider  the  question  without 
delay.  He  would  not  now  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  question,  about  which  there 
might  be  differences  of  opinion ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
which  the  House  of  Lords  had  rejected 
had  been  also  rejected  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  a  large  majority  when  pro- 
posed in  Committee,  and  that  it  was  only 
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accepted  on  Beport  by  a  small  majority 
in  a  thin  House. 

Mb.  SEXTON  denied  that  the  Lords 
had  been  **  cornered  "  or  that  they  were 
entitled  to  special  deference  because  they 
sat  at  half-past  1 1  that  morning,  for  in 
that  case  they  must  be  considered  as 
superior  to  all  duties  and  obligations. 
The  question  was  between  the  holidays 
of  a  few  score  men  and  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  thousands  of  voters.  The 
original  plan  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  Bill  should  receive  the  Eoyal 
Assent  on  Friday.  That  plan  could  be 
still  carried  out  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lords  was  rejected,  because  the  Lords 
could  reconsider  the  matter  that  evening 
or  to-morrow,  and  the  Eoyal  Assent 
could  be  given  on  Friday  as  originally 
proposed.  This  matter  was  so  grave, 
and  concerned  the  rights  of  so  many 
thousand  Englishmen,  that  the  House 
would  show  a  grievous  lack  of  moral 
courage  if  it  did  not  insist  that  the  re- 
sponsibility should  be  fixed  where  it  was 
incurred.  When  the  Bill  left  that  House 
it  did  not  contain  that  disfranchising 
clause,  and  the  House  would  be  guilty 
of  the  grossest  cowardice  and  dereHction 
of  duty  if  it  submitted  to  this  change. 
He  hoped  the  Motion  would  be  carried 
to  a  division,  and  he  should  then  be 
curious  to  see  whether  the  Amendment 
would  be  supported  by  the  Conservative 
Party,  who  were  going  to  confront  the 
working  men  of  the  country  at  a  General 
Election. 

Mb.  PICTON  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  on  the  ground  that 
the  question  involved  interests  for  which 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  were 
specially  responsible,  and  that  carried 
practical  consequences,  particularly  in 
country  places,  where  there  were  not  the 
same  opportunities  of  obtaining  medical 
aid  as  in  towns. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  urged  the 
House  to  abide  by  its  own  decision,  as 
the  question  was  one  which  did  not  affect 
the  House  of  Lords,  while  it  did  affect 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
would  be  a  pity  if  they  were  forced  to 
divide  without  receiving  a  plain  answer 
to  the  question  whether  there  was  any 
real  practical  difficulty  in  giving  the 
House  of  Lords  an  opportunity  of  recon- 
sidering this  matter,  and  of  getting 
their  answer  and  receiving  the  Boyfu 
Assent  to  the  Bill  before  the  end  of  the 
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week.  He  believed  the  House  of  Lords 
had  not  adjourned,  and  that  there  was 
no  practical  difficulty  in  adopting  this 
course.  He  did  not  believe  that  in  an 
important  matter  of  this  kind  anyone 
would  put  a  little  personal  inconvenience 
against  the  public  interest ;  and  be,  for 
one,  did  not  believe  the  House  of  Lords 
would  do  so. 

Dr.  FARQUHAESON  said,  be  was 
sure  that  members  of  his  own  profession, 
who  had  seen  much  of  the  poor,  would 
hold  that  there  was  an  essential  difference 
between  ordinary  poor  relief  and  medical 
relief.  They  knew  that  sickness  came 
unexpectedly,  and  laid  a  heavy  strain 
on  the  narrow  resources  of  families  with 
incomes  of  from  IO9.  to  12«.  a  week; 
and  it  was  intolerable  that  poor  persons 
in  that  position,  who  had  perhaps  taken 
relief  of  this  kind  for  a  short  time, 
should  be  disqualified.  He  would  also 
remind  the  House  that  there  was  in 
country  districts  no  bridge,  so  to  speak, 
between  medical  pauperism  and  the  pay- 
ment of  medical  attendance.  In  large 
towns  they  had  great  hospitals  which 
were  always  open  to  receive  all  comers 
on  easy  terms  ;  and,  therefore,  in  Lon- 
don, for  instance,  they  knew  that  a  large 
number  of  people  on  the  verge  of  pauper- 
ism were  able  to  go  to  these  hospitals 
and  get  medical  relief  without  disquali- 
fying themselves.  But  in  the  country 
there  was  nothing  of  that  sort.  The 
poor  man  must  either  pay  his  country 
doctor's  fee,  which  was  necessarily  heavy 
because  of  the  distances  they  had  to  go, 
or  go  on  the  parish  for  relief.  There- 
fore, there  was  no  bridge  for  the  humble 
and  industrious  man  to  obtain  such  re- 
lief as  would  not  put  this  heavy  dis- 
qualification against  him.  In  spite,  he 
thought,  of  the  dangers  which  they  had 
been  told  would  arise  from  the  possible 
rejection  of  this  Amendment  of  the 
Lords,  he  would  feel  it  his  duty,  if  the 
opposition  were  pressed,  to  support  it. 

Mr.  WARTON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  in  accordance  with  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  House  of  Commons,  as 
in  Committee  by  a  large  majority  it  re- 
jected the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Christchurch,  which 
was  accepted  on  Report  only  by  a  small 
majority. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchore)  to  rest  his  argument  on  the 


injustice  which  would  be  done  to  the 
labouring  classes  if  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Christ- 
church  did  not  become  law.  But,  how 
was  it,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes  so  much  at  heart,  that  he  was 
absent  on  both  occasions  when  the 
question  was  before  discussed?  He 
(Mr.  Pell)  appealed  to  the  House 
not  to  reject  the  Amendment  on  ac- 
count of  the  difficulty  in  their  way 
with  regard  to  time.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  only  effect  of  the 
Lords'  Amendment  would  be  to  keep  off 
the  Register  for  one  year  a  person  who 
received  medical  relief.  In  the  name  of 
the  provident  working  men  of  England, 
he  protested  against  their  being  put  upon 
the  same  footing  with  those  who  were  in- 
finitely below  them  in  the  social  scale.  The 
difficulty  that  had  been  referred  to  in 
country  districts  should  be  got  over  by  the 
establishment  of  medical  village  clubs, 
which  would  come  within  the  reach  of  the 
class  to  whom  the  provision  applied. 
Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  107  ; 
Noes  66  :  Majority  41.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  199.) 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
CONSIDEEATION  OF  LOBDS  AMENDMENTS 

Lords  Amendments  considered. 
The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B 
Balfour)  moved  to  agree  with  th 
Amendment  which  deleted  Clause  1 
from  the  Bill.  The  clause  which  it  was 
thus  proposed  to  leave  out  was,  he  ex- 
plained, directed  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment universally  admitted  to  be  a  useful 
one.  It  had  relation  to  the  Valuation 
Acts  in  Scotland,  which,  by  the  Fran- 
chise Act  of  1884,  were  interpreted  to  be 
Eegistration  Acts.  But  the  criticism 
had  been  made  in  the  House  of  Lords 
that  this  particular  Amendment  had  not 
direct  relation  to  the  subject  of  regis- 
tration, and  that  was  true.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  some  persons  interested 
in  the  clause  might  not  expect  to  find  it 
in  this  Bill ;  and  while  he  could  not  but 
regret  that  they  had  not  an  opportunity 
of  making  this  Amendment,  he  felt  the 
force  of  the  criticism  that  it  had  not 
direct  relation  to  the  registration  of 
voters,  although  technically  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Eegistration  Acts.     He 
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therefore  proposed  that  the  Lords  Amend- 
ment be  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Ths 
Lord  Advocate.) 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  very  much  regretted  that  the  other 
House  should  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  strike  out  the  clause,  which  he  thought 
would  have  been  of  greed  convenience  in 
the  administration  of  the  law ;  and  he 
trusted  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  would  take  another 
opportunity  of  introducing  the  clause, 
either  as  a  separate  measure,  or  in  any 
other  Bill  in  which  he  could  properly 
do  so. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SiE  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  cause 
the  Franchise,  Redistribution,  and  Re- 
gistration Bills  to  be  circulated  as  soon 
as  the  Royal  Assent  should  have  been 
obtained?  Acts  of  Parliament  passed 
in  a  Session  were  not  usually  circulated 
until  after  the  Session,  when  they  ap- 
peared bound  altogether  in  one  volume. 
He  thought  it  would  be  more  convenient 
if  the  circulation  could  be  expedited  in 
the  case  of  this  Reform  legislation. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
agreed  that  the  course  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  a  de- 
sirable one  to  follow,  and  he  undertook 
to  communicate  with  the  Speaker  with 
reference  to  the  subject. 

LEGISLATION  FOR  IRELAND-LAND 
BILL  AND  LABOURERS*  BILL. 

MINISTERIAL   STATEMENT. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Before  the  Clerk 
proceeds  to  read  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
I  wish  to  make  a  modification  of  a  state- 
ment which  I  made  last  week  with  re- 
spect to  the  Bills  which  the  Government 
propose  to  introduce  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  I  then  said  that  we  did 
not  think  it  was  likely  to  be  in  our 
power  to  deal  effectually  this  Session 
with  the  question  of  land  purchase  in 
Ireland,  and  that,  therefore,  we  did  not 
intend  to  introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  sub- 
ject. But,  upon  reconsideration  of  the 
matter,  and  edter  communications  made 
with  Members  since  that  announcement, 
I  have  considerable  hope  that  a  judi- 
ciously-constructed amendment  of  the 
present  law  might  meet  with  such  ac- 

The  Lord  Advocate 


ceptanoe  as  not  to  make  a  serious  da- 
mand  upon  the  time  of  the  House.  That 
is  the  point  which  is  really  material.  We 
have  a  plan  of  a  Bill  prepared,  and  we 
shall  be  ready  to  introduce  it  on  an 
early  day  after  Whitsuntide.  The  facts 
that  have  come  to  my  knowledge  seem 
to  justify  our  entertaining  the  hope  that 
the  measure  might  make  no  serious  de- 
mand upon  the  time  of  the  House;  and  if 
that  hope  were  fulfilled  we  should  be  very 
desirous  to  pass  that  Bill  and  also  the 
Labourers'  Bill  into  law  during  the 
present  Session.  As  regards  the  La- 
bourers' Bill,  we  shall  do  everything  we 
can  in  that  sense,  though  I  should  wish 
to  put  the  Land  Bill  on  the  same  foot- 
ing. I  hope  that  with  both  of  those 
measures  we  may  make  progress  and 
pass  them  through  the  House ;  but  it  is 
the  prospect  that  we  have  before  us 
that  leads  me  to  think  it  is  worth  while 
that  we  should  make  the  effort. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  would  take 
precedence  of  the  East  India  Loan  Bill 
to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  East  India 
Loan  Bill  stands  first. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


PLURALITIES  BILL.— [Bill  22.] 

{Mr.  Aelandy  Mr.  Edward  Howard^  Sir  John 

Kennaway,  L9rd  Edward  Cavgndiah.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  AGLAND,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  very  simple. 
Under  the  present  law,  when  a  Bishop 
had,  on  account  of  inadequate  perform- 
ance of  duty,  or  non-residence,  or  any 
other  cause,  to  appoint  a  curate  for  a 
benefice,  the  salary  or  stipend  which  he 
might  assign  from  the  living  to  the 
curate  was  often  inadequate  to  enable 
him  to  secure  the  services  of  a  clergy- 
man for  that  purpose  ;  and  the  main  ob- 
ject of  that  Bill  was  to  empower  the 
Bishop  to  assign,  within  the  value  of  the 
benefice,  such  a  sum  as  might  enable 
him  to  find  a  curate  to  do  the  work 
which  had  to  be  done.  The  measure 
was  called  the  Pluralities  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  chiefly  because  it  was  desired 
to  draw  the  attention  of  those  who  would 
have  to  deal  with  it  to  the  Acta  which  it 
was  intended  to  amend.  Those  Acts 
were  1  &  2  Ftd.f  c.  106,  and  13  &  14  j 

Digitized  by  VjUO^IC 


973 


Pluralities 


(May  20, 1885J 


mi 


974 


FieLf  c.  98.  Those  Acts  'dealt  with 
several  other  points  besides  pluralities, 
and  their  general  purpose  was  to  define 
the  relation  between  endowment  and 
work.  The  main  question  in  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  a  curate  by  the 
Bishop  was  whether  the  ecclesiastical 
duty  of  the  benefice  was  adequately  or 
inadequately  performed.  The  2nd  clause 
of  the  Bill  defined  what  ecclesiastical 
duty  was,  the  definition  being  taken 
from  the  Bubrics  of  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer,  the  Ordination  Yow,  and  the 
59th  Canon.  It  was  also  provided  that 
in  the  case  of  benefices  within  the  dioceses 
of  St.  Asaph,  Bangor,  Uandafif,  and  St. 
David,  and  of  any  benefice  having  a 
population  of  not  less  than  500  Welsh* 
speaking  persons  in  England,  the  term 
<< ecclesiastical  duties"  should  include 
Buoh  ministrations  in  the  Welsh  lan- 
gpiage  as  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
should  direct  to  be  performed  on  Sun- 
days and  holidays.  By  the  3rd  clause  it 
was  proposed  to  change  the  constitution 
of  the  Commission  for  inquiring  into  the 
inadequate  performance  of  the  duties  of 
a  benefice,  oy  providing  that  the  Com- 
mission should  be  issued  to  four  Com- 
missioners, one  of  whom  should  be  an 
Archdeacon  or  Bural  Dean,  another  a 
member  of  a  Cathedral  Chapter,  another 
a  beneficed  clergyman  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry in  which  the  benefice  was 
situated,  and  the  fourth  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  county  ad  hoc.  Deans 
and  Chapters  would  elect  one  of  their 
body  to  act  for  three  years  as  one  of 
those  Commissioners ;  and  the  beneficed 
clergy  of  every  Archdeaconry  would  also 
elect  one  of  their  body  for  a  similar 
period.  That  would  give  more  satisfac- 
tion than  if  the  Commission  were  ap- 
pointed, as  now,  simply  by  the  Bishop. 
It  was  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  the 
amount  of  stipend  which  any  rector  or 
incumbent  might  give  to  his  curate  if 
he  could  get  one;  but  in  cases  where 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  getting  a  curate 
to  take  the  charge  where  the  living  was 
exceedingly  small,  it  was  desirable  to 
empower  the  Bishop,  when  the  incum- 
bent failed  to  get  a  curate,  to  appoint 
one  and  assign  such  a  salary  as  he 
thought  necessary.  The  8  th  clause  would 
enable  the  Bishop  to  assign  an  extra 
stipend  of  £70  to  a  curate  appointed  by 
him  under  Sections  75  and  77  of  1  &  2 
Vtet.f  c.  106.  That  clause  was  the  vital 
clause  of  the  Bill.    The  14th  clause  of 


the  Bill,  the  only  clause  which  dealt  with 
pluralities,  proposed  that  two  benefices 
might  be  held  together  by  dispensation 
if  the  churches  were  within  five  miles  of 
one  another,  and  the  annual  value  of 
one  benefice  did  not  exceed  £200.  At 
present  the  limit  of  distance  was  three 
miles,  and  the  amount  £100 ;  and  it  was 
now  proposed,  as  the  result  of  experi- 
ence, to  increase  them  to  the  extent 
mentioned.  If  it  was  desired  by  the 
House  to  send  the  Bill  before  a  Select 
Committee  in  order  that  its  clauses  might 
be  carefully  looked  into,  he  should  be 
ready  to  accede  to  that  course ;  but  he 
might  add  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
had  been  thoroughly  discussed  in  both 
Houses  of  Convocation,  and  also  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Aeland.) 

Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY  expressed 
his  thanks  and  congratulations  to  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  for 
having  undertaken  the  conduct  of  that 
Bill.  The  title  of  the  measure,  how- 
ever, was,  he  thought,  very  confusing 
and  even  misleading,  and  the  explana- 
tion of  its  provisions  which  had  been 
given  was  certainly  necessary.  He 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  the  exist- 
ing Acts  should  be  amended  in  regard  to 
smaller  livings,  certainly  as  to  distance 
and  income.  The  Bill  possessed  great 
recomqiendations,  both  on  account  of  the 
way  in  which  it  had  been  prepared,  and 
of  the  high  authority  on  which  it  came 
before  them ;  and  it  deserved  very 
careful  consideration.  The  2nd  clause 
would  require  exceedingly  careful  hand- 
ling. The  Bill  partook,  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent,  of  the  character  of  a 
Church  Discipline  Act ;  and  he  remarked 
that  while  in  the  statement  of  ecclesi- 
astical duties  the  visitation  of  the  sick 
and  the  instruction  of  the  young  were 
specifically  alluded  to,  there  was  no 
mention  of  the  Burial  Service.  He  re- 
ferred to  that  point  merely  as  indicating 
how  very  careful  they  should  be  if  they 
were  to  have  that  definition  of  ecclesi- 
astical duties  introduced  for  the  first 
time  into  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  that 
kind.  He  thought  that  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry  proposed  under  the  Bill  was 
a  very  great  improvement  upon  the  Com- 
mission under  the  existing  Acts.    He 
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was  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  who  liad 
charge  of  the  Bill  was  willing  to  have  it 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  further  than  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  do,  in  the  relation  in  which 
lie  had  long  stood  to  his  hon.  Friend  and 
those  who  had  preceded  him,  to  echo  the 
congratulations  which  had  been  so  freely 
given  to  the  hon.  Member,  who  had 
moved  the  second  reading  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Mowbray). 
He  was  very  glad  to  see  that  the  House 
was  disposed  to  encourage  what  he  might 
well  describe  as  an  effort  at  self -reform 
on  the  part  of  the  clerical  profession,  be- 
cause this  was  an  attempt  to  develop 
and  insure  the  application  of  greater 
vitality  and  efficiency  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Pluralities  Act.  Undoubtedly  he 
was  glad  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  because  the 
House  would  bear  in  mind  that  the 

Sluralities  were  in  former  times  a  scan- 
al  and  a  shame  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, to  a  greater  degree,  probably, 
than  in  any  other  religious  body ;  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  it  most  proper  and 
becoming  that  even  in  the  reforming 
provisions  of  his  hon.  Friend  a  jealous 
eye  should  be  directed,  lest  in  any  case 
there  should  be  the  possibility  of  facili- 
tating the  re-introduction  of  that  gross 
abuse.  But  undoubtedly  the  main  fact 
recognized  by  the  Bill  was  one  of  obvious 
necessity — namely,  that  as  the  value  of 
labour  had  increased  generally  during 
the  last  40  or  nearly  50  years  since  the 
first  Pluralities  Act  was  passed-T-and  he 
well  recollected  taking  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions upon  that  Bill  when  it  was  in 
the  House  of  Commons— they  should 
therefore  enlarge  the  provisions  relating 
to  the  labour  of  curates  so  as  to  restore 
to  efficiency  provisions  which  had  lost 
their  efficiency  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
crease of  that  value.  He  could  only 
echo  what  had  been  said  with  respect  to 
the  difficulty  of  filling  small  benefices  in 
certain  cases..  There  happened  to  be  a 
rather  curious  instance  of  a  benefice  of 
only  £80  a-year,  which,  when  he  came 
into  Office  in  1 880,  had  lapsed  from  the 
patron  to  the  Bishop,  and  then  from  the 
Bishop  to  the  Crown.  The  Crown  was 
not  able  to  fill  it.  Every  effort  was  made, 
but  he  thought  it  was  about  three  years 
before  they  succeeded.  Now,  a  stipend 
of  £80  a-year  seemed  very  small  indeed, 
but  it  was  with  a  house,  and  with  a 

Sir  John  R,  Jlowbray 


population  of  only  40  persons ;  so  that 
although  the  allowance  relative  to  the 
amount  of  duty  was  by  no  means  incon- 
siderable, it  was  a  matter  of  the  ex- 
tremest  difficidty  to  find  a  person  to  fill 
that  benefice,  and  they  thought  them- 
selves very  fortunate  when  it  was  filled. 
He  thought  the  best  service  he  could 
render  to  his  hon.  Friend  was  to  be  brief 
in  touching  upon  this  matter,  and  in 
expressing  his  satisfaction  on  finding 
that  the  intelligence  and  ability  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  on  different 
occasions  exhibited  in  debate  was  now 
being  addressed  to  the  work  of  legisla- 
tion, and  he  could  only  hope  that  they 
would  be  successful. 

Mr.  PICTON  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  good ;  but  he 
questioned  very  much  the  means  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  be  accom- 
plished. The  Prime  Minister  appeared 
to  be  pleased  with  that  Bill,  because  it 
was  a  token  on  the  part  of  the  clerical 
profession  of  its  desire  to  reform  itself. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  clerical 
profession  might  reform  itself  without 
coming  to  that  House  for  an  Act.  of 
Parliament.  He  thought  it  highly  im- 
proper that  legislation  should  be  brought 
to  bear  on  an  object  which  could  be 
much  better  effected  by  the  clergy  in 
their  own  way.  The  Bill  was  based 
on  strong  denominational  lines,  which 
he  thought  very  objectionable.  The 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  lapse  of 
duty  in  a  benefice  was  to  be  composed 
of  three  magistrates,  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  meant  that  the  term 
'^members  of  the  Church  of  England" 
should  be  used  in  the  Bill  in  its  wide 
legal  sense ;  but,  if  so,  he  should  have 
restricted  it  by  some  qualifying  words. 
All  such  legislative  reforms  of  the 
Church,  however,  had  invariably  been 
futile,  and  would  continue  to  be  so.  To 
be  successful  they  must  be  voluntary, 
and  not  brought  about  by  law.  The 
only  possible  reform  of  the  Church  was 
by  disestablishment  and  disendowment ; 
and  he  protested  against  the  time  of  the 
House  being  occupied  by  such  a  Bill  as 
was  now  before  it.  He  would  not  chal- 
lenge a  division,  however,  and  it  would 
probably  be  hopeless  if  he  did  ;  but  the 
Bill  would,  no  doubt,  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  then  they  would 
not  hear  of  it  again. 
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Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  lie 
did  not  think  that  was  a  suitable  occa- 
sion for  discussing  the  relations  of 
Church  and  State.  As  to  the  point  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton),  he  -would  sug- 
gest that,  as  in  the  Act  establishing  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  the  re- 
quirement should  be  not  that  the  mem- 
ber "  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England,"  but  that  he  "  shdl  state 
that  he  is  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England."  This  would  avoid  certain 
legal  difficulties.  On  behalf  of  the 
Church  he  had  to  tender  to  the  hon. 
Member  thanks  for  introducing  this 
Bill,  and  also  to  thank  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter for  having  given  it  his  support.  It 
was  a  proposal  with  which  the  clergy 
were  in  lull  accord,  although  some 
people  might  possibly  think  it  was  an 
interference  with  their  rights. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  joined  in  thank- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  having  intro- 
duced this  Bill.  As  to  the  objection 
that  the  lay  Member  of  the  Commission 
was  to  be  "a  member  of  the  Church  of 
of  England,"  he  desired  to  point  out 
that  in  the  Benefices  Eesignation  Act, 
1871,  there  was  an  exactly  similar  pro- 
vision. He  regarded  the  Bill  as  an 
honest  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  leaders 
of  the  Church  to  remove  certain  defects 
and  to  add  to  its  efficiency.  It  should, 
in  his  opinion,  be  welcomed  as  an  instal- 
ment of  the  legislation  required  to  re- 
move certain  blots  which  now  existed  in 
the  Church,  and  the  removal  of  which 
would  make  it  more  efficient  and  more 
thoroughly  able  to  discharge  its  duties 
and  responsibilities  to  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  of  this  country. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  said,  he  should  not 
like  it  to  be  supposed,  as  it  might  be 
if  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  were  allowed  to 
pass  unsupported,  that  there  did  not 
exist  a  strong  feeling  against  this  Bill. 
He  objected  to  it,  and  he  thought 
the  mass  of  the  Members  on  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  of  the  House  objected  to 
it,  on  principle  ;  but  he  did  not  sup- 
pose they  would  vote  against  it  after 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  al- 
though, when  they  were  in  Opposition, 
and  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
they  voted  against-  all  such  legislation 
as  this.  There  was  a  Bill  introduced  in 
the  last  Parliament  for  the  reform  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  for  the  abolition 


of  patronage.  That,  in  the  view  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  was  a  most 
laudable  attempt  to  increase  the  effi- 
ciency and  impartiality  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland ;  but  it  so  happened  that 
the  Liberal  Party  sat  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  they  voted  en 
masse  against  the  Abolition  of  Patronage 
Bill,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  voted  in 
that  manner  were  not  merely  those  who 
went  in  for  Disestablishment,  but  the 
whole  mass  of  the  Liberal  Party,  which 
comprised  in  its  ranks  many  friends  of 
the  Establishment.  They  had  another 
example  of  the  same  sort-— the  Eitualist 
Act  passed  in  the  last  Parliament.  The 
Bill  was  brought  in  by  the  late  Prime 
Minister  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  what  many  people  considered  to 
be  evils  in  the  Church  of  England. 
A  great  number  of  Liberals  admitted 
that  the  evils  complained  of  existed  ; 
but,  viewing  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  inculcated  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  whole  Liberal  Party  went 
against  the  proposed  Eitualistic  legisla- 
tion. It  was  not  much  use  appealing  to 
the  Treasury  Bench  at  this  moment — 
the  only  occupant  being  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Kincar- 
dineshire (General  Sir  George  Balfour) 
— and  he  did  not  know  whether  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  been  left  in  pos- 
session of  plenary  powers ;  but  if  he  had 
been,  he  hoped  he  would  rise  up  and  re- 
pudiate such  retrogression  from  Liberal 
principles  as  that  they  had  seen  on  the 
part  of  the  Prime  Minister  to-day,  viewed 
in  the  light  of  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Liberal  Party  had  always  approached 
these  matters  when  they  sat  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  sup- 
ported the  Bill.  He  could  not,  however, 
approve  of  the  exceptional  power  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Welsh  Bishops ;  and 
he  thought  that  they  ought  not  to  act 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Commission, 
which  was  established  to  strengthen 
Episcopal  hands.  There  was  no  reason 
why  a  Welsh  Bishop  should  have  more 
power  with  regard  to  requiring  certain 
services  than  an  English  Bishop.  In 
the  hope  that  an  Amendment  would  be 
introduced  in  that  respect,  he  should  not 
object  if  it  were  thought  best  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  WAETON  observed  that  every 
line  of  the  Bill  bristled  with  uncon- 
sidered points  and  crude  suggestions, 
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and  involved  innumerable  difficulties. 
It  was  also  wide  enough  to  include  all 
ecclesiastical  duties,  after  having  men- 
tioned only  a  few,  and  placed  too  much 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Bishops  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  clergy.  This  was 
not  a  time  in  which  additional  pecuniary 
burdens  should  be  thrown  upon  the 
poorer  incumbents.  For  the  reasons 
which  he  had  given  he  should  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  WarUn,) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Me.  TOMLINSON  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in  view  of 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  measure  that  it  should  be 
sent  before  a  Select  Committee.  He 
then  proceeded  to  make  some  detailed 
criticism  upon  the  Bill,  and  suggested 
various  Amendments  which  ought  to  be 
introduced  into  the  measure  in  Com- 
mittee. ' 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  supported  the 
Bill,  but  thought  Clause  14  would  re- 
quire consideration  in  Committee,  be- 
cause there  was  at  present  no  limitation 
in  regard  to  the  population. 

Colonel  MAKInS  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Bill  had  met  with  so  much  ap- 
proval on  both  sides  of  the  House ;  but 
as  it  contained  some  provisions  which 
might  prove  dangerous  he  could  only 
support  it  on  the  understanding  that  it 
was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

SITES    FOR    PLACES    OF    RELIGIOUS 

WORSHIP  BILL.— [Bill  68.] 

( Jfr.  Broadhurtt,  Mr.  Borlaae,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 

Alexander  M^ Arthur,  Mr.  Websttr.) 

8BC0ND    HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BEOADHURST,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  se- 
cond time,  said,  that  its  object  was  to 
facilitate  the  acquisition  by  Nonconfor- 
mist bodies  of  land  whereon  to  build 
places  of  worship.    He  would  not  go 

Mr.  Warton 


through  the  Bill ;  but  one  of  the  clauses 
provided  that  a  memorial  must  be  pre- 
sented by  a  certain  number  of  residents 
for  a  site,  and  that  a  deposit  of  £100 
must  accompany  the  memorial  in  order 
to  show  that  the  application  was  made 
bond  fide.  The  object  of  Clause  7  was  to 
prevent  land  from  being  selected  for  the 
purpose  of  causing  a  nuisance  or  an  in- 
convenience to  any  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood.  It  was  proposed  that 
these  powers  should  be  exercised  in  the 
County  Courts.  The  Bill  would  remove 
a  very  general  hardship,  which  had 
existed  for  a  great  number  of  years. 
Experience  showed  that  there  were  a 
number  of  landowners  who  exercised 
great  despotism  towards  the  Nonconf or* 
mist  bodies  in  rural  districts.  Many  looked 
upon  the  erection  of  a  chapel  as  a  great 
nuisance,  and  mapped  out  the  land  as 
though  they  were  granting  pieces  of 
land  for  the  erection  of  a  small-pox  hos- 
pital. By  the  action  of  such  landowners 
Nonconformists  had  been  driven  to 
worship  in  barns. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINOK  : 
Nonsense. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  presumed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  said 
this  was  nonsense  did  not  often  attend 
Nonconformist  places  of  worship  in 
rural  districts. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  : 
I  do. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  was  very  glad 
to  hear  this,  because  he  should  begin  to 
have  a  higher  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  than  he  had  entertained 
hitherto,  and  he  looked  forward  with  con- 
fidence to  improvements  in  him  in  many 
directions.  He  repeated  that  Dissenters 
had  been  driven  to  worship  in  bams, 
in  cottages,  and  even  on  the  roadside. 
He  knew  of  an  instance  where  a  con- 
gregation of  70  adults,  with  90  chil- 
dren, attending  the  Sunday  school  were 
exposed  to  the  greatest  hardship,  be- 
cause the  landlord  denied  them  a  site 
for  a  place  of  worship.  With  the  new 
state  of  things  that  was  coming  it 
was  not  likely  that  such  a  denial  could 
be  long  persisted  in.  The  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  such  congregation  were  great 
enough  without  aggravating  them  by 
the  obstinacy  of  landlords.  In  some 
cases,  when  they  had  granted  sites,  they 
had  fixed  unreasonable  prices  or  im- 
posed vexatious  conditions.  A  Metho- 
dist clergyman  had  instanced  to  him  a 
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case  where,  after  long  negotiation,  the 
landowner  granted  the  sale  of  a  piece  of 
land  for  the  erection  of  a  chapel,  and 
the  people,  being  inexperienced  and  en- 
thusiastic at  the  grant,  began  the  work 
without  thorough  examination  of  the 
site.  But  they  had  not  gone  far  up 
with  the  walls  before  they  discovered 
that  the  arm  of  a  large  tree  grew  in  a 
direction  exactly  across  the  site  of  the 
chapel,  and  would  prevent  them  carry- 
ing the  walls  to  their  full  height.  The 
landlord  said  it  must  not  be  cut  ofif.  Like 
good  citizens  and  good  Methodists,  they 
held  prayer  meetings,  and  after  one  or 
two  of  those  meetings,  fortunately,  there 
arose  a  great  storm  of  wind,  and  the  rev. 
gentleman  did  not  make  it  plain  as  to 
whether  the  branch  of  the  tree  came  off 
by  the  action  of  the  wind  or  a  hand-saw ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  next  morning  the  arm 
of  the  tree  was  removed,  and  thus  Pro- 
vidence came  in  and  did  for  them  that 
which  had  been  denied  to  them  by  the 
landowner.  The  exercise  of  despotism 
of  this  nature  had  been  for  years  in 
progress;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
the  House,  which  had  shown  itself  so 
liberally  inclined  in  many  directions  this 
Session,  would  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing. If  it  was  thought  desirable  for 
the  improvement  of  the  Bill  to  refer  it 
to  a  Select  Committee  he  should  assent 
to  that  proposal.  The  measure  was  a 
moderate  one,  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
the  House  would  read  it  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — {Mr,  JBroadhurst,) 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  he  rose  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  His  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  that  it  was,  however  unin- 
tentionally, brought  in  under  false  pre- 
tences, inasmuch  as  it  misquoted  Acts  of 
Parliament  to  which  it  referred.  It  re- 
cited the  Places  of  Worship  Sites  Act 
of  1873  and  1882  ;  but  they  only  enabled 
persons  with  limited  interests  in  land  to 
grant  sites,  and  did  not  say  a  word 
about  the  acquisition  of  sites ;  and  as 
the  object  of  this  Bill  was  the  acquisi- 
tion of  sites,  the  recited  Acts  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  The  Bill  would  enable  20 
inhabitants,  belonging  to  the  some  re- 
ligious body,  to  make  application  for  a 
site.  It  did  not  even  say  the  body 
was  to  be  registered ;  and  if  it  did,  there 
were  in  1880  161  registered  bodies,  and 


in  1884  there  were  194,  and  the  cry  was 
"  still  they  come."  Any  of  these  would 
be  entitled  to  send  a  requisition  to  a 
landowner,  with  a  plan  showing  a  de- 
sirable piece  of  land  for  a  place  of  wor- 
ship; There  was  one  of  these  bodies 
which  had  become  very  prominent.  He 
referred  to  the  Salvation  Army.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  one  word  against  the 
method  pursued  by  any  religious  society, 
provided  it  did  not  interfere  with  the 
proper  enjoyment  of  property.  No 
doubt  the  eccentricities  of  the  Salvation 
Army  were  to  be  regretted  ;  but  if  this 
Bill  passed,  facilities  would  be  given  to 
the  Salvation  Army  and  similar  bodies 
to  plant  themselves  wherever  it  suited 
their  purpose.  He  did  not  approve  of 
liberality  with  other  people's  land  and 
other  people's  money.  All  religious 
bodies  had  at  present  a  full  and  ample 
right  to  acquire  land  for  their  own  pur- 
poses in  an  ordinary  way ;  but  this  Bill 
would  give  the  right  to  acquire  them 
compulsorily,  and  that  without  any  of 
the  safeguards  which  usually  surrounded 
the  compulsory  acquisition  of  property 
for  objects  of  public  utility.  If  a  mea- 
sure of  this  character  was  to  be  passed 
at  all,  it  would,  at  least,  be  necessary  to 
define  the  religious  bodies  which  were 
to  come  within  the  benefit  of  its  scope, 
and  it  would  also  be  necessary  to  sur- 
round the  compulsory  powers  of  pur- 
chase with  certain  safeguards.  The 
hon.  Member  said  this  Bill  was  intended 
to  do  away  with  a  great  hardship ;  but 
he  had  carefully  abstained  from  going 
into  details,  and  the  only  case  of  hard- 
ship to  which  he  alluded  was  that  of  the 
tree  which  overhung  the  wall  of  the 
chapel  about  to  be  erected.  But  the 
hon.  Member's  references  to  that  case 
were  very  cloudy,  for  he  left  the  House 
in  a  state  of  uncertainty  as  to  whether 
the  disappearance  of  the  obnoxious 
bough  was  due  to  the  efficacy  of  prayer 
or  to  a  hand-saw.  The  hon.  Member 
appeared  to  think  that  it  was  a  great 
grievance  that  certain  persons  should 
have  to  meet  for  worship  in  bams  and 
in  cottages.  There  was  no  great  hard- 
ship in  having  to  worship  in  a  barn. 
The  early  Christians  worshipped  in  much 
worse  places ;  and  as  to  worshipping  in 
cottages,  this  was  only  family  worship 
slightly  extended.  He  had  no  desire 
to  limit  the  free  toleration  of  religious 
worship  of  every  kind ;  but  the  Bill  was 
in  principle  most  dangerous  to  the  rights 
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of  property,  and  he  therefore  hegged  to 
move  that  it  he  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  BEEESFORD  HOPE,  in  second- 
ing the  Amendment, .  said,  he  thought 
this  was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
Bills  ever  presented  to  Parliament.  It 
violated  the  recognized  rights  of  pro- 
perty, on  which  the  whole  fabric  of  so- 
ciety rested.  The  Bill  set  forth  that  20 
members  signing  the  requisition,  be- 
longing, it  might  be,  to  that  one,  or,  it 
might  be,  to  a  neighbouring  parish, 
might  sign  the  requisition  which  was  to 
have  so  great  an  elfect.  What  was  meant 
by  that  r  Did  **  neighbouring  parish  " 
mean  five  miles  off?  He  complained  of 
this  laxity  of  language,  which  he  was  sure 
woidd  lead  to  any  amount  of  annoyance 
to  landlords.  Unless  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  were  prepared  to  bring  in  a 
measure  conferring  similar  compidsory 
powers  upon  all  other  bodies  in  addi- 
tion to  religious  communities,  the  Bill 
must  fall  to  the  ground.  It  was  incon- 
gruous to  see  the  House  of  Commons 
asked,  in  the  interest  of  public  worship, 
to  stir  up  all  the  strife  of  compulsory 
acquisition.  While  respecting  and  valu- 
ing to  the  utmost,  and  tolerating  and 
smoothing  the  way  for  the  privileges  of 
religious  worship,  he  did  not  think  that 
there  was  such  a  peculiar  character 
attaching  to  it  as  to  make  it  desirable  to 
break  down  on  its  behalf  the  well- 
recognized  principles  of  private  pro- 
perty. This  Bill  was  simply  an  attempt, 
in  the  sacred  name  of  religious  liberty, 
to  root  up  the  established  foundations 
of  property. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel MakinsJ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  to 
base  his  objection  to  the  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  the  claims  of  public  wor- 
ship did  not  justify  an  interference  with 
property.  Would  he  explain  how  it  was 
that  under  the  Church  Building  Act  there 
was  such  interference  with  property  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Church  of  England  ? 
In  the  case  of  the  Church  of  England 
these  compulsory  powers  did  exist;  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  therefore 

Colonel  Jlah'ns 


driven  to  argue  that  such  powers  should 
exist  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church  of 
England,  but  for  the  benefit  of  no  other 
denomination.  Was  it  a  wise  or  Con- 
servative proposition  that  the  Church  of 
England  should  enjoy  and  maintain  a 
monopoly  of  this  kind,  and  that  it  should 
be  in  the  power  of  a  landowner  who 
might  own  a  whole  parish,  as  many 
landowners  did — though  he  believed 
there  woidd  be  few  of  them  who  would 
do  such  a  thing — to  say  to  the  commu- 
nity that  it  should  only  have  one  place 
of  worship  to  go  to,  and  that  the  place 
to  which  he  belonged?  That  was  a 
proposition  which  could  not  be  for  a 
moment  sustained.  He  had  the  au- 
thority of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  for  saying  that  in 
Wales,  where  the  whole  land  practically 
belonged  to  owners  who  were  members 
of  a  religion  which  was  not  that  of  the 
people,  and  also  in  Cornwall,  cases  of 
great  hardship  occurred.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  moved  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Bill  had  said — "  The  early 
Christians  worshipped  in  catacombs ; 
why  shpuld  not  the  English  Dissenters 
do  the  same  ?  " 

CoLONBL  MAKLNS  said,  he  did  not  use 
such  an  argument.  He  was  answering 
an  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)^  that  it  was  a 
great  hardship  for  people  to  have  to  con- 
duct worship  in  bams  and  cottages. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  never- 
theless said  the  early  Christians  wor- 
shipped in  the  catacombs;  but  the  early 
Christians  had  not  the  advantage  of  a 
House  of  Commons,  or  else  they  would 
not  have  worshipped  in  catacombs.  Then 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  argued  that 
it  was  no  hardship  having  to  worship  in 
a  cottage,  as  this  was  merely  family  wor- 
ship. But  what  the  Dissenters  asked  for 
was  public  worship,  and  why  should  they 
not  have  it  as  well  as  anybody  else  ?  He 
did  not  say  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  all  that  they  ought  to  be ;  but  their 
consideration  was  a  question  for  Commit* 
tee.  The  question  was — taking  it  on  the 
broad  principle  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  —  was  it  right  that  persons 
should  be  excluded  simply  by  the  acci- 
dent of  the  possession  of  the  land  of  a 
whole  parish  vesting  in  a  proprietor  of  a 
different  religious  faith  ?  He  thought  it 
was  not.  There  were  many  matters  of 
detail  which  would  require  amendment ; 
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the  landowner,  for  instance,  might  re- 
quire greater  consideration ;  but  looking 
at  the  principle  of  the  Bill  he  thought  it 
was  a  right  principle,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  NEWDEQATE  said,  there  were 
only  a  few  minutes  left  before  the  de- 
bate must  be  suspended ;  and  as  he  could 
not  within  that  time  state  his  objections 
to  the  Bill,  he  begged  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
^ewdsgate,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
**That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Debate  arising ; 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 


QUESTION. 


EGYPT— THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION 
—THE  GUARDS. 

Sm  HENBY  FLETOHEK:  I  wish 
to  ask  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment a  Question  of  which  I  have  giyen 
him  private  Notice.  The  Question  is  to 
the  effect,  Whether  the  report  is  correct 
that  the  Brigade  of  Guards  which  was  on 
its  passage  from  Suakin  to  England  has 
been  ordered  to  stop  at  Alexandria ;  and 
if  the  reasons  for  its  detention  can  be 
Btated  ? 

Sm  AETHUE  HAYTEE :  Yes,  Sir. 
The  Brigade  of  Guards  have  received 
orders  to  stop  at  Alexandria  in  case  cir- 
cumstances should  render  it  desirable 
further  to  detain  them ;  but  they  have 
not  received  orders  to  disembark  men. 

MOTIONS. 


Committee  nominated  of, — ^Mr.  Hbkey  Lbb, 
Mr.  NoRTHCOTB,  Mr.  Shaw  Lbfbvrb,  Mr. 
William  Lowthbk,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Beod- 
RICK,  Mr.  Dba9T,  Mr.  Williamson,  Sir  Hbnbt 
Selwin-Ibbbtson,  Mr.  R.  B.  Martin,  Mr. 
Stavbley  Hill,  Mr.  Thomas  Lea,  Viscount 
Emlyn,  Mr.  William  Fowler,  Mr.  Slaoo, 
Mr.  Giles,  and  Mr.  Baxter;  with  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records : 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

BrVBBS  PT7RIFI0ATION  BILL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  for  the 

Purification  of  Rivers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 

by  Mr.  Hastings,  Earl  Percy,  and  Colonel 

Walrond. 

hiilpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  190.] 

VALUATION  OF  LAimS  (SCOTLAND) 
(APPBALi)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henderson,  Bill  to  make 
further  provision  as  to  Appealing  under  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Valuation  of  Lands  and 
Heritages  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by   Mr.    Henderson,    Mr.    Buchanan,    Dr. 
Oambron,  and  Mr.  Stewart  Clark.. 
'BiMLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  191.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    LOEDS, 

Thursdoffy  21st  Ma/y,  1885. 


LOCAL  LOANS  (SINKIKG  PUNDS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Matthew  Ridi^bt,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Local  Loans  Act,  1875,"  as  re- 
gards the  establishment  of  Sinking  Funds, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Matthew 
Ridlbt,  Sir  Richard  Gross,  and  Sir  Hardikob 

GiFPARD. 

'SXlpretmUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 

POSTAL  SERVICE   (6BEAT  BRITAIN  Ain> 
NORTH  AMERICA). 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Postal 
Service  (Great  Britain  and  North  America)  do 
oonBiBt  of  Seventeen  Members : — 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB^Seeond  Reading^ 
Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  (102). 

Royal  ^««w^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)  [48 
Viet.  c.  14] ;  Royal  Lish  Constabulary  Reois- 
tribution  [48  Viet.  o.  12] ;  Egyptiem  Loan 
[48  Viet.  c.  11]  ;  Highways  [48  Viet.  c.  13]  ; 
Metropolitaii  Streets  Act  (1867)  Extension 
[48  Viet.  c.  18  ]  ;  Industrial  Schools  (Ireland) 
148  Viet.  c.  19];  Registration  (Occupation 
Voters)  [48  Viet.  c.  16];  Registration  of 
Voters  (Scotland)  [48  Viet.  c.  16];  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  (Ireland)  [48  Viet.  c.  17] ; 
Banisters  Admission  (Ireland)  [48  Viet,  c 
20] ;  Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  [48  Viet.  c.  4]  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  [48  Vict.  c.  6]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment rrovisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  3) 
[48  Viet.  c.  6]  ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6);  [48  Viet.  c.  7]; 
Local  (Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  6)  [48  Viet.  c.  8]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  7) 
[48  Viet.  c.  9] ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisioned  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  1) 


[48  Viet.  c.  10];  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  2)  [48  Viet.  c.  11] ;  Oyster 
and  Mussel  Fisheries  Provisional  Order  [4S 
Viet.  0. 12]. 
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SEA  FISHERIES    (SCOTLAND)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  102.) 
( The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Eakl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  this  was  rather  an  important 
Bill,  and  he  must  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  he  explained  the  rea- 
sons which  had  induced  the  Government 
to  introduce  it.  He  had  been  asked  to 
postpone  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
till  after  the  Whitsuntide  Eecess ;  but 
it  was  felt  to  be  desirable  that  the  matter 
should  be  discussed  as  early  as  possible 
by  this  House  and  by  the  public  gene- 
rally, for  it  was  one  that  had  excited 
considerable  interest  among  the  fisher- 
men of  Scotland,  so  that  a  decision  should 
be  come  to  as  soon  as  possible.  He  re- 
gretted that  some  of  the  noble  .Lords 
who  had  strong  objections  to  the  Bill 
were  unable  to  be  present  to-day ;  but 
they  had  given  him  to  understand  that 
they  would  re-discuss  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  on  the  Motion  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it,  and  that  they  would  pro- 
pose Amendments  in  Committee.  The 
Bill  had  two  principal  objects.  In  the 
first  place,  it  gave  to  the  Scottish  Fishery 
Board  power  to  make  experiments  and 
to  collect  statistics  with  the  view  of  ob- 
taining knowledge  upon  a  very  difficult 
and  a  very  vexed  question — the  question 
whether  or  not  the  inshore  waters  on  the 
Scottish  Coasts  were  being  over-fished. 
The  second  object  was  to  facilitate  the 
recovery  of  damages  by  fishermen  in 
case  of  accidents  and  injuries  to  their 
nets  and  lines.  The  Bill  was  based  on 
the  Beport,  issued  early  this  year,  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  appointed  nearly 
two  years  ago.  That  Commission  was 
appointed  because  the  fishermen  gene- 
rally on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland  com- 
plained that  the  fishing  on  the  coast 
was  falling  off— that  there  was  less 
fish  caught  than  formerly;  and  they 
attribute  that  to  the  increase  of  traw- 
lers, especially  of  steam  trawlers,  on  the 
Inshore  waters  along  the  coast.  They 
complained,  also,  that  these  vessels  did 
great  damage  to  their  nets  and  lines. 
A  great  deal  of  evidence  was  taken  on 
both  these  points.  Inquiries  were  held 
at  several  places  along  the  coast,  and 


the  fishermen  stated  their  grievances  to 
the  Commission.  They  explained,  also, 
how  it  was  that  they  considered  the  ope- 
rations of  the  trawlers  were  injurious  to 
the  fishings.  They  stated,  in  the  first 
place,  that  they  believed  these  opera- 
tions destroyed  the  spawn.  They  also 
stated  that  the  trawl  destroyed  a  large 
quantity  of  immature  fish ;  that  it  de- 
stroyed the  food  of  the  fish,  and  gene- 
rally disturbed  the  ground,  frightened 
the  fish  away,  and  that  in  process  of 
time  the  ground  would  be  exhausted 
iJtogether.  In  order  to  obtain  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  value  of  these  state- 
ments a  very  eminent  naturalist — Pro- 
fessor Macintosh  —  was  apnointed  to 
make  experiments  on  board  a  steam 
trawler  during  nine  months.  He  must 
say  that  the  Professor  had  displayed 
very  g^eat  heroism  in  the  execution  of 
this  task,  and  not  being  accustomed  to 
seafaring  life  he  had  endured  very  great 
hardships  with  extraordinary  patience 
and  courage;  but  the  result  was  that 
he  had  amassed  a  veiy  great  amount  of 
scientific  knowledge.  One  of  the  state- 
ments made  very  frequently  to  the  Com- 
mission was  that  the  young  fish  moved 
inshore  after  they  were  hatched  until 
they  attained  to  a  more  advanced  period 
of  their  lives,  and  that  small  immature 
fish  were  generally  caught  in  shallow 
water,  and  that  at  certain  times  of  the 
year  they  were  caught  in  greater  quan- 
tities than  at  other  times.  After  taking 
the  best  evidence  they  could  on  this 
point,  and  comparing  very  carefully  all 
that  Professor  Macintosh  had  to  state  on 
this  particular  subject,  into  which  he  had 
inquired  for  eight  or  nine  months,  the 
Commission  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  form  an  accu- 
rate opinion  upon  any  of  these  points. 
But  as  regarded  the  destruction  of  the 
spawn  and  of  immature  fish,  he  thought 
that  Professor  Macintosh  fairly  and 
definitively  settled  that  part  of  the  ques- 
tion by  declaring  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  spawn  of  herring,  the  spawn 
of  all  fish  floated  on  the  surface  of  the 
water,  and  that  the  trawl  which  worked 
at  the  bottom  of  the  sea  could  do  it  no 
injury  whatever.  That  was  no  new  dis- 
covery, because  several  scientific  men 
had  come  to  a  similar  conclusion  on 
more  than  one  previous  occasion,  and  in 
America  and  elsewhere  many  millions  of 
fish  had  been  artificially  hatched,  so  that 
there  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  histoiy  of 
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the  spawn  in  this  respect.  As  regarded 
the  destruction  of  immature  fish  hy  the 
trawlers,  he  thought  that  question  was 
also  finally  settled ;  and  the  conclusion 
to  which  Professor  Macintosh  and  the 
Commissioners  arrived  was,  that  there 
was  no  wasteful  destruction  of  im- 
mature fish  hy  the  trawl  net.  The 
immature  fish  hrought  up  hy  the  trawl 
were  not  of  the  more  valuahle  kind; 
and  those  so  hrought  up,  even  if  they 
attained  to  full  age,  would  not  have 
attained  to  any  considerahle  size.  He 
had  abeady  stated  that  there  was 
one  exception  in  which  the  spawn  did 
not  float  on  the  surface — ^namely,  the 
herring  spawn,  which  remained  at  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  and  it  might  be 
—  for  they  had  no  proof  that  it 
actually  was  sb — injured  by  the  trawl. 
But  it  was  a  fact  that  within  the  last 
few  years,  while  steam  trawling  had 
been  very  largely  on  the  increase,  the 
herring  fishing  had  increased  also  ;  and 
while  he  would  not  imdertake  to  say 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  spawn  of 
herring  could  be  injured  by  the  opera- 
tion of  trawling,  yet  there  was  no  doubt 
that  many  of  the  apprehensions  on  that 
point  had  disappeared.  With  regard  to 
the  questions  of  the  destruction  of  the 
food  of  fish  and  the  frightening  of  the 
fish  away  from  '  particular  grounds, 
and  the  necessity  for  protecting  these 
grounds,  the  evidence  was  certainly  not 
BO  clear  as  could  be  wished,  and  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  a  more  thorough 
knowledge  should  be  obtained  on  these 
points.  Thj&j  had  no  proof  whatever 
that  oases  of  fish  being  frightened  away 
fljtogether  from  fishing  grounds  had  ac- 
tualTy  occurred.  The  question  of  gradual 
exhaustion  was  a  more  difficult  matter. 
That  appeared  to  be  both  possible  and 
probable,  and  in  certain  cases  to  have 
taken  place ;  and  it  was  extremely  desir- 
able that  scientifio  experiments  should 
be  instituted,  in  order  to  discover,  if  pos- 
aible,  under  what  circumstances  exhaus- 
tion occurred,  and  how  long  such  fish- 
^9  grounds  took  to  recover  their  fer- 
tility. To  the  fishermen  this  was  im- 
doubtedly  a  most  important  point,  and 
their  case  in  reference  to  it  was  a  very 
hard  one  indeed.  What  they  complained 
of  was  this — they  said  there  were  certain 
grounds  on  which  they  and  their  fathers 
had  fished  and  toiled  for  many  years, 
and  had  earned  support  for  themselves 
and  their  families  without  difficulty,  and 
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that  these  steam  trawlers  had  now  come 
into  existence,  worked  upon  the  ground, 
and  having  caught  up  all  the  fish  went 
away  to  fish  elsewhere,  leaving  the 
ground  useless  for  fishing  purposes,  and 
thus  depriving  them  of  the  means  of  sup- 
porting their  wives  and  families.  That 
undoubtedly  appeared  to  be  a  hard  case, 
especially  where  the  firshermen  had  ex- 
pended money  in  constructing  or  im- 
proving their  harbour,  and  must  excite 
the  sympathy  of  their  Lordships  and  of 
every  man  who  considered  the  question. 
But,  in.  the  first  place,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  case  was  not  one  of  trawl- 
ing as  trawling,  but  of  over-fishing.  All 
the  Commissions — ^for  there  had  been 
two  previous  Commissions  —  had  re- 
ported to  that  effect.  The  Commission 
which  reported  in  1866 — of  which  Pro- 
fessor Huxley  and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 
and  Sir  James  Caird  were  members — 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  fish 
supplies  along  the  coast,  and  whether 
particular  modes  of  fishing  involved 
wasteful  destruction,  and  whether  any 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  on  exist- 
ing methods  of  fishing ;  and  they  re- 
ported that  beam  trawling  was  not 
wastefully  destructive,  and  that  all  re- 
strictions on  open  sea  fishing  should  be 
repealed.  In  1878  another  Commission 
was  appointed,  which  inquired  into  the 
results  of  the  use  of  the  trawl  as  to  the 
alleged  destruction  of  fry  and  spawn, 
and  also  the  question  about  restrictions 
being  imposed  on  that  particular  me- 
thod of  fishing.  That  Commission  also 
reported  that  beam  trawling  was  not 
wastefully  destructive,  that  there  was 
no  evidence  of  any  decrease  of  fish  on 
the  coasts  generally,  but  that  at  certain 
places  where  there  appeared  to  have 
been  a  decrease  in  the  amount  of  fish 
there  was  no  evidence  that  this  was  due 
to  over-fishing;  but  they  stated  that 
considerable  injury  had  been  done  to 
the  fishing  gear  by  line  trawlers,  and 
that  these  had  increased  greatly  since 
the  introduction  of  steam  trawling. 
Now,  the  Commission  which  reported 
at  the  beginning  of  this  year  was, 
in  some  points,  in  agreement  with  the 
two  previous  Commissions ;  but  in  one 
or  two  important  points  they  dif- 
fered from  them.  They  reported  that 
there  was  a  falling-off  in  fiat  fish  and 
a  decrease  of  herring  at  certain  places 
in  the  inshore  waters ;  that  in  the  off- 
shore waters  there  was  no  decrease  in 
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tlie  total  take  of  fish  in  the  North  Sea ; 
that  beam  trawling  was  not  destructive 
of  the  spawn  of  cod  or  ling ;  that  there 
was  no  proof  of  any  injury  to  the  spawn 
of  herring ;  that  there  was  no  wasteful 
destruction  of  the  immature  £sh,  or  of 
the  food  of  fish,  by  the  beam  trawl ; 
that  the  number  of  fish  on  particular 
grounds,  especially  in  narrow  waters, 
might  be  sensibly  diminished  by  the  use 
of  the  beam  trawl ;  that  it  had  not  been 
proved  that  the  use  of  the  beam  trawl 
was  the  sole  cause  of  the  diminution  of 
fish  in  territorial  waters;  and  that,  in 
the  absence  of  a  proper  system  of  scien- 
tific operations  in  the  districts,  it  was 
impossible  to  discover  the  causes  for  the 
fluctuations  in  the  fisheries,  or  even  the 
degree  in  which  they  took  place.  The 
important  point  on  which  they  differed 
from  the  previous  Commissions  was  that 
they  were  of  opinion  that  the  number 
of  fish  in  particular  gprounds,  especially 
in  narrow  waters,  might  be  sensibly 
diminished  by  the  use  of  the  beam 
trawl.  That  was  a  matter  in  regard  to 
which  they  stood  much  in  need  of  fur- 
ther knowledge.  The  Commissioners 
spoke,  as  well  they  might,  with  con- 
siderable hesitation  on  the  point;  but 
as  regarded  narrow  waters,  such  as  St. 
Andrew's  Bay,  or  the  Firth  of  Tay, 
there  could  be  very  little  doubt  that 
small  areas  such  as  these  might  very 
easily  lose  their  productiveness  by  per- 
sistent beam  trawling.  Eecent  in- 
quiries had  shown  considerable  ground 
for  believing  that  inshore  fishing  had 
fallen  off,  and  probably  from  the  causes 
which  the  Commissioners  of  1866  thought 
it  possible  such  a  result  might  ensue — 
namely,  the  great  improvement  of  all 
the  appliances  for  fishing — an  improve- 
ment which  within  the  last  20  years 
had  been  very  great  indeed.  The  nets 
and  lines  were  of  much  greater  extent 
and  better  quality,  and  they  were  worked 
with  more  skill;  and,  of  course,  steam 
trawling  had  come  into  practice  since 
then ;  and  although,  no  doubt,  the 
trawling  was  not  a  wasteful  or  destruc- 
tive method  of  fishing,  still  it  was  a  most 
efficient  method,  and  very  productive, 
in  the  sense  that  it  caught  a  very  great 
number  as  compared  with  the  number 
taken  by  lines.  In  such  small  places  as 
St.  Andrew's  Bay  the  presence  of  eight, 
or  ten,  or  a  dozen  steam  trawlers  must  ne- 
cessarily produce  a  great  increase  in  the 
amount  of  fish-oatohing  in  the  district ; 

Ths  JSarl  of  Dalhomie 


and  from  all  the  evidence  of  Professor 
Macintosh,  and  of  the  fishermen  them- 
selves, there  seemed  little  doubt  that 
persistent  trawling  in  such  very  small 
areas  distinctly  diminished  the  quantity 
of  fish  in  them.  It  might  be  said  that 
if  these  grounds  had  a  rest  by  the  pro- 
cesses of  nature  they  would  gradually 
be  re-stocked.  This  might  be  so  or  not ; 
but  there  was  no  doubt  that  in  St. 
Andrew's  Bay,  which  was  the  part  of 
the  sea  as  to  which  they  had  the  best 
evidence,  the  fish  were  smaller  than 
they  used  to  be,  and  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  Professor  Macintosh  that  tiie 
grounds  never  had  sufficient  rest  in 
order  to  allow  the  fish  to  recover  their 
normal  size.  On  the  other  hand,  how- 
ever, they  had  an  instance  of  the  utter 
futility  of  stopping  trawlihg  in  the  hope 
that  the  fish  on  a  particular  ground 
might  recover;  this  was  the  case  of 
Dublin  Bay.  There  was  another  in- 
stance of  a  different  kind  in  the  history 
of  the  trawling  industry  at  Brixham. 
The  number  of  trawlers  there  was  very 
great,  and  the  Commission  of  1878 
showed  that  no  complaint  had  been 
made  there  that  less  fish  were  caught 
by  the  trawlers  than  had  been  caught 
during  the  last  100  years.  When  the 
last  Commission  visited  this  place,  the 
evidence  they  received  was  of  a  con- 
flicting and  doubtful  kind.  It  was, 
therefore,  impossible  to  propose  any 
legislation  on  this  subject.without  addi- 
tional knowledge ;  and  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward  to  give  powers  to  the 
Fishery  Board  to  acquire  that  know- 
ledge. The  evidence  in  the  recent  Blue 
Book  on  the  subject  of  fishing  was  all 
of  the  nature  of  opinion ;  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Professor  Macintosh,  there 
was  no  scientific  evidence  on  which  a 
law  could  be  based ;  and  he  believed  it 
was  the  opinion  of  experts  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Fisheries  £2xhibition,  as  it 
certainly  was  his  own  (the  Earl  of  Dal- 
housie's),  that  it  was  impossible  to  base 
any  fishery  legislation  on  such  knowledge 
as  they  at  present  possessed.  This  Bill 
would  not  satisfy  the  line  fishermen  along 
the  coast—of  that  he  was  perfectly  aware. 
The  great  mass  of  the  line  fishermen  had 
been  encouraged  to  expect  impossibili- 
ties, or  at  least  unreasonable  things ;  and 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that,  in  their 
eyes,  their  case  seemed  to  be  peculiarly 
clear  and  simple,  and  that  all  that  was 
needful  was  to  suppress  trawling  to  a 
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certain  extent.  But  there  were  a  few 
intelligent  fishermen  who  would  recog- 
nize in  the  Bill  a  sincere  attempt,  not 
exactly  to  meet  their  case,  but  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  knowledge  neces- 
sary before  they  could  take  any  steps 
to  meet  it.  At  present  they  had  not 
sufficient  knowledge  to  de^  with  it. 
Among  the  things  which  fishermen  had 
been  encouraged  to  ask  by  some  of  their 
friends  was,  that  a  sweeping  prohibition 
of  trawling  within  the  three-mile  limit 
along  the  coasts  should  be  enacted.  The 
grounds  for  this  demand  were  twofold. 
They  said  that  young  fish  flocked  inshore 
for  food  and  warmth,  and  were  taken  by 
the  trawlers  before  they  reached  ma- 
turity; and,  in  the  second  place,  they 
alleged  that  the  trawlers  did  not  work 
much  within  the  three-mile  waters,  and 
would  therefore  not  be  much  incon- 
Tenienced  by  a  complete  prohibition, 
whereas  the  old  men  and  boys  in  the 
fishing  villages  along  the  coast  in  their 
small  boats  could  not  go  far  out  to  sea, 
and  where  trawlers  worked  near  the  coast 
no  fish  remained  for  the  line  fishermen. 
As  to  the  first  argument,  it  was  really 
quite  untenable,  for,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
fish  were  hatched  at  all  distances  from 
the  coast,  and  it  was  impossible  to  believe 
that  they  all  flocked  toward  the  coast. 
The  second  argument  involved  a  very  large 
question.  It  really  came  tg  this — that 
an  improved  method  of  catching  fish 
having  been  invented  and  approved  of  by 
various  Commissions  ought  to  be  denied 
the  right  to  fish  in  certain  waters  in  order 
that  the  fish  might  be  caught  by  those 
who  practised  inferior  methods.  He 
would  not  ask  the  House  to  consider 
that,  because  the  Bill,  although  it  gave 
power  to  the  Fishery  Board  to  prohibit 
fishing  in  certain  places,  only  gave  that 
power  for  the  purpose  of  making  expe- 
riments. The  extent  to  which  the  falling 
off  in  the  fishing  was  due  to  trawling 
was  not  known,  and  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  obtain  that  knowledge 
before  legislation,  if  legislation  were 
necessary,  was  introduced.  He  was  not 
able  to  state  to  the  House  what  use  the 
Board  would  make  of  the  powers  the 
Bill  would  confer ;  but  he  did  not  sup- 
pose they  would  introduce  any  sweeping 
prohibition  of  trawling  within  the  three- 
mile  limit,  because  to  do  so  would  be,  to 
a  great  extent,  to  defeat  the  very  object 
of  the  Bill.  It  would  spoil  the  experi- 
ments, because  if  all  the  trawling  were 
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prohibited  within  the  three-mile  limit, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  compare  the 
results  at  those  places  where  trawling 
or  perhaps  all  fishing  was  prohibited 
with  the  resylts  of  the  observations  in 
those  places  where  it  was  carried  on. 
But  if  the  mass  of  line  fishermen  were 
not  satisfied  with  this  Bill,  neither 
were  the  trawlers,  who  were  extremely 
angry  that  there  should  be  any  idea, 
even  in  the  way  of  experiment,  of 
shutting  them  out  from  any  part  of  the 
sea.  They  considered  that  they  ought 
to  be  perfectly  free  to  fish  anywhere, 
and  that  it  was  an  unwarrantable  inter- 
ference with  their  industry  that  the  Bill 
should  propose  to  limit  them  in  any 
way.  They  had  a  Memorial  from  persons 
interested  in  trawling  setting  forth  their 
views,  and,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  with  con- 
siderable point.  They  came  to  this — that 
trawling  did  no  harm,  and  was  extremely 
efficient,  and  that  to  hamper  it  in  any 
way  would  be  an  altogether  unjustifiable 
proceeding;  and,  further,  that  in  the 
natural  process  of  things  the  line  fish- 
ing must  be  expected  to  give  way  to 
trawling,  and  that  trawling  should  be 
encouraged  rather  than  hampered,  for 
the  community  would  suffer  very  greatly 
if  that  kind  of  fishing  were  interfered 
with.  Now,  it  was  not  proposed  to 
hamper  the  trawlers  in  any  way  further 
than  was  necessary  to  conduct  the  ex- 
periments which  were  absolutely  re- 
quired in  order  to  settle  the  question. 
Unless  these  experiments  were  made  and 
careful  statistics  obtained,  it  was  per- 
fectly certain  that,  from  time  to  time, 
there  would  be  outcries  from  the  line 
fishermen  that  their  fishing  was  being 
destroyed.  This  Bill,  he  believed,  did 
all  that  it  was  possible  or  desirable  to 
do  at  this  momd&t.  It  would  make  it 
possible  for  the  Fishery  Board,  not  only 
to  make  experiments,  but  to  supervise 
the  fishing  all  along  the  coasts ;  and,  in 
view  of  the  grievances  put  forward  by 
the  fishermen,  it  was  necessary  that  no 
time  should  be  lost  in  procuring  and  in 
using  those  powers.  As  to  what  would 
be  the  future  of  the  line  fishermen  as  op- 
posed to  trawlers,  it  was  not  for  him  to 
say;  but  he  must  say  that,  after  the 
evidence  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
Koyal  Commission  over  which  he  had 
had  the  honour  to  preside,  and  after 
giving  the  subject  grave  consideration, 
he  felt  extremely  sorry  for  the  pros- 
pects in  some  respects  of  the  line  fisher- . 
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men,  because  it  was  his  own  opinion 
that  steam  trawling  was  in  the  future 
bound  in  the  nature  of  things  to  increase. 
He  would  advise  the  line  fishermen  not 
to  encourage  the  whole  of-  their  family 
to  take  to  the  business  of  line  fishing, 
as  they  frequently  did  now.  Let  them 
bring  up  one  or  two  of  their  sons  to 
other  trades;  and  for  themselves,  if  only 
they  could  save  a  little  money,  let  them 
club  together,  buy  larger  boats,  and  go 
farther  to  sea.  If  they  could  manage  to 
take  to  trawling  themselves,  as  so  many 
of  the  English  fishermen  had  done,  by 
all  means  let  them  do  so.  There  would 
etill  be  room  left  for  some  line  fishermen 
along  the  coast ;  but  they  would  have 
to  contend  with  a  new  and  more 
efficient  mode  of  fishing,  and  one  that 
was  certain  to  increase  and  extend 
its'  operation  in  spite  of  all  that  they 
or  anybody  else  could  do  to  prevent 
it.  There  was  no  use  in  their  trying  to 
stop  trawling.  It  was  impossible,  and 
would  be  unjustifiable,  to  stop  it.  The 
best  thing  they  could  do  was — if  only 
they  could  save  money  enough  to  do  it 
— by  increasing  the  size  of  their  boats 
and  going  farther  afield,  or  better  still 
by  adopting  trawling  themselves,  as  so 
many  of  the  English  fishermen  had 
done,  to  endeavour  to  compete  with 
them  on  more  equal  terms.  He  be(2:ged 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  theBill  be  nowread  2*." 
— (JA^  Earl  of  Dalhoueie.) 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  had  not 
come  down  with  the  intention  of  op- 
posing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  he  felt  very  much  inclined  to  move 
that  its  second  reading  be  deferred  for 
fiix  months.  The  whole  gist  of  the  noble 
Earl's  speech  was  that  he  and  the  Com- 
missioners knew  nothing  at  all ;  that  on 
every  point  except  one  further  inquiry 
was  required,  and  that  one  point  was 
that  there  had  been  a  certain  amount  of 
destruction  in  the  narrow  waters.  On 
every  other  subject  the  noble  Earl  seemed 
to  know  nothing;  yet  a  Bill  affecting 
the  interests  of  a  large  class  was  brought 
in  and  based  on  that  inadequate  know- 
ledge. There  were  objections,  in  his 
mind,  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  trawling  over 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  yet  their  Be- 
port  dealt  almost  entirely  with  Scotland  I 

The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie 


alone.  It  seemed  to  him  that  was  a  very 
unfortunate  way  of  proceeding  in  a  case 
like  this,  when  there  were  only  37  of 
these  trawlers  in  Scotland,  and  700  in 
England.  Why  should  they  leg:islato 
for  so  small  a  proportion  with  a  view  to 
legislation  for  a  larger  number  here- 
after ?  If  that  sort  of  legislation  were 
to  go  on,  they  would  have  one  law  for 
Scotland,  and  a  different  one  for  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  than  that.  He  bad 
been  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
noble  Earl  say  that  they  did  not  know 
what  use  the  Fishery  Board  proposed 
to  make  of  the  powers  to  be  given  them 
under  this  Bill.  But  in  exercising  their 
power  to  make  experiments,  they  might 
stop  trawling  at  any  part  of  the  coast, 
or  fishing  of  any  kind  whatever;  and 
they  might  do  so  in  a  manner  that 
might  be  extremely  hard  for  the  fisher- 
men in  the  locality  so  dealt  with.  He 
thought  it  was  extremely  dangerous  to 
delegate  such  powers  to  the  Fishery 
Board,  which  was  composed  principally 
of  the  Sheriffs  of  Scotland,  a  paid  Chair- 
man, who  was  the  late  Lord  Provost  of 
Edinburgh,  and  the  Secretary.  But  he 
had  also  to  object  strongly  to  Clause  7, 
which  empowered  sea  fishery  officers  to 
award  damages  in  cases  of  damage 
caused  by  one  boat  to  another,  for  these 
sea  fishery  officers  were  not  fitted  to 
exercise  such  a  power.  They  had  no 
legal  training,  nor  were  they  accus- 
tomed to  take  evidence ;  and  it  was  not 
necessary,  because  the  matter  could  be 
dealt  with  at  small  cost  in  the  Small 
Debt  Courts  of  the  country.  He  hoped 
some  better  reasons  would  be  given  in 
support  of  this  Bill  when  it  reached  the 
Committee  stage.  On  one  point,  how- 
ever, he  entirely  sympathized  with  the 
noble  Earl,  and  that  was  in  the  need  for 
some  better  protection  for  the  line  fisher- 
men. He  believed  that  the  necessity 
for  legislation  had  arisen  almost  entirely 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  trawlers 
had  ridden  rough-shod  over  the  rights 
and  feelings  of  the  line  fishermen.  If 
they  had  shown  any  consideration  for 
the  rights  and  interests  of  those  who,  on 
account  of  the  smaller  size  of  their  boats 
and  other  causes,  were  unable  to  move 
about  to  distant  waters,  as  they,  the 
trawlers,  could,  he  did  not  think  that 
legislation  would  either  have  been 
called  for  or  been  necessary.  Although, 
as  he  had  said,  he  felt  very  mnoh  in- 
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clinedy  aifcer  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl,  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  BUI, 
he  should  not  do  so  on  that  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  the  determination  come  to 
by  his  noble  Friend  not  to  move  the 
rejection.  Living  on  the  coast,  he  had 
had  good  opportunities  of  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  the  heartburnings  that 
existed  on  this  subject;  and  be  was 
thankful  to  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
for  introducing  the  Bill.  It  was  im- 
possible to  abolish  trawling  altogether. 
It  was  a  well-known  fact  that  35  tons 
out  of  every  100  tons  of  fish  brought 
into  the  London  market  were  the  pro- 
duce of  trawling.  His  noble  Friend 
had  objected  to  legislation  for  Scotland 
which  did  not  apply  to  England ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  the  geography  of 
Scotland,  as  regarded  the  sea,  was  diffe- 
rent from  that  of  England.  In  Scotland 
they  had  very  narrow  seas  and  firths, 
and  it  was  in  these  that  damage  was 
done  by  trawlers.  The  line  fishermen 
worked  close  inshore,  and  the  trawlers 
often  were  to  be  seen,  eight  or  ten  of 
them,  coming  close  inshore  among  them, 
and  they  often  cut  the  lines  of  the  fisher- 
men, and  did  a  great  deal  of  damage, 
and  caused  a  very  bad  feeling;  yet 
these  steam  trawlers  generally  rejoiced 
in  giving  to  their  boats  such  names  as 
Pst,  Harmony t  and  so  on.  He  believed 
the  line  fishermen  to  be  about  the  most 
industrious  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects ; 
and,  looking  to  the  desirability  of  keep- 
ing up  a  supply  of  men  for  the  Navy, 
it  was  undesirable  to  do  anything  that 
might  be  injurious  to  them.  All  he  ap- 
prehended this  Bill  was  intended  to  do 
was  not  to  interfere  with  trawling  as  a 
general  rule,  but  simply  to  regulate  it 
within  short  distances  from  the  shore  in 
narrow  territorial  seas,  so  that  this  hardy 
race  of  industrious  line  fishermen  should 
not  be  driven  from  the  sea.  No  doubt, 
certain  powers  were  given  to  the  Fishery 
Board  ;  but  if  these  powers  were  exces- 
sive there  was  this  security— that  before 
any  bye-laws  passed  by  the  Board  be- 
came law,  they  must  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State.  He 
thought  this  would  be  a  sufficient  se- 
curity against  any  extravagant  use  of 
those  powers,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  object  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

The  Mabquess  op  HUNTLY  agreed 
that  there  were  elements  in  this  Bill 


which  might  enable  them  to  arrive  at  a 
solution  of  a  question  which  was  affect- 
ing the  minds  of  the  line  fishermen  in 
every  district  of  Scotland.  But  he  would 
point  out  that  the  chief  ground  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  moved  the  second  read- 
ing was  that  it  would  enable  them  to 
collect  statistics.  Everyone  would  agree 
on  the  value  of  that ;  but  on  Clauses  4 
and  7  very  important  powers  were  con- 
ferred on  the  Fishery  Board.  He  thought 
that  Board  had  done  a  great  deal  of 
good  in  Scotland.  He  must  say  that 
although  any  bye-laws  they  might  frame 
would  require  to  be  confirmed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  still  the  Bill  put  in  the 
hands  of  the  Board  very  large  powers  in 
framing  those  bye-laws,  and  also  of  ap- 
pointing sea  fishery  officers,  with  heavy 
powers  of  awarding  daniages.  These 
were  points  which  were  of  great  im- 
portance ;  and  he  ventured  to  suggest  to 
the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  better  to  refer  it  to 
a  Select  Committee  that  these  points 
might  be  duly  considered  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said,  he 
would  be  sorry  if  it  were  supposed  he 
had  said  anything  against  the  Fishery 
Board.  All  ho  had  said  about  it  was 
that  he  thought  the  powers  here  con- 
ferred were  too  great. 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOUSTE  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  complained  that  the  Bill 
was  based  upon  ignorance ;  but  he 
thought  he  himself  had  stated  that  to 
the  House.  They  did  not  know  enough 
about  fishing,  and  they  wanted  to  know 
more.  As  to  the  reason  for  dealing  ex- 
ceptionally with  Scotland,  it  was  to  be 
remembered  that  the  Commission  had 
been  appointed  because  of  complaints 
that  had  come  from  that  country.  Be- 
sides, there  was  no  Fishery  Board  in 
England.  The  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners,  so  far  as  they  applied  to 
England,  and  could  be  carried  out,  were 
being  carried  out  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
At  present,  he  could  only  say  that  he 
had  had  no  formal  communication  with 
the  Scotch  Fishery  Board  on  the  subject, 
though  he  had  discussed  the  matter 
informally  at  some  length.  He  would 
endeavour  to  obtain  from  the  Board 
such  information  as  would  enable  him, 
on  the  Committee  stage,  to  make  some 
statement  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Fishery  Board  intended  to  carry  out  the 
powers  intrusted  to  them  by  the  Bill, 
which  he  trusted  wogl^.|>jga^f|^^lg 
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to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lotliian). 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  l^thof 
June  next. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PALACE     OF    WEST- 
MINSTER—WESTMINSTER HALL 
(RESTORATION). 
QUESTION.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

LoBD  NOETON  asked  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  Whether  the  new  buildings  on  the 
west  side  of  Westminster  Hall  are  about 
to  be  carried  out  according  to  the  last 
recommendation  of  the  Committee,  with 
a  two-storied  building ;  and  whether  it 
is  to  be  battlemented  or  with  a  plain 
parapet;  and  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  windows  in  the  roof ;  also  whether 
it  is  decided  to  postpone  raising  and 
remodelling  the  two  towers  on  the  north 
front  ?  The  noble  Lord  said  that  their 
Lordships,  in  common  with  the  public, 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  forming  an 
opinion  as  to  the  reconstruction  of  the 
west  side  of  Westminster  Hall.  They 
had  doubtless  seen  the  screens  on  the 
spot  which  had  been  very  usefully  set 
up,  and  among  their  Lordships  were 
men  eminently  qualified  to  judge  which 
of  the  two  designs  should  be  preferred. 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  the  higher 
or  the  lower  screen  was  to  be  chosen ; 
whether  the  flying  buttresses  which 
had  so  recently  emerged  from  burial 
were  to  be  buried  again;  whether  the 
outline  need  be  battlemented ;  whether 
the  windows  on  the  west  side  of  the  hall 
were  to  be  darkened  instead  of  being 
used  as  windows  for  the  purpose  of 
light;  and  whether  the  row  or  temporary 
skylights  along  the  roof  might  not  be 
enlarged  in  relief  of  the  enormous  space 
of  roof,  which  was  never  intended  to  be 
80  nakedly  exposed  ? 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
allowed  himself  to  be  demoralized  by  his 
former  long  experience  in  the  House  of 
Oommons.  That  the  noble  Lord  was  so 
demoralized  was  shown  by  his  having 
asked  several  Questions  in  addition  to 
those  which  appeared  in  his  name  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  The  only  answer  he 
oould  give  was  to  refer  the  noble  Lord 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Oom- 
mittee ;  but  he  felt  that  this  would  be  of 
so  use,  as  they  were  already  in  the  hands 
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of  noble  Lords.  As  to  the  absolute  and 
definite  conclusion  which  the  noble  Lord 
in  his  speech  had  said  the  Government 
had  arrived  at  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
he  could  only  say  that  the  Government 
had  arrived  at  no  conclusion,  nor  could 
they  do  so  until  the  Eeport,  the  evidence, 
and  the  drawings  were  submitted,  and 
had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses ;  and  when  Mem- 
bers had  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering that  Eeport  and  the  drawings, 
the  Government  would  endeavour  to  come 
to  some  definite  conclusion  as  to  what 
should  be  done. 

Lord  NOETON  said,  he  must  take 
exception  to  the  suggestion  that  he  had 
asked  more  Questions  than  appeared  on 
the  Paper.  

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  asked  if  an 
opportunity  could  be  given  to  architects 
and  others  during  the  Eecess  of  inspect- 
ing the  model  now  in  the  Victoria  Gal« 
lery? 

Viscount  BUEY  observed  that  the 
flying  buttresses  were  in  a  position 
which  necessitated  their  being  repaired^ 
and  asked  whether  they  would  be  allowed 
to  remain  as  they  were  now  for  any 
length  of  time  ? 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  replied 
that  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  would 
be  laid  before  Parliament  almost  imme- 
diately. The  buttresses  need  not,  there- 
fore, be  exposed  for  any  considerable 
time ;  and  in  the  meanwhile  he  should 
take  care  that  they  were  preserved  from 
the  inclemencies  of  the  weather.  With 
regard  to  the  model,  he  said  he  had  no 
power  to  give  admittance  to  the  Victoria 
Gallery  to  anyone,  whether  qualified 
architects  or  not,  to  view  the  model ;  but 
he  had  no  doubt  that  if  application  were 
made  to  the  Lord  Chambenain  he  would 
afford  facilities  to  architects  and  other 
artistic  persons  referred  to  to  view  the 
model  during  the  Eecess. 

DECLARATION  OF  PARIS,  1856— BEL- 

LIGERENT  RIGHTS  AT  SEA. 

BESOLUnON. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  said,  he  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  of  1856,  which  has 
never  been  ratified  by  Parliament  or  re* 
ceived  the  consent  of  the  Sovereign; 
and  to  move^ 
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maritiine  rights  so  essential  to  the  power  and 
the  prosperity  of  the  Empire." 

He  thought,  now  that  there  was  a  reason- 
able prospect  of  peace,  the  subject  could 
not  be  objected  to  as  inopportune.  As  far 
as  he  knew,  it  had  not  been  discussed 
since  1875.  As  their  Lorships  doubtless 
knew,  the  law  of  nations,  until  the  year 
1854,  had  always  recognized  the  right  of 
a  belligerent  to  seize  any  goods  in  a 
vessel  belonging  to  a  hostile  country  and 
to  issue  letters  of  marque.  This  right 
enabled  a  Maritime  Power  to  exercise 
against  a  belligerent  nation  its  full  naval 
force.  It  was  said  by  some  now  that 
war  should  be  carried  on  at  sea  accord- 
ing to  the  same  principles  which  were 
recognized  in  warfare  on  land,  and  that 
on  land  war  should  be  carried  on  with 
as  much  respect  as  possible  for  personal 
property  and  for  the  safety  of  non-bel- 
ligerents. These  principles,  however, 
were  certainly  not  universally  regarded 
in  all  land  warfare.  How,  for  example, 
had  war  been  conducted  in  the  Soudan  ? 
A  fortnight  ago,  the  following  descrip- 
tion appeared  in  The  Times : — 

"The  enemy  heing  dispersed,  *hreakfast' 
was  the  next  order  given.  The  village  was 
looted  and  hurnt.  It  was  evident  that  the 
enemy  had  heen  taken  hy  surprise,  as  we  found 
many  camel  saddles  and  cloths,  earthenware 
vessels,  bags  of  dourra,  and  water  skins.  We 
also  destroyed  the  well  with  gun  cotton  .  .  . 
The  Arabs  fought  bravely,  but  without  that 
desperate  courage  which  six  weeks  ago  cost 
us  so  dear.  The  capture  of  their  herds  must 
tend  to  exhaust  their  resources,  and  prevent 
future  mischief.  \Yo  have  done  the  enemy  all 
the  harm  we  could— thus  fulfilling  the  primary 
object  of  warfare." 

Now,  it  was  undoubtedly  the  primary 
object  of  warfare  to  do  the  enemy  all 
the  harm  one  could.  On  sea  there  were 
no  wells  to  be  destroyed,  no  villages  to 
be  looted  and  burnt ;  the  only  thing  to 
be  done  was  to  capture  the  enemy's 
goods.    Lord  Mansfield  said — 

**  The  goods  of  an  enemy  on  board  the  ships  j 
of  a  friend  might  be  taken,  and  contraband 
goods  going  to  an  enemy,  although  the  property 
of  a  fnend,  might  be  taken." 

And  these  were   the    words  of   Lord 

Eldon— 

I 

'*  A  war  and  a  commercial  peace  is  a  state  of  1 
things  not  yet  seen  in  the  world ;  there  is  no  I 
such  thing  as  a  war  for  arms  and  a  peace  for  ! 
commerce;  and  the  right  of  visiting  and  search-  | 
ing  merchantmen  on  the  high  seas,  whatever  is 
the  cargo,  whatever  the  destination,  is  the  in-  ; 
contestable  right  of  the  lawfully  commissioned 
cruisers  of  a  belligerent  State."  i 


Lord  Nelson,  in  1801,  said — 

*'  The  proposition  that  free  ships  should  make 
free  goods  was  one  so  monstrous  in  itself,  so 
contrary  to  the  law  of  nations,  so  injurious  to 
the  maritime  interests  of  the  country,  that  if  it 
had  been  insisted  on  we  ought  not  to  have  con- 
cluded peace  with  those  Powers  while  a  single 
man,  a  single  shilling,  or  even  a  single  drop  of 
blood  remained  in  the  country." 

Napoleon  said — 

"  The  greatest  blow  that  could  be  given  to 
England  would  be  to  make  her  give  up  the 
right  of  search." 

Mr.  Pitt,  in  1806,  said — 

"  Shall  we  voluntarily  give  up  our  natural 
rights  and  expose  ourselves  to  scorn,  derision, 
and  contempt  ?  No  man  can  more  than  I  de- 
plore the  calamities  of  war ;  but  will  you  silently 
stand  by,  and,  admitting  these  monstrous,  un- 
heard-of principles  of  neutrality,  insure  your 
enemy  against  the  effects  of  your  hostility  P  " 

Lord  Hawkesbury  said — 

"  His  Majesty  has  expressed  his  unalterable 
determination  to  maintain  the  established  prin- 
ciples of  maritime  law." 

Mr.  Canning  said — 

**  The  rule  of  maritime  law  which  Great 
Britain  holds  is  the  ancient  law  and  usage  of 
nations.  England  has  sustained  wars  rather 
than  give  up  this  principle." 

These  were  high  authorities,  and  in  the 
face  of  such  authorities  we  should  con- 
sider well  before  carrying  out  the  De- 
claration of  Paris.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  consider  whether  we 
had  acted  wisely  in  1854.  In  that  year 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  things  was 
done,  and  no  explanation  of  it  had  ever 
been  given  in  Parliament.  In  1854  we 
were  going  into  the  Crimean  War,  and 
Lord  Clarendon,  for  whom  he  had  the 
greatest  respect  as  a  statesman  and  gen- 
tleman, and  against  whom  he  would  not 
say  a  word — he  was  limiting  himself  to 
a  statement  of  facts — on  February  16  of 
that  year,  in  reply  to  questions  put  to  the 
Foreign  Office,  wrote  as  follows : — 

"All  neutral  property  of  a  helligerent  is 
lawful  prize  of  war ;  such  property  wiU  he  con- 
demned as  prize,  although  its  owner  may  be  a 
native-born  subject  of  the  captor's  country,  and 
although  it  may  be  in  transitu  to  that  country, 
and  its  being  on  board  a  neutral  ship  will  not 
protect  that  property." 

But  on  the  24th  of  March,  1854,  the  fol- 
lowing  Order  in  Council  was  issued : — 

**  Her  Majesty  will  waive  the  right  of  seizing 
the  enemy's  property  taken  on  board  a  neutral 
vessel  unless  it  is  contraband  of  war.  It  is  not 
Her  Majesty's  intention  to  claim  the  confiscation 
of  neutral  property  not  being  contraband  of  war 
found  upon  neutral  ships ;  and  Her  Majesty 
further  declares  that,  being  anxious  as  much  oa 
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possible  to  lessen  the  evils  of  war,  and  to  restrict 
its  operation  to  the  regularly  organized  forces, 
it  is  not  Her  present  intention  to  issue  letters  of 
marque  for  the  commissioning  of  privateers." 

How  was  that  discrepancy  between 
February  16,  1854,  and  March  24  of  the 
same  year  to  be  explained  ?  The  fact 
was  the  abolition  of  our  maritime  rights 
was  demanded  by  the  Emperor  of  the 
French.  The  Plenipotentiaries  at  Paris 
bad  no  power  whatever  to  go  into  the 
subject.  Count  Waleweki  proposed  to 
the  Congress  to  conclude  it§  work  by 
laying  down  the  four  following  prin- 
ciples : — 

**(l.)  The  abolition  of  privateering:  (2.)  the 
neutral  flag  covers  enemy*s  goods,  except  con- 
traband of  war ;  (3.)  neutral  goods,  except  con. 
traband  of  war,  are  not  liable  to  capture  even 
under  enemy's  flag;  (4.)  blockades  are  not 
binding  in  so  far  as  they  are  effective." 

But  so  little  power  had  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries to  deal  with  the  matter  that  Count 
Orloff  observed  that,  the  powers  with 
which  he  was  furnished  having  for  their 
sole  object  the  restoration  of  peace,  he 
did  not  consider  himself  authorized  to 
take  part  in  a  discussion  which  his  in- 
structions had  not  provided  for.  And 
Count  Buol,  the  Plenipotentiary  of 
Austria,  declared — 

"As  regards  the  principles  of  maritime  law 
which  the  first  Plenipotentiary  of  France  has 
proposed  for  adoption,  that  he  appreciates  their 
spirit  and  bearing,  but  that,  not  being  autho- 
rized by  his  instructions  to  express  an  opinion 
upon  a  matter  of  such  importance,  he  must,  for 
the  time,  confine  himself  to  announcing  to  the 
Congress  that  he  is  prepared  to  request  the 
orders  of  his  Sovereign." 

What  was  the  opinion  of  almost  all  emi- 
nent statesmen  on  the  subject?  Mr. 
Disraeli  said — 

"  By  the  Declaration  of  Paris  we  have  given 
up  the  cardinal  principle  of  our  Maritime  Code ; 
the  whole  maritime  strength  of  the  country  is 
concerned  if  we  have  acknowledged  the  principle 
that  the  flag  of  a  neutral  covers  the  cargo.  This 
must  divert  the  commerce  of  the  country  into 
neutral  ships.  It  will  be  a  most  serious  blow 
to  our  maritime  strength.  If  the  carrying  trade 
leaves  our  shores  the  mercantile  population  will 
go  with  it ;  this  will  destroy  our  naval  power.** 

Lord  Derby  said — 

"  I  look  on  this  act  of  the  Government  as 
catting  off  the  right  hand  of  the  country.'* 

Lord  John  Eussell,  in  1867,  on  the  In- 
come Tax  Bill,  said — 

*'  The  rules  that  free  ships  make  free  goods, 
and  that  the  good*  of  a  belligerent  are  safe  in 
neutral  ships,  and  the  goods  of  a  neutral  safe 
in  belligerent  ships,  have  always  been  regarded 
as  injurious  to  the  interests  of  maritime  coon- 
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tries,  and  especially  to  the  maritime  power  of 
England.  Everyone  who  has  looked  at  the 
arguments  must  see  the  rules  were  laid  down 
as  a  blow  to  the  maritime  supremacy  of  this 
country,  and  I  hope  that  no  Minister  of  Great 
Britain  will  set  his  seal  to  a  Treaty  containing 
stipulations  of  this  kind  without  the  most 
cautious  deliberation.*' 

They  had  the  great  authority  of  Mr. 
Stuart  Mill  against  the  Declaration  of 
Paris.  Mr.  Mill,  in  1867,  had  used 
these  words  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion— 

**  I  venture  to  call  the  renunciation  of  the 
right  of  seizing  the  enemy's  property  at  sea  a 
national  blunder.  Happily  it  is  not  an  iire* 
trievabie  one.  The  Declaration  of  1856  is  not  a 
Treaty.  It  has  never  been  ratified.  It  is  not  a 
permanent  engagement  between  nations.  ^  It  is 
but  a  joint  declaration  of  present  intentions ; 
binding  on  us,  I  admit,  until  we  formally  with- 
draw from  it.  How  war  is  to  be  humanized  by 
shooting  at  men*s  bodies  instead  of  taking  their 
property,  I  confess,  surprises  me.  It  is  not  when 
the  emergency  has  come,  but  before  it  comes, 
that  we  ought  to  form  our  resolution  on  this 
momentous  subject.** — (3  Hansard  [iSgj,  876.) 

He  then  came  to  the  greatest  authority 
of  ail — namely,  the  Select  Committee 
on  Merchant  Shipping  appointed  in 
1860.  That  Committee  included,  among 
others,  the  names  of  Mr.  Milner  Gibson, 
Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Thomas  Baring,  Mr. 
Crawford,  Mr.  Horsfall,  Mr.  Bentinok, 
Mr.  Liddell,  and  Mr.  Dalglish.  In  their 
Heport  on  the  question  of  belligerent 
rights  at  sea,  the  Committee  gave  the 
following  opinion : — 

**  The  question  of  belligerent  rights  at  sea 
with  reference  to  merchant  shipping  affects 
alike  the  British  shipowner  in  the  prosecution 
of  his  business  and  the  general  interests  of 
Great  Britain;  and,  therefore,  the  evidence 
given  on  this  subject  has  received  from  your 
Committee  that  attention  which  its  gravity  de- 
mands. Great  Britain  formerly  asserted  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  of  nations  with  reference  to 
the  rights  of  belligerents  and  neutrals,  though 
other  nations  defended  maxims  in  some  points 
difi^ering  from  our  own.  But  in  the  war  with 
Kussia  in  1854,  England  having  formed  an 
alliance  with  France,  both  nations  waived  their 
rights  to  confiscate  the  enemy's  goods  on  board 
neutral  ships,  as  also  neutral  goods,  in  either 
case  not  contraband  of  war,  found  on  board  an 
enemy *8  ship.  This  mutual  but  provisional 
waiver  of  belligerent  rights  placed  the  Allies  in 
harmonious  action,  and  practicaHy  connte- 
nanced  the  principle  that  'free  ships  mak« 
free  goods.*  Upon  the  return  of  peace,  ths 
Dechuration  of  Paris  of  April,  1856,  signed  by 
Austria,  France,  Great  Bntain,  Prussia,  Koscia, 
Sardinia,  and  Turkey,  gave  a  formal  sanction 
to  this  principle.  Privateering  was  also  abo- 
lished. America  refused  to  be  a  psrty  to  a 
Convention  whereby  she  would  be  prodnded 
from  resorting  to  her  Merchant  Marine  for 
privateering  purposes  in  case    she  became   a 
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belligerent.  But  this  is  not  surprising,  for  the 
United  States  has  obtained  a  recognition  of  the 
rights  of  neutrals  for  which  she  contended 
throughout  a  former  period  of  hostilities ;  and 
Great  Britain  has  surrendered  her  rights  with- 
out any  equivalent  from  the  United  States. 
Our  shipowners  will  be  placed  at  an  immense 
disadvantage  in  the  event  of  a  war  breaking 
out  with  any  important  European  Power.  In 
fact,  should  the  Declaration  of  Paris  remain  in 
force  during  a  period  of  hostilities,  the  whole 
of  our  carrying  trade  would  be  inevitably 
transferred  to  American  and  other  neutral 
bottoms.  From  the  evidence  given  by  various 
witnesses,  it  appears  that  at  a  recent  period, 
upon  a  mere  rumuur  of  war  in  Europe,  in  which 
it  was  apprehended  that  Great  Britain  might 
be  involved,  American  and  other  neutral  ships 
received  a  decided  prefereuce  in  being  selected 
to  carry  produce  from  distant  parts  of  the 
world  to  ports  in  Europe,  whereby  even  in  a 
period  of  peace  British  shipowners  were  seri- 
ously prejudiced.  It  seems,  therefore,  that  the 
state  of  International  Law  with  reference  to 
belligerent  rights  affecting  merchant  shipping 
cannot  remain  in  its  present  state ;  for  while 
England  may  be  involved  in  any  great  Euro- 
pean war,  the  United  States  is  almost  certain 
to  be  neutral,  and  thus  car  great  maritime 
rival  would  supplant  uh  in  the  carrying  trade. 
Your  Committee  consider  it  their  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  your  Honourable  House  to  the 
great  importance  of  this  question,  which,  if 
not  solved  during  a  period  of  peace,  may  cause 
incalculable  embarrassment  at  the  outbreak  of 
a  war.  It  is  doubtless  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  initiate  proper  measures  to  maintain 
the  honour  and  guard  the  interests  of  the 
country  in  this  respect.  Your  Committee,  how- 
ever, cannot  but  express  their  opinion  that  a 
compact  like  the  Declaration  of  Paris,  to  which 
a  great  Maritime  Power  has  refused  to  be  a 
party,  may,  in  the  event  of  hostilities,  produce 
complications  highly  disastrous  to  British  inte- 
rests. As  matters  stand,  England  is  under  all 
the  disadvantages  of  the  want  of  reciprocal 
pledges  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  re- 
frain from  privateering  or  from  the  attempt  to 
break  a  blockade  which,  as  heretofore,  a  sense 
of  self-preservation  might  compel  Great  Britain 
to  establish,  while  Powers  so  unpledged,  urged 
by  every  motive  of  self-interest,  would  be  in  a 
position  to  inflict  the  deepest  injury  upon  Bri- 
tish interests,  under  the  same  unjustifiable  pre- 
tences as  were  put  forth  during  the  war  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  century.  Your 
Committee  have  thought  it  their  duty  thus 
briefly  to  point  out  to  your  Honourable  House 
the  present  unsatisfactory  position  of  this  ques- 
tion as  it  immediately  affects  British  merchant 
shipping.  They  have  done  so  in  the  confidence 
that  the  whole  subject  will  receive  due  attention 
in  that  quarter  where  the  responsibility  rests  of 
taking  such  measures,  in  concurrence  with  Fo- 
reign Powers,  as  may  place  the  present  inter- 
national regulations  on  a  better  footing.  Your 
Committee  are  aware  that  grave  objections  have 
been  urged  by  high  authorities  against  any  fur- 
ther step  in  advance  ;  but  they  cannot  close  this 
brief  comment  on  so  important  a  question  with- 
out expressing  a  hope  that  your  Honourable 
House  will  agree  with  them  in  the  opinion  that, 
in  the  progress  of  cinlization  and  in  the  cause 


of  humanity,  the  time  has  arrived  when  all  pri- 
vate property  not  contraband  of  war  should  be 
exempt  from  capture  at  sea.  Your  Committee 
are  of  opinion  that  Great  Britain  is  deeply  inte- 
rested in  the  adoption  of  this  course.  This 
country  has  at  all  times  a  much  larger  amount 
of  property  afloat  than  any  other  nation,  and 
consequently  requires  a  very  large  naval  force 
to  protect  her  merchant  shipping,  perhaps  at  a 
time  when  the  whole  of  our  ships  of  war  may  be 
urgently  wanted  to  defend  our  shores." 

Considering  that  that  had  been  the  de- 
cision of  a  Liberal  Committee,  he  thought 
that  he  was  justified  in  taking  that  op- 
portunity of  bringing  forward  the  ques- 
tion, when  there  had  been  a  great 
amount  of  excitement  felt  with  regard 
to  the  expectation  of  war.  Privateers 
at  sea  were  nothing  more  than  volun- 
teers on  land.  If  we  did  not  take  mea- 
sures to  prevent  it,  in  case  of  war  the 
whole  of  our  carrying  trade  would  be 
transferred  to  neutral  ships.  There  was 
one  argument  used  in  these  times,  and 
that  was  in  reference  to  Free  Trade — 
namely,  that  we  were  dependent  upon 
other  countries  for  our  supplies,  and  we 
could  be  starved  by  those  supplies  being 
cut  off.  In  a  really  great  Continental 
war  we  might  possibly  find  provisions 
declared  to  be  contraband  of  war.    In 

1793  such  a  thing  really  had  happened, 
when  the  French  Convention  had  de- 
clared provisions    contraband,   and    in 

1794  we  had  done  the  same  thing  our- 
selves. Only  the  other  day,  in  the  war 
with  China,  the  French  had  declared 
rice  to  be  contraband  of  war.  By  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  England  was  giving 
up  her  most  powerful  weapons,  and  he 
thought  that  they  would  do  well  to  con- 
sider whether  they  could  not  get  rid  of 
it.  It  had  never  received  the  sanction 
either  of  the  Crown  or  of  Parliament. 
It  might,  perhaps,  be  brought  forward 
as  an  argument  that,  in  the  event  of 
a  war,  the  Treaty  would  of  itself  fall  to 
pieces.  He  thought  that  that  was  not 
a  dignified  argument ;  but  that  it  would 
be  much  better  now  in  time  of  peace  to 
fix  upon  the  course  we  should  adopt. 
He  hoped  that  they  would  be  led  by  the 
opinions  of  great  men  like  Pitt  and  Fox, 
Greville  and  Canning,  Colling  wood, 
Howe,  and  Nelson,  who  had  only  one 
opinion  upon  the  effect  of  such  re- 
strictions upon  the  supremacy  of  Eng- 
land. In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  move 
the  Hesolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Moved  to  resolve  "That  it  is  oar  duty  to 
withdraw  from  the   Declaration  of   Paris  of 
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1856,  and  thus  maintain  our  ancient  maritime 
rights  80  essential  to  the  power  and  the  pros- 
perity of  the  Empire."— (I%tf  Lord  Laming- 
ton,) 

Eael  GRANVILLE,  who  was  indis- 
tinctly heard,  said  :  I  wish  to  say  only  a 
€ew  words  in  reply  to  the  Question  put 
by  the  noble  Lord  and  to  his  very  inte- 
resting speech.  I  believe  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  laid  down  correctly  the  prin- 
ciples of  maritime  warfare  as  interpreted 
by  eminent  jurists  in  this  country.  I 
think,  however,. that  it  is  a  little  late, 
29  years  after  the  time  when  the  De- 
claration was  afi^eed  to,  to  criticize,  even 
in  the  very  courteous  and  effective  terms 
used  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Clarendon,  who  enunciated  the 
policy  of  the  distinguished  men  with 
whom  he  was  then  associated.  With 
regard  to  the  proceedings  in  the  Con- 
gress of  Paris,  I  consider  that  the  course 
which  Lord  Clarendon  took  was  perfectly 
legitimate.  The  noble  Lord  says  that 
the  Declaration  of  Paris  was  never 
sanctioned  by  the  Sovereign  or  by  Par- 
liament. I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Constitution  requires  any  international 
agreement  of  this  sort,  or  requires  an 
Act  of  Parliament  for  its  ratification. 
As  to  the  assent  of  the  Sovereign,  that 
was  given  by  the  complete  approval 
which  Lord  Palmerston  and  his  Col- 
leagues gave,  acting  as  servants  of 
Her  Majesty  and  on  Her  behalf,  to 
the  course  which  Lord  Clarendon  had 
taken.  Lord  Clarendon  took  exactly 
the  same  course  as  Lord  Castlereagh 
did  with  regard  to  the  famous  Declara- 
tion as  to  the  Slave  Trade,  which  was 
acknowledged  as  binding  by  all  the 
Powers  who  were  parties  to  that  De- 
claration. There  is  no  doubt  that  we 
are  bound  by  the  Declaration,  and  there 
is  no  doubt  that  all  the  nations  who 
acceded  to  the  Declaration  are  equally 
bound  by  it.  We  are  not  bound  by  it 
with  regard  to  those  nations— and  the 
only  two  principal  nations  are  the 
United  States  and  Spain — who  have 
never  acceded  to  it,  and  we  are  not 
bound  by  it  with  regard  to  any  nation 
which  thinks  fit  to  infringe  it.  No 
Motion  was  ever  carried  in  either  House 
of  Parliament  in  opposition  to  it.  It 
was  discussed  in  both  Houses  and  criti- 
cized in  very  different  directions ;  some 
thought  that  it  went  too  far,  and  some 
men  of  great  eminence  argued  that  it 
did  not  go  far  enough.    Into  the  merits 
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of  that  controversy  t  am  not  disposed  to 
enter ;  but  no  doubt  we  and  the  other 
nations  who  have  acceded  to  the  Declara- 
tion are  bound  by  it  up  to  the  present 
moment. 

Lord  COLCHESTEE  was  understood 
to  maintain  that  the  Declaration  of  Paris 
in  regard  to  maritime  capture  was  not 
in  favour  of  the  interest  of  humanity, 
because  it  was  the  interest  of  humanity 
that  when  war  broke  out  it  should  be 
brought  to  as  speedy  an  end  as  possible. 
It  was  said  that  some  persons  proposed 
to  carry  its  principles  further.  He  was 
not  surprised  if  those  who  found  that 
on  the  outbreak  of  war  all  their  trade 
was  transferred  to  a  neutral  flag  favoured 
the  notion  of  exempting  all  property  at 
sea  from  capture.  But  to  allow  an  open 
trade  with  the  enemy  during  war  would 
be  the  negation  of  the  very  idea  of 
patriotism.  As  to  its  being  a  humanizing 
of  man,  Mr.  Mill  had  well  remarked  that 
he  could  not  see  how  war  would  be  human- 
ized by  destroying  men's  bodies  instead 
of  their  property.  Again,  the  effect  of 
the  Declaration  of  Paris  would  be  to 
give  neutral  Powers  an  interest  not  in 
the  cessation  of  a  war,  but  in  its  pro- 
longation, because  they  would  get  the 
carrying  trade  of  belligerents,  which 
would  pass  under  a  neutral  flag.  The 
Declaration  of  Paris  was,  moreover,  in 
the  interest  of  Military  as  against  Naval 
Powers,  and  would  tend  to  strengthen 
and  encourage  those  great  military  estab- 
lishments which  were  natural  instru- 
ments of  aggression  and  conquest,  as 
against  naval  power,  which  was  rather 
the  instrument  of  defence  and  the  pro- 
tector of  the  independence  of  nations. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  witA- 
drawn. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—DIPLOMATIC  REPRESENTA- 
TION  AT  CABUL. 

QT7ESTI0N.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
Bussia  has  demanded  to  be  diplomati- 
cally represented  at  Cabul  on  a  footing 
of  perfect  equality  with  England  ?  He 
desired  to  put  that  Question  in  conse- 
quence  of  the  reports  which  had  ap* 
peared  in  the  Press.  It  was  stated,  not 
only  that  Eussia  had  raised  objections 
to  the  employment  of  English  officers  in 
the  fortifications  of  Herat,  but  that  the 
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neutrality  of  Afghanistan  had  been  de- 
manded, and  that  England  had  been 
called  upon  to  renounce  any  interference 
on  her  part  in  the  affairs  of  that  country. 
These  reports  were  naturally  of  very 
great  importance,  and  he  could  not  but 
think  that  it  was  only  due  to  Parliament 
and  the  public  that  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters should  state  plainly  whether  any 
such  demands  had  been  made  by  the 
Government  of  Eussia,  and  whether  or 
not  they  maintained  the  policy  of  the 
inviolability  of  Af  j^hanistan  as  our  first 
line  of  defence.  He  could  hardly  think 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  pre- 
pared to  receive  any  such  propositions 
as  those  which  were  reported  to  have 
been  made  by  Bussia.  He  had  listened 
attentively  to  what  was  said  in  the 
House  a  few  days  ago  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  in  reference  to  the 
defence  of  Afghanistan.  What  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  had  great 
force  in  regard  to  the  fortifications  that 
were  necessary  to  be  raised  on  the 
boundaries  of  India ;  but  he  had  been 
struck  by  the  fact  that  the  noble  Earl 
carefully  abstained  from  any  allusion 
whatever  to  what  had  hitherto  been 
always  considered  the  first  line  of 
defence  of  India — ^namely,  Afghanistan 
itself.  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  changed  their  opinion  on  that  point, 
and  were  prepared  to  maintain  that 
Afghanistan  was  no  longer  worth  our 
consideration,  and  that  they  might  be 
content  to  create  such  fortifications  as 
were  necessary  on  the  confines  of  India, 
tho  country  had  a  right  to  understand 
clearly  that  that  was  the  case.  The 
Vienna  Correspondent  of  The  Times  that 
morning  used  these  words — 

•  "The  alleged  intention  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  concentrate  the  defences  of  India 
in  India  itself  is  regarded  as  leaving  the  field 
clear  for  Russia's  suggestion  in  favour  of  the 
complete  neutrality  of  Afghanistan — in  other 
words,  for  the  elimination  from  that  country  of 
all  British  influence.'' 

It  was  perfectly  clear  since  that  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  was  made  that  such 
liad  been  the  construction  put  upon  it, 
not  only  in  India  but  in  Europe  gene- 
rally, and  in  Bussia  itself.  The  best 
way  for  England  to  avoid  a  war  with 
Bussia  was  to  lay  down  before  Bussia 
distinctly  what  our  policy  was.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  putting  his 
Question. 

The  Eakl  of   KIMBEBLEY:    The 
answering  of  this  Question  more  i^xo- 
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perly  belongs  to  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville) ;  but  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
made  some  remarks  on  my  speech  of  the 
other  night  I  will  reply  to  his  Question. 
In  the  first  place,  Bussia  has  made  no 
such  demand  whatever.  Then,  as  to 
his  observations,  which  seem  to  be  based 
principally  on  Vienna  correspondence  in 
the  newspapers,  I  do  not  think  that  that 
is  an  authority  on  the  subject.  It  would 
appear  that  some  observations  of  mine 
have  been  construed  as  a  total  aban- 
donment of  our  position  in  relation  to 
Afghanistan.  If  anybody  has  drawn 
such  an  absurd  conclusion  from  my 
words  they  must  have  been  deaf  to 
what  I  really  said.  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  said 
that  we  have  always  regarded  Afghan- 
istan as  being  outside  the  sphere  of  the 
inlluence  of  Bussia ;  that  we  maintain 
the  principle  which  has  always  been 
maintained,  I  believe,  by  both  sides  of 
this  House  as  to  our  position  in  regard 
to  Afghanistan.  I  apprehend  that  the 
line  of  defence  and  also  the  line  of 
offence  to  be  taken  up  must  be  that 
which  is  most  likely  to  serve  the  interests 
of  India  and  of  this  country;  but  I 
object  altogether  to  be  bound  by  what 
the  noble  Lord  quotes  from  the  news- 

?apers.  I  mentioned  the  line  of  the 
ndus  the  other  night ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  inquired  whether  Quetta  and  other 
points  were  excluded  from  our  contem- 
plation, I  said,  **  Certainly  not."  And 
I  say  again  that  our  line  of  Frontier 
ought  to  be  such  as  will  give  us  a  good 
defensive  position,  and  also  a  good  posi- 
tion for  moving  in  any  direction  which 
the  interests  of  India  may  demand.  Be- 
yond that  I  will  not  go.  These  are 
questions  for  military  experts ;  but  the 
point  which  the  noble  Lord  has  put  for- 
ward must  meet  our  attention,  and  I  do 
not  believe  it  has  in  any  degree  escaped 
the  attention  of  my  noble  Friend  near 
me. 

Eakl  STANHOPE  asked  when  it  was 
likely  that  the  next  Blue  Book  on  the 
Afghan  Question  would  be  issued  ?  He 
maintained  that  it  appeared  monstrous 
that  the  House  and  the  country  should 
not  be  kei)t  in  darkness  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings on  this  question. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
the  answer  was  simple.  Until  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  some  conclusion 
in  the  negotiations  with  Bussia,  he  sup- 
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posed  that  every  man  of  business  would 
think  it  singularly  imprudent  and  in- 
jurious to  the  Public  Service  to  pro- 
duce the  documents  to  which  the  noble 
Eail  had  referred. 

'  Eael  stanhope  said,  Parliament 
had  been  most  distinctly  promised  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  that  the  further  Papers 
up  to  the  time  of  the  Peujdeh  tight 
should  be  presented  before  the  Whitsun- 
tide Recess. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  could  not  go  beyond  what  he  had 
just  stated.  The  documents  regarding 
the  interviews  with  the  Ameer  could 
not  be  produced  while  negotiations  were 
going  on.  It  would  be  contrary  to  every 
principle  of  business  to  do  so.  That 
was  the  only  reason  why  the  documents 
had  not  been  produced.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  when  they 
were  actually  engaged  in  an  important 
negotiation,  to  see  that  documents  which 
would  prejudice  them  or  place  them  at 
a  disadvantage  should  not  be  produced. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  did  not 
for  one  moment  presume  to  ask  for 
documents  referring  to  negotiations 
which  were  pending,  but  only  for  Papers 
relating  to  the  Penjdeh  incident  and  the 
Rawul  Pindi  Conference. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Further  Papers 
which  have  been  promised  will  be  pre- 
sented. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
was  speaking  with  regard  to  particular 
matters  referred  to  in  their  communi- 
cation 9  with  the  Ameer. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY:  WiU 
the  Papers  be  produced  during  the  Re- 
cess? The  Prime  Minister  promised 
them  last  week. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  We  hope  to  be 
able  to  do  so. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 

—OCCUPATION  OF  SUAKIN. 

QUESTION,      observations. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  now  making  arrangements  for 
the  occupation  of  Suakin  by  a  Foreign 
civilized  Power ;  and,  if  so,  when  such  ar- 
rangements are  likely  to  be  completed, 
and  with  what  Power  they  are  being 
made  ?  He  said  that  very  considerable 
interest  had  been  shown  in  this  matter 
since  the  debate  which  took  place  some 
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days  ago,  and  the  very  remarkable  speech 
of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  ArgyU) 
had  had  a  great  effect  in  rousing  public 
attention  to  this  matter.  Before  this 
Government  came  into  Office,  and  when 
he  was  in  '^  another  place,"  frequentoom« 
plaints  were  made  that  the  then  Govern- 
ment did  not  take  Parliament  into  their 
con6dence  on  questions  of  foreign  af- 
fairs. In  these  circumstances  he  thought 
they  were  not  asking  too  much  of  the 
Government  to  take  their  Lordships  so 
far  into  their  confidence  as  to  say  before 
they  separated  what  were  the  real  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  Suakin.  He  asked  the  Question  be- 
cause there  appeared  to  be  much  doubt 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government. 
As  far  as  they  had  been  able  to  make 
out,  it  seemed  to  be  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  hand  Suakin  over  to 
some  civilized  Power;  but  they  read 
daily  in  the  Press  telegrams  to  the  effect 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  at 
present  to  hand  this  port  over  to  a 
civilized  Power.  He  believed  that  public 
feeling  was  beginning  to  be  roused  as 
to  the  importance  of  this  question.  Two 
nights  ago  there  appeared  in  an  even- 
ing newspaper,  which  was  a  strong  sup- 
porter of  the  Government  on  Russian 
questions,  an  article  in  which  the  point 
referring  to  the  disposal  of  Suakin  was 
happily  put— he  meant  The  Pall  Mall 
Gazette,  It  was  a  notice  to  the  effect 
that  Suakin  '*  was  to  be  given  away ;" 
that  it  commanded  the  road  to  India ; 
indeed,  this  advertisement  put  the  whole 
question  in  a  nutshell.  Jlie  Fall  MnU 
Gazette  was  not  alone  in  looking  upon 
this  Bed  Sea  port  as  of  importance  to 
us  in  our  communications  with  India. 
He  found  that  Lord  Hartington,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  made  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  the  ports  of  the  Ked 
Sea  ought  not  to  be  in  a  position  to 
tempt  any  other  European  Power  to 
occupy  them.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand why,  if  that  was  the  sound 
view  held  by  the  Government  in  March, 
1884,  the  converse  doctrine  now  held  by 
them  was  the  sound  one.  It  might  be 
that  the  public  were  now  weary  of  the 
fruitless  slaughter  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  t>oudan;  but  wait  until 
Suakin  was  again  besieged  by  Osman 
Digna,  wait  until  the  friendly  tribes  who 
had  trusted  us  had  been  slaughtered  by 
the  Hadendowas,  and  he  was  ct^rtain, 
when  that  i>tate  of  things  camo  about^ 
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that  this  arrangement  with  respect  to 
Suakin  would  be  viewed  from  one  end 
of  the  Kingdom  to  the  other  with  feel- 
ings of  shame,  indignation,  and  disgrace. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  I  was  not  in  the 
least  aware  that  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette 
was  a  blind  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  especially  on  Russian  ques- 
tions. I  regret  that  the  noble  Earl, 
with  all  his  eloquence,  should  not  have 
given  us  his  own  words  instead  of  read- 
ing a  long  leading  article  which  many 
of  your  Lordships,  no  doubt,  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  perusing.  The  noble 
Earl  has  done  what  he  has  often  done 
before  —  he  has  given  Notice  of  one 
Question,  and  he  asks  another  Question 
instead.  In  his  speech  the  noble  Lord 
asked  as  to  the  future  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  Suakin.  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  answer,  not  only  his 
speech,  but  his  Question.  The  whole 
question  of  Suakin  is  under  the  careful 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. It  is  a  difficult  and  complicated 
question.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
put  on  the  Paper,  my  answer  is  a  very 
simple  one.  There  have  been  commu- 
nications with  Turkey  on  the  subject  of 
Suakin,  which  were  presented  last  year, 
and  the  noble  Earl  has  the  opportunity 
of  reading  them  in  the  Blue  Book.  The 
other  communications  with  Turkey,  not 
yet  attended  with  any  result,  will  be  pre- 
sented in  the  Papers  to  be  immediately 
laid  before  your  Lordships.  There  have 
been  no  negotiations  of  any  sort  with 
any  other  Power. 

Viscount  BURY :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  Turkey  is  the  civilized  Power 
to  which  Lord  Hartington  referred  in  the 
other  House  when  he  said  that  we  were 
holding  Suakin  till  arrangements  were 
made  forgiving  it  up  to  some  civilized 
Power  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  1  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  statement  I  have  just  made. 

PBTVATE    AND   PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION BILLS. 
Ordered,  that  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
03.  be  suspended;  and  that   the  time  for  de- 

?08iting  petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against 
^rivate  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  at  Whitsuntide,  be 
extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit  after  the  recess. 

^     House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Friday  the  6th  of  June  next, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  21st  May,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— Mn«i<for«rf  in  Committee 
—  Resolution  [May  18]  reported}; — Postponed 
Resolution  [May  7]  eotisidered  and  agreed  to. 

Public  Bilia^  Ordered^ First  Reading — Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order*  [194]; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  (No.  2)*  [192]; 
Intermediate  Education,  Wales  [195]. 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  (Gas)  Pro- 
visional Orders*  [17oJ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  •  [168] ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  • 
ri69J;  East  India  Loan  (£10,000.000) 
[109];  Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity  •  [187]. 

Select  Oommittee^BiyeT  Thames  (No.  2)  •  [90], 
nominated. 

Report  of  Select  Committee— Toet  Office  Sites 
[No.  208]. 

Committee— Report—  Third  Reading  —  Friendly 
Societies  Act  (1875)  Amendment*  [139],  and 
passed. 

Report — Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  1)  •  [131]. 

Considered  as  amended— Third  Reading— "HonO' 
rary  Freedom  of  Boroughs  [153],  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading  —  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)* 
[166];  Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847) 
Amendment  [152],  and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
INFLAMMATORY    LANGUAGE  —  DIS- 
TRICT INSPECTOR  HURST, 
STRABANE. 

Me.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  a  Letter,  dated  2  5th 
April,  has  been  received  by  Colonel 
Bruce,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of 
District  Inspector  Hurst,  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  in  making  insulting 
observations  on  the  Irish  people,  and 
drinking  **  The  glorious,  pious,  and  im- 
mortal memory  of  William  III.,''  &c.  in 
the  public  smoking-room  of  Sims'  Hotel, 
in  Strabane,  Inspector  Hurst  at  the  time 
being  in  uniform  and  Catholics  present 
in  the  room ;  and,  whether  any  action 
has  been  taken  in  the  matter  by  Colonel 
Bruce? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Colonel  Bruce  received  a  letter  to  the 
purport  referred  to ;  but  the  writer  of  it, 
a  Mr.  Oallagber,  disclaims  having  made 
any  complaint.     Colonel  Bruce  will  take 
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Buch  action  as  ho  thinks  necessary  in  the 
matter. 

SUPPLY— THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

Mb.  salt  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  inasmuch  as  it  appears 
that  £7,250,000  were  spent  previous  to 
the  passing  of  the  Vote  of  Credit,  From 
what  sources  and  on  what  authority 
such  large  sums  of  money  were  drawn  ? 

2iR.  HIBBEBT  (who  replied)  said : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  say  that 
£7,250,000  had  been  spent.  He  said 
that  it  had  either  been  spent,  or  was  due 
for  liabilities  incurred.  The  actual  ex- 
penditure of  the  Army  and  Navy  up  to 
date  is  quite  within  the  sums  already 
granted  by  Parliament,  exclusive  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)-THE  lATE 
ROYAL    COMMISSION— EXPENSES    OF 

MEDICAL  WITNESSES  FOR  PAY- 
MENT OF  SUBSTITUTES. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  medical  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  Prisons  in  Ireland,  who  at- 
tended to  give  evidence  in  Dublin  be- 
fore the  late  Royal  Commission  on  Irish 
Prisons,  are  being  compelled  by  the 
Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  to 
pay  out  of  their  own  pockets  the  substi- 
tutes appointed  by  the  Prisons  Board  to 
do  their  duties  in  their  absence,  and  that 
under  threat  of  dismissal  if  they  do  not 
comply ;  and,  whether  this  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  decision  of  Baron  Dowse 
at  last  Summer  Assizes  in  Galway  in 
the  case  of  "Rice  v.  Her  Majesty's 
Prisons  Board  ?  " 

Mb.  HIEBERT:  No,  Sir;  the  facts 
are  not  correctly  represented  in  this 
Question.  The  medical  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  Prisons  in  Ireland,  who  gaTe 
evidence  in  Dublin  before  the  late  Royal 
Commission  on  Irish  Prisons,  received 
the  same  allowance  as  is  paid  to  medical 
men  appearing  as  witnesses  before  other 
Royal  Commissions  and  Select  Commit- 
tees of  this  House.  This  allowance  is 
calculated  to  cover  professional  losses, 
which  include  the  payment  of  a  substi- 
tute where  necessary.  If,  therefore,  the 
gentlemen  who  performed  the  duties  of 
these  medical  officers  during  their  ab- 
sence had  received  any  direct  remunera- 
tion from  the  public  funds,  the  same 
payment  would  have  been  made  twice 
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over.  I  feel  sure  that  any  objection  on 
the  part  of  such  m^cal  officers 
to  pay  the  due  amount  to  their  substi- 
tutes must  be  founded  on  a  misappre- 
hension. The  judicial  opinion  referred 
to  is  in  substantial  accordance  with  the 
Government's  practice,  though  the  tech- 
nical form  in  which  the  payment  is  made 
is  different. 


EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—THE  SUAKIN-BERBER  RAILWAY. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  statements  of  the 
Suakin  Correspondent  of  The  Times  of 
15th  May,  alleging  failure  and  friction 
in  the  making  of  the  Railway  there 
through  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird ;  and, 
how  much  of  the  amount  already  ex- 
pended on  or  due  for  that  work  is  to  be 
paid  to  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird  for 
their  own  behoof  (apart  from  the  pay- 
ments to  men  engaged  through  them), 
viz.  how  much  for  Railway  plant  bought 
or  hired  from  Messrs.  Lucas  and  Aird, 
and  how  much  for  other  services  rendered 
by  that  firm  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
There  have  been  no  Reports  received 
showing  failure  or  friction  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  arrangement  with  Messrs. 
Lucas  and  Aird,  though  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  undertaking  some 
unexpected  difficulties  somewhat  re- 
tarded its  progress.  The  accounts  are 
not  yet  sufficiently  advanced  to  enable 
me  to  state  the  sums  paid  or  due  to  the 
firm  "  for  their  own  behoof ;  "  but  I  may 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the  con- 
ditions of  remuneration  are  clearly 
stated  in  the  agreement  with  Messrs. 
Lucas  and  Aird,  which  has  been  laid 
before  Parliament. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Obetke, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTOX 
said,  lie  believed  all  the  conditions  be- 
tween the  War  Department  and  the 
contractors  were  stated  in  the  Papers. 

CUSTOMS  AND   INLAND  REVENUE 

BILL— THE  SPIRIT  AND  BEER  DUTIES 

—INCOME  TAX  EXEMPTIONS. 

Mb.  SALT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  What  arrangements  will 
be  made  with  respect  to  those  persons 
who  have  paid  Duties  coming  into  force 
under  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
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composed  of  a  number  of  Bbareholders, 
where  the  profits  pay  Income  Tax,  while 
Probate  and  Legacy  Duties  are  charged 
upon  the  value  of  the  shares. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
TRANSFER  OF  SERGEANT  PRICE  FROM 
STEWARTSTOWN,  CO.  TYRONE. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  transfer  of  Sergeant  Price 
from  Stewartstown  (county  Tyrone)  has 
been  cancelled ;  and,  if  so,  under  what 
circumstances;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that,  after  the  intimation  of  his  transfer 
arrived,  a  meeting  of  his  brother  Free- 
masons was  held  in  the  Sergeant's  room 
at  the  barrack,  at  which  it  was  decided 
that  Mr.  Hunt  W.  Chambre,  J.P.  should 
exert  himself  to  have  the  order  recalled ; 
whether  any  representation  with  that 
object  was  made  by  Mr.  Chambre  op 
other  Orangemen  or  Freemasons ;  and, 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  redress 
the  inequality  of  Catholics  and  Pro-, 
testants  in  the  local  police  force  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN  : 
The  transfer  in  question  has  not  been 
cancelled;  but  the  Inspector  General 
informs  me  he  has  permitted  it  to  pend 
in  consequence  of  the  receipt  of  a  strong 
Memorial  from  the  magistrates  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  District,  expressing  their 
entire  confidence  in  Sergeant  Price,  and 
their  regret  at  his  intended  removal; 
and  requesting  that  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  remain.  The  Inspector  Ge- 
neral's intention  to  transfer  was  not 
due  to  any  fault,  but  simply  with  the 
view  to  replace  the  Sergeant  by  one  of 
longer  experience ;  and  this,  if  found  ne- 
cessary, will  still  be  done.  There  is 
every  desire  to  equalize  the  police  of  the 
different  reUgions  both  at  Stewartstown 
and  elsewhere;  but  the  hon.  Member 
must  not  suppose  that  the  Government 
will  give  any  encouragement  to  the  idea 
that  the  men  are  to  be  interfered  with 
on  the  ground  of  their  religion,  unless 
it  can  be  shown  that  they  allow  their 
religion  to  interfere  with  the  proper  dis- 
charge of  their  duties. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT— 
SPURIOUS  BUTTERS. 

M^.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  Eeport  recently  presented 
to  the  House  respecting  legislation  in 
Foreign  Countries  on  the   subject   of 
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Bill,  in  the  event  of  that  Bill  being 
modified,  so  as  to  remove  the  Duties  in 
question ;  and,  whether  any  precedent 
exists  for  the  delay  of  some  weeks  in 
pressing  forward  a  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill,  involving  a  large  amount 
of  additional  taxation,  with  the  result 
that  Duties  are  enforced  merely  upon  a 
Besolution  of  the  House  that  may  or 
may  not  be  supported  by  the  necessary 
authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  (who  replied)  said : 
Should  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
for  increasing  the  Spirit  and  Beer  Duties 
be  simply  rejected  by  Parliament,  the 
sums  paid  in  excess  of  the  amounts 
authorized  by  statute  would,  where  pos- 
Bible,  be  refunded,  unless  Parliament 
thinks  fit  to  authorize  by  statute  the 
retention  of  the  additional  Duties  col- 
lected. There  are  abundant  precedents 
for  the  collection  of  additional  Duties 
under  a  Eesolution  of  this  House  some 
time  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  raising 
them.  The  most  striking  is  that  of  1 86 0, 
when  two  Eesolutions  were  passed  in- 
creasing the  Spirit  Duty — one  on  Feb- 
ruary 29,  and  the  other  on  July  17  ; 
whereas  the  Act  confirming  them  did 
not  receive  the  Eoyal  Ajssent  imtil 
August  28. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked, 
what  would  be  done  with  the  sums  now 
paid  in  excess  if  the  Government  simply 
dropped  their  proposal  to  increase  the 
duties,  and  there  was  no  adverse  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET  was  understood  to 
reply  that  they  could  still  be  refunded, 
if  the  Government  thought  proper  to 
make  the  order. 

Mb.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  whe- 
ther the  exemptions  from  the  proposed 
Duty  on  property  of  bodies  corporate 
and  uninoorporate,  contained  in  the  seven 
sub-sections  to  Clause  19  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill,  provided  any 
enlargement  of  the  exemptions  under 
the  Income  Tax  Acts  ? 

Mb.  HIBBEET :  Speaking  generally, 
the  exemptions  from  &e  proposed  Duty 
are  the  same  as  those  under  the  Income 
Tax  Acts.  But  there  are  some  cases 
in  which  property  which  pays  Income 
Tax  cannot  fairly  be  charged  with  the 
new  Duty,  because  it  is  already  subject 
to  Probate  and  Legacy  Duties  when  it 
changes  hands  owing  to  a  death.  The 
simplest  instance  I  can  give  is  that  of 
the  profits  of  a  Trading  Corporation, 
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spurious  butters,  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  state  what  action »  if  any,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  take  to 
insure  these  spurious  articles  of  food 
being  imported  and  sold  under  their 
proper  names  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  im- 
porters  of  butterine  are  now  required 
ta.declare  the  quantities  and  values  of 
such  imports;  and  the  monthly  trade 
and  navigation  accounts  show  the  quan- 
tity and  value  of  butterine  imported  and 
the  country  from  which  it  is  brought. 
As  regards  the  sale  of  butter  substitutes, 
I  believe  that  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  gives  the  purchaser  protec- 
tion; and  that  any  person  selling  any 
of  these  substitutes  as  butter  would 
render  himself  liable  to  the  penalties 
prescribed  by  that  Act. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by 
Mr.  R.  H.  Paget, 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  really  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  of  adulteration,  which  came 
rather  within  the  Department  of  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  but  the  Act 
threw  upon  the  purchaser  himself  the 
responsibility  of  seeing  that  he  was  pro- 
tected. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—STORES  FOR  THE  SOUDAN. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  by  the  Woolwich  corre- 
spondent of  the  Press  Association,  that 
the  shipment  of  stores  for  the  Soudan, 
which  had  been  entirely  stopped,  was 
on  Friday  last  resumed  at  the  Royal 
Arsenal,  and  that  among  the  stores 
being  shipped  were  1 ,000  tons  of  iron 
water-pipes ;  and,  if  so,  the  construction 
of  a  railway  for  strategic  purposes  hav- 
ing been  abandoned,  for  what  purpose 
are  the  water-pipes  intended  ? 

Mr.  BRAND:  No,  Sir.  The  state- 
ment referred  to  is  entirely  incorrect. 
No  shipments  have  been  made  since  the 
orders  to  cease  the  despatch  of  stores  to 
the  Soudan  were  given. 

EGYPT— THE  CAMPAIGN  OP  1882-THE 
MEAT  CONTRACT. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance,  Whether  the 
claim  against  the  Government  for  com- 
pensation in  connection  with  the  meat 
contract  for  the  Britbh  Army  in   the 
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Egyptian  Campaign  of   1882  has  yet 
been  settled  ;  and,  if  so,  how  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  The  claim  in  question 
was  submitted  to  the  arbitration  of  Mr. 
Holl,  Q.C.,  who  gave  a  decision  in  Feb- 
ruary last.  The  War  OflSce  offered 
£9,000  without  costs,  and  the  con- 
tractors claimed  over  £24,000.  The 
award,  including  contractors'  costs, 
which  were  borne  by  the  Government, 
amounted  to  £15,730. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND)- WATER 

SUPPLY  AT  URLAUR-ACTION  OF 

THE  SWINEFORD  SANITARY 

BOARD. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Local  GoverDmeot  Board 
refused  to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of 
the  Swineford  Sanitary  Board  in  the 
matter  of  water  supply  at  Urlaur ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  sanitary  officer 
of  the  district  threatened  several  per- 
sons with  heavy  expenditure  if  they 
would  not  oppose  the  motion  for  in- 
creased water  supplv ;  whether  it  is 
within  the  duty  of  the  sanitary  officer 
to  ask  the  aggrieved  party  who  would 
pay  the  sanitary  officer  for  his  trouble 
in  the  matter;  whether  any  Poor  Law 
Guardian  in  the  Dispensary  District  op- 
posed the  motion  for  water  supply  at 
Urlaur;  whether,  after  the  usual  no- 
tice, the  first  opposition  was  that  of  an 
anonymous  communication ;  whether 
some  families  have  to  go  over  half  an 
Irish  mile  for  water ;  and,  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  will  hold  an 
inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case,  to  see 
whether  the  subject  was  prox>erly  at- 
tended to? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  de- 
clined to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of 
the  Sanitary  Board  in  this  matter.  On 
a  house-to-house  visitation  being  made 
in  the  village,  only  one  inhabitant  was 
found  to  be  anxious  for  an  addition  to 
the  existing  water  supply,  which  is 
stated  to  be  of  excellent  quality,  and  i  t 
is  not  considered  necessary  to  put  the 
district  to  the  expense  of  increased 
facilities  for  the  convenience  of  one  per- 
son. The  medical  officer  denies  that  he 
used  threats  or  sought  payment  for  his 
trouble,  as  appears  to  be  implied  in  the 
Question.  There  is  no  reason  for  an 
inquiry  in  the  case. 
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EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)-ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITY. 
Mr.  CEAIG  SELLAR  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  in  Scotland  in- 
tend to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps 
to  carry  out  the  proposal  of  the  Senatus 
of  the  University  of  Aherdeen,  con- 
tained in  their  Letter  of  May  9th,  1884, 
supplemented  hy  their  detailed  scheme 
of  May  6th  of  this  year,  for  the  estah- 
lishment  of  a  Training  College  in  con* 
section  with  the  University ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  communications  have  been 
received  in  the  Education  Department 
from  other  Universities  or  Colleges  in 
England  or  Scotland,  containing  sugges- 
tions or  proposals  for  giving  University 
training  to  Elementary  school  teachers; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  before  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Education  Estimates,  he  will 
lay  the  Correspondence  with  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  and  with  the  other 
Universities  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  I  received  a 
deputation  from  Aberdeen  University, 
at  which  the  hon.  Member  was  present; 
and  while  I  expressed  my  concurrence 
in  the  general  principle  of  the  scheme, 
I  explained  that,  under  present  circum- 
stances, it  would  not  be  possible  to  take 
any  immediate  steps  in  the  matter.  I 
have  received  communications  from 
Aberdeen,  St.  Andrews,  and  from  the 
Education  Committee  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  on  the  subject  of  the  scheme, 
and  there  will  be  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Papers  if  the  hon.  Member 
wishes.  I  have  received  no  commuoica- 
tions  from  the  English  Universities ;  but 
the  subject  has  engaged  their  attention, 
and  suggestions  have  been  made  to  us 
through  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  Train- 
ing Colleges,  which  will  be  referred  to 
in  his  forthcoming  Beport. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND)-IRREGULARITY  OP  A  RATE 
COLLECTOR  AT  ARKLOW. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (for 
Mr.  W.  J.  Coebet)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  rate  collector 
at  Arklow  left  his  rate  book  in  Lord 
Carysfort's  Estate  Office ;  what  was  his 
object ;  who  called  upon  him  to  do  so ; 
and,  will  he  inquire  if  other  landlords, 
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or  their  agents,  have   taken  a  similar 
course  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
It  appears  that  the  rate  collector  at 
Arklow  left  his  rate-book  with  Lord 
Carysfort's  agent,  on  the  application  of 
the  latter,  with  the  view  of  facilitating 
the  numerous  Returns  which  he  had  to 
make  under  the  Representation  o#tlW.j^ 
People  Act.  The  Local  Government"^ 
Board  are  not  aware  of  any  similar 
cases.  They  propose  to  address  the 
Guardians  in  the  present  instance  on  the 
subject  of  this  irregularity. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked, 
whether  the  clerks  would  be  instructed 
to  leave  their  rate-books  with  the  secre- 
taries of  branches  of  the  National 
League  also  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
No,  Sir ;  it  is  irregular  altogether. 

CIVIL  BILL  OFFICERS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (for  Mr.  Small)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state 
what  has  been  the  result  of  the  Me- 
morial presented  in  last  December  to 
the  Treasury,  through  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, by  the  Irish  Civil  Bill  officers  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
As  I  stated  on  the  8th  instant,  this 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  late  Lord  Chancellor  at  the  time  of 
his  death.  It  will  probably  come  be- 
fore his  successor  in  due  course. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— UNEQUAL  SENTENCES. 
Mr.  JAMES  STUART  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  will  direct  that  there 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
copy  of  the  depositions  of  the  witnesses 
or  of  the  shorthand  wrijber's  notes  of  the 
evidence  which  was  adduced  in  the  case 
of  the  woman  Jeffries,  who  was  lately 
convicted  of  keeping  disorderly  houses 
in  Chelsea ;  whether  he  has  received 
any  communication  from  the  magistrate 
who  adjudicated  on  the  case  explanatory 
of  the  leniency  with  which  this  woman 
was  treated,  and  of  the  reason  for  which 
a  fine  was  inflicted  and  not  a  sentence 
of  imprisonment ;  and,  whether  he  will 
grant  an  unofficial  and  impartial  investi- 
gation by  a  Committee  of  this  House 
into  the  whole  of  this  case  and  its  at- 
tendant circumstances,  and  also  into  the 
case  of  Inspector  Minahan,  ^nd  the  cir-r^ 
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cumstances  attending  his  dismissal  from 
the  Police  Force,  and  how  far  these 
were  connected  with  the  case  of  the 
woman  Jeffries?  The  hon.  Member 
had  also  the  following  Notice  on  the 
Paper : — To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  sentence 
of  six  months'  imprisonment,  with  hard 
labour,  passed  on  Thursday  last  at  the 
Middlesex  Sessions  on  James  Barrett 
for  keeping  a  disorderly  house  in  Clerk- 
enwell;  and,  whether  the  great  discre- 
pancy between  this  sentence  and  that 
passed  on  the  woman  Jeffries  is  in  any 
way  duo  to  the  social  difference  between 
the  persons  concerned  in  the  two  cases  ? 
SiB  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  This 
was  not  the  sentence  of  a  magistrate, 
but  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions. 
I  have  no  authority  to  revise  sentences, 
except  in  connection  with  the  prerogative 
of  mercy.  Therefore,  the  magistrate  or 
the  Court  owe  no  responsibility  to  me 
for  the  sentences  which  they  pass.  That 
would  be  to  confound  the  Executive  and 
Judicial  functions.  I  cannot  lay  the  de^ 
positions  with  a  view  to  a  Committee  in- 
quiring into  the  matter.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  most  unsafe  and  dangerous 
thing  to  invite  this  House  to  take  upon 
itself  the  office  of  reviewing  sentences 
and  examining  the  evidence  upon  which 
they  are  founded.  My  hon.  Friend 
points  to  another  sentence,  apparently 
by  the  same  Court,  and  asks  me  to  say 
whether  I  think  the  two  sentences  were 
not  inconsistent,  and  whether  they  were 
not  founded  upon  some  improper  motive 
apparently  of  the  Court  with  reference 
to  social  differences.  I  cannot  compare 
sentences,  nor  can  I  inquire  into  the 
motives  of  the  Court ;  but  I  have  made 
myself  acquainted  with  these  facts  re- 
garding the  man  named,  that  he  had 
previously  been  sentenced  to  terms  of 
eight  months',  three  months',  and  six 
months'  imprisonment  for  warehouse- 
breaking,  keeping  a  brothel,  and  other 
offences ;  and,  therefore,  it  appears  that 
the  sentences  may  have  differed  with 
reference  to  the  previous  character  of 
the  two  prisoners.  As  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  I  have  done  what 
18  incumbent  upon  me  to  satisfy  myself 
that  the  conduct  of  the  police  has  not 
been  improper  in  this  matter.  I  am  re- 
sponsible to  this  House  for  the  conduct 
and  discipline  of  the  police ;  and  I  think 
it  would  be  very  unsafe  to  agree  to  the 

Mr,  James  Stuart 


course  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend — 
namely,  to  investigate  the  subject  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  The  case  of 
Mr.  Minahan  was  brought  before  me 
more  than  a  year  ago,  and  I  very  care« 
fully  inquired  into  it  then,  and  I  have 
now  read  the  papers  again.  Minahan 
was  at  that  time  an  Inspector  of  Police. 
He  brought  a  great  number  of  charges 
not  connected  with  this  matter  of  Mrs. 
Jeffries  alone.  That  was  the  incident 
only  of  a  great  number  of  charges 
which  he  made  against  various  officers, 
both  superiors  and  subordinates,  in  the 
Force.  I  ordered  a  strict  inquiry  by 
the  Assistant  Commissioner  and  the  Dis- 
trict Superintendent.  They  made  a  care- 
ful inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  I  exa- 
mined the  case  myself.  It  was  brought 
under  my  notice  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth),  and  I 
will  read  what  I  wrote  to  him  on  the 
28th  of  January,  1 884.  That  will  show 
plainly  enough  that  it  was  not  connected 
with  this  particular  case : — 

'*  I  have  before  me  a  Petition  praying  for  the 
re-instatement  of  Minahan  as  an  Inspector  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force.  I  had  already 
inquired  into  the  case,  and  ascertained  that 
Minahan's  resignation  was  voluntary.  He  had 
been  an  Inspector,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
unfavourable  reports  of  his  conduct  he  was  put 
down  to  the  rank  of  sergeant,  whereupon  he 
resigned  ;  and  he  afterwaras  j^ut  pressure  in  all 
sorts  of  ways  upon  me  to  re-instate  him.  His 
resignation  was  voluntary,  and  was  consequent 
upon  his  reduction  to  the  rank  of  sergeant. 
After  the  most  careful  inquiry  by  the  Asnstant 
Commissioner  and  District  Superintendent  into 
a  series  of  charges  which  he  brought  against 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Division  and  other 
officers,  all  of  which  were  proved  to  be  without 
foundation,  I  see  no  ground  to  review  the  de- 
cision of  the  Commissioners." 

I  may  mention  that  Minahan  had  done 
the  same  thing  in  another  Division  in 
which  he  had  previously  served;  and 
on  that  occasion,  in  consideration  of  his 
length  of  service,  he  was  merely  trans- 
ferred to  a  different  Division,  and  he 
expressed  his  gratitude  for  the  leniency 
which  was  shown  to  him.  Well,  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  which  I  had  stated  in 
January,  1884,  and  I  have  seen  no  oc- 
casion to  alter  it  since ;  but  if  my  hon. 
Friend  or  anyone  else  can  bring  any 
further  circumstances  to  my  knowledge 
which  ought  to  affect  this  decision,  I 
will  most  carefully  inquire  into  them, 
with  a  desire  that  justice  should  be  done 
in  the  case.  It  has  been  sug|;e8ted  that 
in  the  prosecution  of  Mrs.  Jeffiriea  the 
police  in  one  way  or  another  connived 
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or  desired  that  the  case  should  be 
hushed  up,  or  a  light  sentence  passed. 
I  am  prepared  to  say,  from  my  know- 
ledge of  the  case,  that  there  is  no  foun- 
dation for  that  aspersion.  If  there 
were  very  grave  suspicion  of  such  a 
thing  it  would  be  my  duty  to  interfere. 
But  the  police  did  not  conduct  this  pro- 
secution ;  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  or  the  sentence.  I  have  before  me  a 
Beport  of  a  Committee  of  the  Chelsea 
Vestry  acknowledging  the  value  of  the 
services  rendered  them  by  the  police  in 
closing  disorderly  houses,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  do  not  believe  they  have 
acted  improperly  in  the  matter. 

JJGYPT— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE 
"BOSPHORE  EGYPTIEN." 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  The  Bo»phore 
JEgyptien  has  reappeared,  or  is  about  to 
reappear,  in  Cairo ;  and,  as  far  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  knows,  will  its 
publication  be  imder  the  same  conditions 
as  before  its  suppression  ? 

SiE  E.  AS8HET0N  CROSS :  I  have 
also  a  Question  to  put  to  the  noble  Lord 
with  regard  to  the  Papers  which  were 
published  this  morning  in  reference  to 
this  subject.  In  the  first  Paper  is  a 
despatch  from  Earl  Granville  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  stating  that  the  publi- 
cation of  the  newspaper  should  no  longer 
be  allowed,  and  that  there  was  no  cause 
for  interference  with  such  action  as  the 
Egyptian  Government  might  desire  to 
take  with  regard  to  it.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  Earl  Granville  or  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  any  steps  to  ascertain 
what  legal  course  should  be  followed  in 
this  matter  before  writing  that  despatch? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  reply  to  this  Question,  and  to  a  sub- 
sequent one  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rutland  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther),  I  may 
state  that  the  newspaper  in  question  re- 
appeared last  evening.  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment  were  informed  by  the  French 
Government  previously  to  its  re-appear- 
ance that  positive  assurances  had  been 
received  from  the  editor  that  the  paper 
would  create  no  difficulty  by  the  tone  of 
its  articles ;  and  that  the  editor  would 
be  warned  that,  if  he  published  any 
matter  which  could  give  reasonable  of- 
fence, the  French  Consul  had  instruc- 
tions to  afford  assistance  to  the  Egyp* 
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tian  Government  for  the  supprespion  of 
the  paper.  In  reply  to  the  further 
Question,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  put  it  upon  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  With  reference  to 
the  answer  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
just  given,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  did  not.  when  he  first 
drew  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  this  matter,  state  that  the  misrepre- 
sentations of  the  paper  could  not  any 
longer  be  tolerated  without  danger  to 
the  public  tranquillity;  whether  the 
decree  for  its  suppression  is  not  still  in 
force ;  and,  whether  the  Prime  Minister 
did  not  state,  on  the  5th  of  May,  that 
the  paper  would  not  be  re-i^sued  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  regard  to  all  these  Questions,  which 
raise  points  of  detail,  especially  that  as 
to  the  opinion  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  I 
think  it  would  be  better  that  I  should 
reply  to  them  at  the  same  time  as  I 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  Ques- 
tion arising  out  of  this  subject,  of  which  I 
have  given  private  Notice,  with  reference 
to  Earl  Granville's  despatch  of  the  28th 
of  April  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring— namely, 
Whether  the  exchange  of  views  between 
the  English  and  French  Governments 
with  regard  to  the  publication  of  this 
paper,  and  the  change  in  the  Press 
Laws  contemplated  in  the  despatch  of 
Earl  Granvillp,  has  yet  taken  place; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  states  that  he  has  given  me 
private  Notice  of  this  Question ;  but  it 
has  certainly  miscarried.  I  received 
his  letter  as  I  took  my  place  in  this 
House,  and  that  is  not  private  Notice. 
I  only  mention  that  fact  because,  had  I 
received  the  Notice  in  time,  I  might 
have  communicated  with  Earl  Granville 
in  reference  to  it.  Speaking  from  my 
impressions  and  recollections,  as  far  as 
I  ^ow,  I  do  not  think  that  that  exchange 
of  views  had  been  completed  before  the 
republication  of  The  Jiosphore  Mgyptien, 
There  are,  however,  further  communi- 
cations on  the  subject  going  on. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  who  was  to  be 
the  judge  of  reasonable  offence  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question  now^ 
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the  Papers  entitled  Central  Asia  (No.  4), 
will  contain  an  account  of  the  meeting 
between  the  Ameer  and  the  Viceroy  of 
India ;  or  if  he  intends  to  include  it  in 
any  other  Blue  Book  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  before  the  Whitsuntide  holidays  ? 
Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  The  Papers  giving 
an  account  of  the  meeting  between  the 
Ameer  and  the  Viceroy  are  not  yet 
ready  for  publication,  nor  will  they  be 
presented  before  the  Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days. I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  will  agree  with  me  that 
their  publication  before  the  arrange- 
ments now  pending  between  England 
and  Euesia  are  concladed  would  not  be 
for  the  public  interest. 


WATS  AND   MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— WINE,  SPIRIT,  AND 

BEER  DUTIES. 
SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  take  an  early  opportu- 
nity of  stating  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Bill  affecting  the  Duties 
on  Wine,  Spirits,  and  Beer,  in  order 
that  the  House  may  be  aware  of  any 
changes  in  the  proposals  explained  in  his 
Financial  Statement,  before  it  is  asked 
to  proceed  with  the  Second  Beading  of 
theBiU? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  (who  repUed) 
said :  We  have  not  thought  it  right  to 
refer  in  any  manner  to  this  subject 
while  the  negotiations  with  Russia  were 
going  on,  and  we  must  still  persevere  in 
that  course.  I  understand  the  object  of 
the  Question  to  be  that,  before  we  ask 
the  House  to  read  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Bill  a  second  time,  a  dear 
expression  of  our  intention  should  be 
given  with  regard  to  the  provisions 
affecting  the  Duties  on  wines,  spirits, 
and  beer.  We  will  tcJce  care  that  that 
shall  be  done. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFGHANISTAN-PRO- 
CLAM.VTION  OF  THE  AMEER. 

Me.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Has  Her  Majesty's  Government  received 
confirmation  of  the  statement  in  The 
Timet  of  May  19th,  that  the  Ameer  has 
issued  a  proclamation  complimenting 
his  troops  on  their  gallantry  at  Penjdeh, 
and  laying  stress  on  the  value  of  the 
British  alUanoe;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  a  Copy  of  the  Ameer's  proclamation 
upon  the  Table? 

LoBD  EDMOND  EITZMAURICE: 
We  have  no  information  as  to  the  con- 
tents of  the  Ameer's  Proclamation. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Will  not  the  noble 
Lord  make  some  inquiries  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  Ameer,  we  are  informed,  did  issue 
a  Proclamation;  but  no  details  what- 
ever are  given.  I  have  no  objection  to 
make  inquiries. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AMEER  AND  THE 
VICEROY  OF  INDIA—THE  MEETING 

AT  RAWTJL  PINDI. 
Me.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 


ARMY— OFFICERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 
ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  WABTON  (for  Mr.  Gbeeb)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  Captains  of  the  Boyal 
Artillery  are  now  obtaining  their  pro* 
motion  to  the  rank  of  Begimental  Major 
in  a  little  over  sixteen  years,  and  that 
Officers  of  the  Militia  Artillery  have 
been  brought  in  to  do  the  duty  with 
service  batteries  of  the  Boyal  Artillery  ; 
and,  if  so,  is  it  in  contemplation  to  tem- 
porarily extend  the  period  of  seven  years 
under  which  Regimental  Majors  of  the 
Royal  Artillery  are  now  placed  on  half- 
pay  as  Lieutenant  Colonels  under  the 
Royal  Warrant  of  1st  July  1881  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
The  last  Major  had  a  service  of  16  years 
and  three  months  on  attaining  that 
rank.  Some  Militia  officers  have  been 
temporarily  employed  with  batteries  of 
Royal  Artillery  during  the  absence  in 
the  Soudan  or  South  Africa  of  officers  of 
those  batteries  specially  detached  for 
service  there.  It  is  not  proposed  to  ex- 
tend the  service  of  Majors  of  Artillery 
beyond  the  period  fixed  in  the  Boyal 
Warrant. 

ENGLISH  MASTERS  OF  ENGLISH 

SCHOOLS  ABROAD. 
Mb.  Aldebmak  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  If  the  Foreign  Office  claims 
the  right  to  protect  English  masters  of 
English  schools  Abroad  against  the  in- 
terference of  the  Government  of  the 
Country  in  cases  of  undue  severity  prac- 
tised by  masters  or  monitors,  on  the 
g'ound  stated  by  the  masters,  that  the 
ome  Oovernment  permits  the  masters 
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of  English  schools  to  punish  boys  in  any 
manner  they  may  think  proper  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  undertake  to  answer 
hypothetical  Questions.  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  no  suoh  case  has  been  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Foreign  Office. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-PUBLIC  MEETINGS 
—TRAFALGAR  SQUARE. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  recent  meeting  held  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  to  protest  against  the  increase 
of  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties,  special 
instructions  were  given  to  the  Metro- 
politan Police  to  prevent  the  basement 
of  the  Nelson  Column  from  being  used 
as  a  platform  by  the  speakers  and  repre- 
sentatives of  the  press,  although  at  pre- 
vious demonstrations  it  was  so  used, 
without  interference  of  the  police  ? 

Sib  WILLLIM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  orders  had  been  given 
on  all  occasions  that  the  Monument 
should  not  be  used  as  a  platform  for 
meeting^,  and  special  instructions  were 
issued  to  keep  it  clear.  It  had  not  been 
so  employed  on  any  occasion. 

PRISONS    (ENGLAND)  —  REGULATION 
AS  TO  THE  PRISONERS*  LIBRARY 

AT  LIVERPOOL. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  in 
obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Prison 
Commissioners,  the  works  of  Gerald 
Orif&n,  and,  more  recently.  Chambers^ 
Journal,  have  been  withdrawn  from  the 
prisoners'  library  in  Liverpool;  and, 
whether,  if  this  be  a  fact,  he  can  tell  the 
House  why  prisoners  in  Liverpool  are 
not  to  be  allowed  to  read  Gerald  Ghriffin's 
novels  and  Chamhers'  Journal  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
really  cannot  undertake  a  censorship  of 
the  Press  in  regard  to  prisoners,  nor 
interfere  with  the  Commissioners  as  to 
what  books  they  do  or  do  not  allow 
prisoners  to  read,  for  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  that  would  involve  my 
reading  the  books. 

WATS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—THE  INCOME  TAX— SCHEDULE  B. 
Mb.    STANLEY    LEIGHTON   (for 
}Jli.  Roinn>)  aske4  Mr.  Chancellor   of 


1030 

the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware  that  a 
farmer  incoming:  at  Michaelmas  is  called 
upon  to  pay  a  half  year's  Income  Tax 
under  Schedule  (B)  in  the  following 
January,  though  he  cannot  produce  his 
accounts  till  the  end  of  his  first  year, 
and,  in  the  event  of  such  accounts  show- 
ing a  loss,  cauDot  get  the  tax  refunded 
for  fifteen  months  after  the  payment ; 
and,  whether,  under  those  circumstances, 
the  Commissioners  would  be  justi6ed  in 
allowing  the  payment  to  be  deferred  till 
the  farmer  can  produce  his  accounts  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  (who  replied)  said: 
I  am  informed  that,  in  the  circumstances 
stated,  the  farmer  could  obtain  a  refund 
within  nine  months. 

CUSTOMS    DEPARTMENT  —  EXAMINA- 
TION OP  BAGGAGE  AT  ENGLISH 
PORTS. 

Sm  EDWAED  WATKIN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  is  aware  that,  since 
the  beginning  of  the  year,  the  handbags 
and  small  baggage  of  ladies  and  gentle- 
men arriring  from  France  have  been 
examined,  in  search  of  explosives,  at 
English  ports;  whether,  at  Folkestone 
alone,  about  35,000  small  pieces  of  bag- 
gage have  been  thus  examined,  without 
the  discovery  of  any  objectionable  article 
whatever;  whether  this  new  examina- 
tion does  not  cause  great  delay  to  the 
passengers  and  detention,  and  produces 
irregularity  of  the  trains  of  important 
International  services ;  and,  whether  he 
will  order  the  discontinuance  of  this 
useless  examination,  at  all  events  dur- 
ing the  summer  months  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  lam 
afraid  that,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, I  cannot  undertake  to  relax  the 
order. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  if  in 
any  single  case  any  person  had  been  de- 
tected endeavouring  to  smuggle  explo- 
sives into  the  country  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  can- 
not  give  the  figures.  B  ut  even  if  there  was 
not  one  case,  that  would  not  prove  that 
we  should  not  take  precautions. 

INDIA— MILITARY  PREPARATIONS- 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  will  state  the  amount  of  expenditure 
incurred  by  the  Government  of  India  in 
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its  military  preparations,  and  how  it  is 
proposed  that  that  expenditure  shall 
be  met  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  On  the  3rd  of 
May  the  Viceroy  telegraphed  that  the 
extra  military  expenditure  during  the 
next  three  or  four  months — from  April 
to  July — was  estimated  at  306  lakhs  of 
rupees.  This  is  in  addition  to  certain 
demands  for  ordnance,  the  cost  of  which 
is  estimated  at  £385,000.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  are  considering  how  far 
the  extra  charges  can  be  met  by  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure  before  a  final  deter- 
mination is  arrived  at  as  to  the  manner 
of  meeting  the  deficiency. 

CENTRAL   ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— SIR 
PETER  LUMSDEN. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to  the 
communication  in  Earl  Granville's  De- 
patch  to   Sir  Peter   Lumsden,  of  3rd 
March  1885,  in  these  words — 

**Her  Majesty's  Goverment  attach  great 
importance  to  your  remaining  in  Afghanistan, 
where  your  presence  may  be  the  means  of 
•topping  further  advances  of  the  Russian 
troops,  and  preventing  the  outbreak  of  hostili- 
ties;" 

attain,  in  telegraphic  Despatch  from 
Earl  Ghranville  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
of  13th  March— 

"We  are  anxious  to  give  you  full  support  in 
▼ery  difficult  circumstances, '* 

Whether  these  communications  were 
sent  to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  in  conse- 
quence of  a  wish  or  suggestion  on  his 
part  that,  after  what  had  taken  place, 
he  desired  to  be  relieved  of  the  duties 
imposed  upon  him  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  referred 
to  the  telegrams  alluded  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion, and  they  raise  a  question  which 
cannot  be  answered,  except  by  the  pro- 
duction of  the  telegrams  in  full;  and 
on  account  of  the  references  they  con- 
tain to  the  transaction  on  the  frontier, 
they  oould  not  be  produced  without  dis- 
adyantage. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  they 
would  appear  in  any  future  Blue  Book 
on  the  Afghan  Question  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  They  contain 
free  comments  on  things  that  were 
going  on  at  the  time,  and  there  would  be 
no  public  advantage  in  producing  them. 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  I  shall  take  the 
•arliest  opportunity  of  moving  for  the 
production  of  the  Papers. 

^r.  Buchanan 


{COMMONS}  Canal  1082 

Mr.  BTGGAR  (for  Mr.  E.  Power) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If,  having  regard  to  the  fact  of  the  dis- 
tinctions which  it  appears  have  been 
conferred  upon  General  KomaroflP,  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  confer  any  marks  of  honour  or 
distinction  upon  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  This  is  one  of 
those  Questions  with  a  preamble  which 
entails  the  necessity  of  explanation,  and 
it  is  put  in  view  of  distinctions  which 
appear  to  have  been  conferred  upon 
General  Komaroff.  In  my  opinion, 
those  distinctions  are  not  in  pari  ma- 
terid  with  any  distinctions  that  may  be 
conferred  on  Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  Ge- 
neral Komaroff,  it  appears,  has  received 
a  conspicuous  mark  of  honour  from  his 
Sovereign  in  consequence  of  what  his 
Sovereign  deems  to  have  been  distin- 
guished military  service  which  he  per- 
formed on  a  certain  occasion.  But  Sir 
Peter  Lumsden  is  a  Civil  servant  of  the 
Crown.  He  has  been  engaged  under 
circumstances  of  difficulty,  and  certainly, 
in  a  physical  sense,  under  circumstances 
far  from  agreeable,  in  a  long  course  of 
watchful  proceedings  on  the  Afghan 
Frontier;  and  therefore,  in  giving  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  do  not 
give  it  in  view  of  the  case  of  General  Ko- 
maroff. When  a  series  of  transactions 
of  this  kind  reaches  its  close,  then  is  the 
time  when  it  is  the  custom  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, in  the  exercise  of  Her  prerogative 
of  grace  and  favour,  to  consider,  on  the 
advice  of  her  Ministers,  what  marks  of 
honour  should  be  given  in  each  particular 
case  to  those  who  have  performed  these 
burdensome  and  important  services ;  and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that  it  must 
be  reserved  for  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment to  advise  Her  Majesty  on  this  oc- 
casion, and  that  their  discretion  cannot 
be  altered  by  any  Question  which  may 
be  put  in  this  House. 


THE  SUEZ  CANAL— INTERNATIONAL- 
IZATION -  PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE 
CONFERENCE  IN  PARIS. 

Sir  E.ASSH  ETON  CROSS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can 
now  give  the  House  any  information  as 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference  in 
Paris  upon  the  subject  of  the  Suez 
Canal  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  these 
negotiations  have  been  making  pro- 
|;res8  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
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possible  to  convey  a  clear  or  satisfactory 
idea  of  them  by  a  partial  statement. 
As  hon.  Members  are  already  aware, 
they  will  be  put  in  possession  of  the 
whole  information  before  anything  is 
done  to  commit  Parliament. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
would  ask  the  Question  again  on  Mon- 
day, the  8th  of  June. 

NAVY— NAVAL  PAYMASTERS  AND 
SURGEONS. 

Mr.  BORLASE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Assistant  Paymaster  in  H.M.8.  Devasta- 
Uon,  who  has  nearly  sixteen  years 
Beniority  in  that  rank,  is  thirty-seven 
years  of  age,  and  has  been  twenty  years 
in  Her  Majesty's  Service,  is  still  junior 
in  relative  rank  to  the  surgeon  of  that 
ship,  who  has  been  only  fifteen  months 
in  the  Service,  and  is  about  twenty- 
three  years  of  age ;  and,  if  so,  if  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to  allow 
so  great  an  anomaly  to  continue  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRA8SEY  :  The 
figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Cornwall  are  approximately  cor- 
rect. The  age  of  the  surgeons  of  the 
Devastation  is  some  three  years  more 
than  stated  in  the  Question.  No  mate- 
rial change  is  contemplated  with  refer- 
ence to  the  relative  rank  of  Paymasters 
and  Surgeons.  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  promotion  of  Assistant  Paymasters 
will  become  more  rapid  in  the  future ; 
but  Medical  Officers,  who  can  only  enter 
the  Service  on  the  completion  of  a  long, 
expensive  course  of  professional  training, 
will  always  be  in  a  position. to  claim 
superior  relative  rank. 

OATHS  BILL. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  considering 
the  public  interest  attaching  to  the  Oaths 
Bill,  he  will  endeavour  to  afford  facili- 
ties, soon  after  the  holidays,  for  the 
Second  Reading  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  probably  have 
anticipated  my  answer.  In  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  make  any  promise  with  regard 
to  a  much  contested  measure.  Even  if 
the  Government  were  able  at  the  present 
moment  to  assign  a  day  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  the  second  reading  of  the  Oaths 
Bill,  they  had  not  the  slightest  title  to 
assume  that  the  debate  would  not  be  ad- 


journed. The  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  measure  remains  the  same  ; 
and  if  a  reasonable  opportunity  should 
exist  for  pushing  it  forward,  I  shall 
be  most  anxious  to  do  so. 

Mb.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  :  If  this  measure 
does  come  under  discussion,  will  the 
Government  support  it  or  not  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

BURIAL  GROUNDS  BILL. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  general  understand- 
ing that  no  contentious  Business  should 
be  taken  on  the  first  two  days  after  the 
holidays,  and  that  the  Burial  Grounds 
Bill  has  been  put  down  for  Thursday 
4th  June,  he  will  fix  some  other  day  for 
its  Second  Reading  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
did  not  admit  there  was  any  under- 
standing that  no  contentious  Business 
should  be  taken  on  the  two  first  days 
after  the  Holidays.  There  was  a  general 
understanding  that  Business  of  the  first 
class  should  not  be  taken  upon  those 
days.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
any  absolute  pledge  could  be  given  that 
this  Bill  would  not  be  brought  forward, 
if  there  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  op- 
portunity for  doing  so. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE    RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER-THE  ARBITRATION. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  new  frontier  agreed  upon  between 
Baron  de  Staal  and  Earl  Granville  fol- 
lows the  southern  limits  of  the  zone  asked 
by  Russia  on  7th  April ;  and,  whether 
it  assigns  Zulfikar  and  Penjdeh  to  Rus- 
sia, and  brings  the  Russian  frontier 
close  to  Maimena  and  Audkoi  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  enter  into  any  discussion  or  a 
description  of  the  frontier  negotiations 
with  Russia,  and  surely  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  see  that  inconvenience 
arises  from  the  mere  putting  of  these 
Questions.  Suggestions  are  conveyed 
to  the  public  mind — suggestions  often 
inaccurate;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we 
cannot  enter  into  details,  and  say  that 
such  and  such  parts  are  inaccurate  with- 
out entering  into  the  whole  matter.  This 
conveys  a  false  impression,  and  that,  I 
am  sure,  is  far  from  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  j 
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Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  With 
regard  to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
"whether,  if  the  despatch  of  the  Bussian 
Government  of  the  13th  of  Octoher  had 
been  made  known  to  this  House  and 
the  country,  it  is  not  likely,  in  his 
opinion 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  asked  a  Question,  and  I  understood 
the  Prime  Minister  to  say  that  he  did 
not  think  it  consistent  with  his  public 
duty  to  give  an  answer.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  now  arguing  the  question  why 
an  answer  should  be  given. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT:  No, 
Sir.  I  do  not  think  you  quite  under- 
stand my  object  in  putting  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  this  Ques- 
tion was  likely  to  have  a  deleterious 
effect.  I  wished  to  ask  him  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  if  the  Bussian 
despatch — e,g.,  of  October  13— which 
stated  that  a  certain  frontier  was  de- 
manded by  Bussia,  had  been  made  pub- 
lic at  the  time,  the  unfortunate  events  of 
March  13  and  the  Bussian  occupation  of 
Penjdeh  would  never  have  occurred  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  That  is  a  matter  of 
argument,  which  does  not  arise  out  of 
the  answer. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  terms  of  reference  as  to  the  pro- 
posed arbitration  on  the  Penjdeh  inci- 
dent have  been  yet  settled ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that,  as  appears 
from  the  Blue  Book  just  issued,  P.  166, 
No.  224,  General  Komaroff  telegraphed 
to  St.  Petersburg,  on  the  13th  of  March, 
that  it  was  **  absolutely  necessary  that 
he  should  seize  Penjdeh,"  and,  on  the 
30th  of  that  month,  attacked  the  Af- 
ghans in  that  district,  notwithstanding 
the  agreement  arrived  at  between  Rus- 
sia and  England  with  the  object  of 
preventing  such  attack,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  still  proposes  that  the  ques- 
tion to  be  submitted  for  the  decision  of 
the  arbitrator  should  be  the  interpreta- 
tion by  the  Russian  Government  of  the 
agreement  above  referred  to,  and  not  the 
conduct  of  General  Komaroff,  who  has 
now  been  presented  with  a  sword  of 
honour  by  the  Czar  as  a  reward  for  his 
conduct  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  terms  of 
reference  have  not  yet  been  definitely 
settled  for  the  arbitrator.  But  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  No.  228,   I 
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think  it  is,  in  the  Blue  Book,  he  will  see 
that  it  shows  that  M.  de  Giers  has 
denied  tho  truth  of  the  statement  that 
General  Komaroff  had  telegraphed  for 
leave  to  attack  Penjdeh,  a  statement 
which  had  only  been  reported  by  Sir 
Edward  Thornton  as  a  rumour  that  had 
reached  him,  and  not  as  a  matter  of 
positive  information.  The  informatioii 
on  the  subject  was  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  before  the  question  of  re- 
ference to  the  Head  of  a  Friendly  State 
was  mooted;  and  it  cannot,  therefore, 
affect  the  question  of  the  terms  of  the 
reference.  With  regard,  Sir,  to  the 
interpretation  by  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment of  the  agreement,  and  not  the 
conduct  of  General  Komaroff,  the  inter- 
pretation by  the  Russian  Government 
and  by  the  British  Government  of  that 
agreement  does  not  mean  a  discussion 
of  its  verbal  meaning — a  mere  gramma- 
tical debate — but  it  means  an  interpre- 
tation of  it  as  implied  in  the  conduct  for 
which  the  respective  Governments  are 
responsible. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
agreement  had  been  referred  to  an  arbi- 
trator. May  I  ask  who  that  arbitrator 
is? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  matter  is 
not  absolutely  settled  as  yet. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—OCCUPATION  OF  SUAKIN. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
an  arrangement  has  yet  been  made  with 
the  Government  of  a  civilized  power  to 
occupy  Suakinon  the  withdrawal  of  Her 
Majesty's  troops  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  havA  been 
communications  with  the  Ottoman  Go- 
vernment  upon  this  subject,  which  have 
been  already  presented  to  Parliament. 
Further  communications  will  be  found 
in  the  Papers  now  about  to  be  laid  on 
the  Table — that  is  to  say,  commonica* 
tions  with  the  Ottoman  Government 
There  have  been  no  communications  on 
the  subject  of  Soakin  with  any  other 
Power. 

REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 
ACT. 
Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  refer- 
ring to  the  Registration  Act  whioh  had 
just  received  the  Royal  Assent,  asked. 
Whether  the  Attorney  General  could 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLC 


1037 


Egypt  {Tlic 


{May  21,  1885}        Military  JExpedttion).        1038 


state  TC'hat  steps  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and 
Town  Clerks  ought  to  take  in  the  newly- 
created  and  merged  boroughs,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill 
would  probably  not  become  law  till  the 
20th  of  June  ? 

Thr  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
Hekbt  James)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given  me  private  Notice  of  this 
Question,  and  I  am  obliged  to  him  for 
taking  an  interest  in  the  subject,  for  I 
am  sure  these  local  officers  are  entitled 
to  every  assistance  we  can  afford  them. 
It  appears  to  me  clear  that  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  and  Town  Clerks  must  issue  their 
precepts  entirely  in  relation  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  and  regardless  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill.  It  is 
impossible  for  them  to  anticipate  the 
coming  into  operation  of  that  Bill  at  a 
future  date.  But  clauses  will  have  to 
be  inserted  in  it  to  provide  for  the  va- 
rious modifications  which  will  be  neces- 
sary, after  that  Bill  passes,  to  meet  the 
case  of  new  boroughs,  enlarged  boun- 
daries of  old  boroughs,  merged  bo- 
roughs, and  divisions  of  counties.  But 
with  the  assimilation  of  the  franchise 
there  will  not  be  much  difference  in  the 
lists ;  and  if  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Eedistribution)  Bill  passes,  as  it  may 
be  hoped  it  will,  by  the  third  week  in 
June,  I  trust  the  great  inconvenience 
that  no  doubt  has  been  created  will  be 
overcome.  I  wish  to  add  that,  depart- 
ing from  the  usual  custom  as  to  the 
date  of  printing  and  distributing  Acts 
of  Parliament,  the  Home  Office  is  now 
distributing  to  all  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
and  Town  Clerks  copies  of  the  Eegistra- 
tion  Act,  so  that  they  may  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  information  as  to  their 
duties. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  similar  steps  be 
taken  in  regard  to  Ireland  ? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heney  James)  :  Yes ;  copies  have  been 
already  sent  round. 

Mb.  GIBSON-:  In  reference  to  this 
question,  as  it  is  an  important  one,  may 
I  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  communi- 
cate this  fact  to  the  officers .  in  Ireland 
answerable  for  the  posting  of  these  no- 
tices, stating  whether  the  existing  pro- 
visions are  workable  ?  I  may  say  that 
I  was  told  that  the  new  Bill  will  re- 
quire some  extra  provisions,  because,  as 


it  stands,  the  Eegistration  Bill  is  imper- 
fect. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heney  James):  I  do  not  understand 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  Is  it  his  contention 
that  the  Eegistration  Bill  is  an  imper- 
fect Bill?  [Mr.  Gibson  :  Yes.]  Well, 
really  that  is  a  question  which  I  cannot 
go  into. 

MEDICAL  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O^CONNOE  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  his  attenfion  has  been  directed 
to  a  statement  in  The  Medical  Frees  of 
the  20th  instant,  stating  that  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  introduce  the  Medi- 
cal Act  Amendment  Bill  of  last  Session ; 
and,  whether,  if  that  is  the  case,  any 
clause  or  clauses,  as  Amendments,  can 
be  placed  upon  the  Paper  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  not  seen 
27ie  Medical  Frees ;  and  I  have  not  had 
any  intimation  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  the  Medical 
Act  Amendment  Bill  this  Session. 

AFFAIRS    OF    BURMAH  —  ALLEGED 

TREATY  WITH  GERMANY  AND 

FRANCE. 

Mb.  SLAGG  asked,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment could  give  any  information  as 
to  the  Treaty  alleged  to  have  been  con- 
cluded between  Burmah  and  the  coun- 
tries of  Germany  and  France,  under 
which  those  countries  were  placed  in  a 
more  favourable  position  than  this  coun- 
try? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS:  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not answer  this  Question;  for  it  does 
not  necessarily  come  within  the  purview 
of  the  India  Office.  By  the  courtesy  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  however,  a  copy 
of  the  Treaty  between  Burmah  and 
France  was  forwarded  to  the  India 
Office;  and,  as  far  as  my  recollection 
serves  me,  the  terms  were  said  to  be 
identical  with  those  of  the  Treaty  exist- 
ing between  England  and  Burmah. 

EGYPT  (THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION) 
—THE  GUARDS  AT  ALEXANDRIA. 
Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  can  give  the  House  any  reasons 
for  the  change  of  orders  that  have  been 
given  to  the  Guards  ? 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1039    Lord  Handolph  Churchill      J  COMMONS}  and  Mr.  Gladstone.  1040 


The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  do  not  thirk  it  is  desirable  to  give 
any  details  of  the  reasons  which  have 
induced  the  Government  to  direct  the 
ships  containing  the  Guards  to  be  de- 
tained for  a  short  time  at  Alexandria. 
The  House  is  perfectly  well  aware  of 
the  reasons  which  existed  some  little 
time  ago  for  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  concoDtrate,  as  far  as 
possible,  for  service  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  the  troops  then  serving  in  the 
Soudan  ;  and  the  reasons  which  made  it 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
Parliament  for  a  Vote  of  considerable 
amount  for  special  preparations.  Those 
preparations  have  not  been  suspended; 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  desirable 
to  state  how  soon,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  those  preparations  should 
be  suspended.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  should  remain  in  positions  in 
the  Mediterranean;  but  it  is  not  pos- 
sible for  me  to  state  precisely  at  this 
moment  how  loug  and  what  are  the 
exact  reasons  why  it  may  be  desirable 
to  retain  them. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— REPOHTED  OUT- 
BREAK  OF  CHOLERA. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  had  observed  state- 
ments in  the  Continental  Press  that 
there  had  been  a  severe  outbreak  of 
cholera  in  the  city  of  Durham;  and 
whether  he  had  any  knowledge  of  such 
outbreak  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
£rst  knowledge  that  I  had  of  any  ru- 
mour of  an  outbreak  of  cholera  in  this 
country,  was  from  the  calliog,  at  the 
Local  Government  Board  yesterday,  of 
some  of  the  Consular  Agents  of  Foreign 
Powers  to  make  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject. But  there  is  no  foundation  what* 
ever,  so  far  as  I  know,  for  any  rumour 
of  the  kind.  As  Durham  has  been  pub- 
licly mentioned  in  the  newspapers  from 
abroad,  I  have  made  inquiry,  and  find 
that  there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for 
that  statement. 

PARLIAMENT-RULES  AND  ORDERS- 
PUBLIC  BILLS— NOTICES  OF  OBJEC- 
TION. 

Mr.  WARTON  desired  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion with  regard  to    the    duration  of 


Notices  of  objections  to  Bills  which, 
according  to  an  Order  of  the  House, 
expired  the  week  after  that  in  which 
they  were  given  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  the  Question 
could  be  put  when  the  point  arose. 
There  was  no  Question  now  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  desired  to 
put  the  Question  on  account  of  the 
Holidays. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  ask 
whether  the  matter  was  not  settled  by 
the  late  Speaker  ruling  that  a  Notice  of 
objection  given  after  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  had  been  agreed  to  was 
kept  alive  for  the  usual  period  after  the 
Holidays  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Notice 
would  operate  for  the  usual  period  after 
the  meeting  of  the  House. 

EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)— THE  EGYPTIAN 
COUPON— THE  FIVE  PER  CENT  DE- 
DUCTION. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  asked, 
Whether  any  official  con6rmation  had 
been  received  of  the  intelligence  pub- 
lished in  the  morning  papers  to  the 
effect  that  the  Representatives  of  the 
Powers  had  protested  against  the  taxing 
of  Egyptian  coupons  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Tes,  Sir;  that  information  has  been 
received. 

LORD    RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL    AND 
MR.  GLADSTONE— STATEMENT 
.     OF  MARCH  13. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  in  the  debate 
of  Monday  night,  said,  in  reference  to 
a  statement  which  I  made  about  the  an- 
nouncement to  the  House  of  the  ISth  of 
March,  that  he  would  wish  to  have  time 
to  examine  into  that  matter;  that  he 
would  reserve  the  point,  and  that  he 
would  take  a  further  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining it  to  the  House.  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  make  that  statement 
in  regard  to  a  matter  of  great  moment 
and  seriousness  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  puts  in  these  things — ''a 
matter  of  great  moment  and  serious- 
ness." I  should  have  looked  into  the 
matter  had  I   been  able;  but  I  have 
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been  totally  unable  to  do  it,  my  time 
haviog  been  incessantly  occupied. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
May  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  does  not  agree  that  a  point  which  is 
80  important  that  he  is  unable  to  give 
an  answer  to  it  at  the  time  is  a  matter 
'<  of  great  moment  and  seriousness  ?  " 

[No  reply.] 

EGYPT   (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 

EUROPEAN  PBISONERS  WITH 

THE  MAHDI.. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  W0EM8  asked, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
bad  any  information  relative  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  Lupton  Bey,  Goremor 
of  tho  Egyptian  Province  of  Bahr-el- 
Gazelle,  who  is  supposed  by  some  to  be 
still  holding  out,  and  by  others  to  be  a 
prisoner  in  the  hands  of  the  Mahdi; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  disposed  to  ofiPer  a  ransom 
for  this  English  subject,  or  to  take  any 
steps  to  discover  his  whereabouts  before 
our  troops  were  withdrawn  from  Egypt  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
In  adespatch,  dated  November  15  (Egypt, 
No.  1  of  1885,  p.  96),  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
encloses  a  letter  from  General  Gordon  to 
Lord  Wolseley,  stating  that  the  Mahdi 
asserted  that  Lupton  Bey  had  sur- 
rendered. We  have  no  further  infor- 
mation. A  telegram  will  be  sent  to 
General  BuUer  to  ask  whether  anything 
authentic  is  known  as  to  Lupton  Bey's 
fate.  I  am  not  aware  whether  any 
special  instructions  have  been  given  on 
the  subject  of  ransom  ;  but,  as  I  stated 
some  time  ago,  very  large  discretion  is 
left  in  the  hands  of  Lord  Wolseley  to 
take  whatever  means  he  thinks  best  for 
the  ransom  of  any  persons  such  as 
Lupton  Bey. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  tele- 
graph to  General  BuUer,  at  Dongola, 
authorizing  him  to  send  a  Native  mes- 
senger at  once  to  the  Mahdi  to  offer  a 
ransom  for  Lupton  Bey  and  M.  Cuzzi, 
formerly  General  Gt)rdon's  Agent  at 
Berber  t 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  Lord 
Wolseley  had  made  an  attempt  to  com- 
municate with  the  Mahdi  about  the 
prisoners ;  whether  he  had  sent  letters 
or  messengers  offering  a  ransom  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  information 


on  the  subject  has  been  received  from 
Lord  Wolseley. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  the 
noble  Lord  would  inquire  whether  Lord 
Wolseley  had  taken  any  steps  in  the 
matter ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
Lord  Wolseley  communicates  with  the 
War  Office,  and  not  with  the  Foreign 
Office.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  he 
has  taken  some  steps ;  but  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  making  inquiry. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 
HOUSE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  might  be 
convenient  for  the  House  to  know  that 
it  was  proposed  to  take  on  Friday,  first, 
the  second  reading  of  the  Telegraph 
Acts  Amendment  Bill ;  next,  the  second 
reading  of  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill,  which  had  come  down  from 
the  House  of  Lords ;  and,  thirdly,  the 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigation 
Bill. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

EAST   INDIA   LOAN  (£10,000,000)  BILL. 

{Sir  Arthur  Otway^  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer f  Mr.  Kynaston  Cross.) 

[bill    109.]      SE(X)ND  HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said  :  This  Bill  is  brought  in  principally 
in  consequence  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  East  India 
Railway  Communication,  which  sat  last 
year,  and  reported  in  July  last.  That 
Committee  reviewed  the  railway  policy 
of  the  Indian  Government,  and  decided 
that  the  proposals  of  that  Government 
were  moderate,  and  that — 

'^  Looking  to  the  experience  of  past  years  and 
to  present  prospects,  there  is  a  very  fair  ground 
for  expecting  that  an  extension  of  the  railway 
system  of  India  on  the  scale  prox>os«d  will  have 
the  most  beneficial  effects/' 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
Council,  on  whom  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  placed  the  responsibility  of 
deciding  what  amounts  should  be  bor- 
rowed, for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  works  proposed  by  the  Government 
of  India,  and  sanctioned  by  him,  con- 
siders that  he  cannot  adequately  fulfil 
the  duties  which  devolyo  upon  him,  un- 
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less  he  lias  power  to  borrow  in  the 
London  market,  if  necessary,  the  sum 
of  £10,000,000  within  the  next  three 
years,  charging  the  interest  of  this  sum 
upon  the  Revenues  of  India.  Of  course, 
hon.  Members  will  ask  why  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  requires  so  large  a  per- 
mission. I  will  try  to  tell  the  reason ; 
because  we  want  the  sanction  of  the 
House  before  we  commit  ourselves  to  a 
final  and  irrevocable  decision  as  to  the 
amount  which  we  shall  have  the  power 
to  spend.  The  rule  which  has  been  fol- 
lowed of  late  years  is  that  laid  down  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  1878  and  sup- 
ported by  the  Select  Committee  of  1879 
— namely,  that  we  should  restrict  our 
expenditure  from  borrowed  money  to 
£2,500,000,  or,  rather,  two  and  a-half 
crores  of  rupees  a-year;  but  that,  in 
addition  to  this  expenditure,  we  may 
spend  our  surplus  balances,  and  may 
also  borrow  what  is  wanted  to  extend 
the  operations  of  the  East  Indian  Bail- 
way,  now  owned  by  the  State,  and  a 
source  of  considerable  profit.  The  bor- 
rowings for  Public  Works  and  the  East 
Indian  Railway  were,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
£11,130,000  in  the  four  years  from  1880 
to  1883,or  about  £2,800,000  per  annum ; 
and  we  now  propose  to  borrow  directly, 
should  we  think  fit,  £3,500,000  per 
annum,  giving  an  increase  of  £700,000 
per  annum.  But  there  is  one  essential 
difference  between  the  method  in  which 
we  ask  permission  of  the  House  to  borrow 
now  and  the  method  which  we  have 
pursued  in  the  last  few  years.  We  now 
ask  for  permission  to  borrow  in  sterling 
in  Eogland,  when  we  consider  it  de- 
sirable, in  place  of  borrowing  in  rupees 
in  India,  and  as  this  is  a  distinct  change 
in  policy  I  must  shortly  explain  to  the 
House  our  reasons  for  advising  this 
course.  The  reason  is  that  we  cannot 
borrow  at  moderate  interest  in  India  the 
sum  which  we  consider  it  safe  to  spend. 
The  current  rate  of  interest  in  India  on 
good  mortgage  security  is  8  per  cent  per 
annum ;  and  it  is  not  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  an  ordinary  Indian  investor 
will  be  content  with  the  4  per  cent  he 
might  got  if  he  invested  in  an  Indian 
Government  railway,  when  he  can  get 
8  per  cent  on  a  good  mort&;age.  Mr. 
Westland,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Select  Committee,  made  a  careful  esti- 
mate of  what  amount  could  be  borrowed 
in  India  from  Indian  sources  at  mode- 
rate interest ;  and  he  did  not  think  that 

Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 


the  amount  could  be  estimated  at  more 
than  one  and  a-quarter  crores  of  rupees 
a-year.  Undoubtedly,  if  we  were  to 
issue  Rupee  Loans  in  India,  for  more 
than  that  one  and  a-quarter  crores,  they 
might  be  taken  up  in  India,  as  they 
have  been  before ;  but  in  this  case,  sul^ 
scriptions  would  come  from  people  out- 
side India — ^that  is,  people  outside  India 
would  subscribe  to  these  loans,  and 
then  the  interest  would  have  to  be  sent 
from  India — the  biUs  for  this  interest 
coming  into  the  exchange  market,  just 
as  will  be  the  case  if  we  ourselves  borrow 
in  sterling,  providing  the  money  for  the 
discharge  of  the  interest  by  drawing 
bills  upon  India.  If  we  borrow  in  India 
we  borrow  rupees,  and  we  pay  interest 
in  rupees,  and  we  know  for  all  time  the 
number  of  rupees  we  shall  have  to  pro- 
vide annually  to  discharge  the  interest 
on  any  g^ven  amount  of  debt.  As  we 
receive  our  revenue  in  India  in  rupees, 
this  system  of  borrowing  is  perfectly 
simple  and  involves  no  exchange  com- 
plications. But  there  is  one  drawback 
to  it ;  we  have  to  pay  a  much  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  we  have  to  pay 
upon  loans  contracted  in  England.  A 
4  per  cent  loan  contracted  in  Calcutta 
will  now  fioat  at,  perhaps,  94 ;  a  3  per 
cent  loan  contracted  in  England  may  be 
expected  to  realize  88  to  90.  The  in- 
terest on  the  Calcutta  loan  would  be 
4*3  per  cent ;  the  interest  on  the  London 
loan  would  be  3-37  per  cent.  The  dif- 
ference of  interest,  therefore,  on  each 
£1,000,000  sterling  that  we  borrow  on 
these  terms  is  about  £9,300  per  annum. 
Let  mo  illustrate  this  more  fully. 
£1,000,000  borrowed  in  India,  or  rather 
the  equivalent  of  £1,000,000— namely, 
Rs.  1,25,00,000— will  cost  £43,000  a-year, 
or  R8.63,75,000.  £1,000,000  sterling 
borrowed  in  England  will  cost  India 
£33,700,  or  at  present  Rs.42, 15,000. 
The  difference  between  these  sums, 
Rs.ll, 60,000  in  all,  or  £9,300  on  every 
£1,000,000,  is  a  heavy  charge  upon 
India,  and  if  it  were  used  as  a  sinkmg 
fund  accumulating  at  3}  per  cent  it 
would  repay  the  corpui  of  the  loan  in 
45  years.  If,  therefore,  there  were  no 
drawbacks  to  borrowing  in  sterling  here 
as  compared  with  borrowing  in  rupees 
in  India,  we  should  have  no  hesitation 
in  always  borrowing  here.  But  I  am 
bound  to  allow  that  there  are  drawbacks 
to  this  course.  If  we  borrow  in  sterling 
here,  we  must  provide  the  interest  here ; 
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and  we  are  not  certain  what  number  of 
rupees  we  shall  have  to  provide  in  India 
to  cover  any  given  amount  of  sterling 
interest  here.  Borrowing  here,  there- 
fore, in  sterling  for  use  in  India  involves 
the  consideration  of  a  speculative  ele- 
ment— namely,  the  value  of  the  rupee 
as  compared  with  the  pound  sterling. 
This  factor  must  always  be  present  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  are  answerable 
for  the  control  of  Indian  finance ;  and  it 
is  only  when  the  difference  in  the  rate 
of  interest  between  the  two  methods  of 
borrowing  is  very  great  that  we  must 
resort  to  borrowing  here,  and  we  think 
that  the  present  difference  justifies  us  in 
pursuing  this  plan.  I  may  say  that  one 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  East  India  Eailway  Com- 
munication was  as  follows : — 

''Tour  Committee  think  also  that  for  poli- 
tical as  well  as  for  financial  reasons  it  is  de« 
sirable  that  loans  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
raised  in  India ;  but  they  do  not  believe  that 
rupee  loans  which  are  not  really  absorbed  in 
India  differ  materially  in  their  effect  upon  ex- 
change from  sterling  loans,  as  if  held  in  Europe 
the  interest  upon  them  will  probably  be  remitted 
from  India  and  will  come  into  the  exchange 
market.  They  would,  therefore,  recommend, 
quoting  the  words  of  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  1879,  that  when  'the  difference 
between  the  rates  of  interest  in  India  and  in 
England  is  so  considerable  as  to  afford  full  com- 
pensation for  the  g^reat  comparative  disadvan- 
tages which  inevitably  attend  borrowing  in  this 
country,'  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
should  not  hesitate  to  borrow  such  moderate 
sums  in  this  country  as  will  enable  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  complete  such  public  works 
as  shall  have  obtained  his  sanction.'* 

I  may  be  asked,  why  we  should  resort  to 
borrowing  at  all ;  why  should  we  not 
leave  to  private  enterprize  the  construc- 
tion of  lines  of  railway  in  India,  in  the 
same  way  that  they  are  constructed  in 
other  countries  ?  And  the  only  answer  I 
can  give  is,  that  the  investing  public 
have  not  yet  made  up  their  minds  to 
trust  their  money  in  private  railway 
enterprizes  in  India,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  and  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  sat  on  this  question  last  year 
consider  it  imperative,  for  the  purpose  of 
mitigating  possible  famine  in  certain 
districts  and  for  the  development  of  the 
country,  that  railway  construction  should 
proceed  at  a  somewhat  more  rapid  rate 
than  of  late  years  has  been  the  custom. 
At  the  present  time  there  are  in  India 
10,832  miles  of  railway  open,  the  nomi- 
nal invested  capital  of  which  stands  at 
£144,500,000.     The  gross  earnings  of 


these  lines  amount  to  £16,097,200 
a-year,  and  the  expenses  to  £8,026,000, 
or  about  50  per  cent ;  the  net  earnings 
being  £8,071,000;  the  dividend  on 
the  broad  gauge  lines  being  5*69  per 
cent,  and  on  the  narrow  gauge  lines 
4*99  per  cent.  But  I  ought  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
a  very  large  amount  of  money  included 
in  the  £144,000,000  is  not  yet  produc- 
tive. The  real  amount  of  interest- 
earning  money  which  is  invested  in 
Indian  railways  is  £133,000,000  or 
£134,000,000.  To  show  the  large 
amount  of  business  which  the  railways 
transact,  I  may  point  out  that  the 
number  of  passengers  carried  in  1883-4 
was  65,000,000,  and  the  amount  of 
merchandize  was  27,900,000  tons.  The 
people  employed  upon  railways  number 
185,261,  of  whom  only  3,995  are  Euro- 
peans, 3,979. East  Indians,  and  the  re- 
mainder are  Natives.  These  figures 
show  that  a  large  number  of  Natives 
(177,287)  find  employment  on  the  In- 
dian railways.  As  the  Productive 
Works  form  a  large  amount  of  the 
assets  of  the  Indian  Government,  per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  them.  The  ex- 
penditure from  borrowed  money  on  Pro- 
ductive Works  amounts  to  £60,034,000, 
and  from  Revenue,  £12,957,000.  Then 
follows  £32,354,000  on  the  East  Indian 
Eailway,  and  £69,019,000  as  guaran- 
teed railway  capital  outlay.  These 
sums  make  altogether  an  investment 
in  Productive  Public  Works  of 
£174,383,000.  Besides  this  we  have 
loans  to  municipalities,  Native  States, 
&c.,  amounting  to  £7,581,000,  and  the 
cash  balances  on  the  31st  of  March  last 
amounted  to  £14,133,000.  Our  assets, 
therefore,  were  altogether  £196,097,000. 
Then  we  have  liabilities  amounting  to 
£249,860,000,  leaving  the  uncovered 
liabilities  at  £53,763,000.  The  net 
annual  charge  on  India  for  interest  on 
debt  and  expenses  connected  with  rail- 
ways and  irrigation  works  has  diminished 
of  late  years.  In  1872-3,  including  ex- 
change, the  cost  was  £7,915,000,  and  in 
1883-4  it  was  £4,368,000,  giving  an  ad- 
vantage to  the  year  1872-3  of  more  than 
£3,500,000,  notwithstanding  that  the 
amount  of  loss  on  exchange  had  run  up 
to  a  very  much  larger  item  than  it  was 
before.  I  may  point  out  that  the 
figures  representing  the  earnings  of  the 
railroads— namely,  j-69  on  the  broad 
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gauge,  and  4*99  on  tlie  narrow  gauge, 
are  exclusive  of  loss  by  exchange  on 
remittance  of  dividends  to  England, 
which  loss  is  an  uncertain  amount,  and 
which  reduces  the  amount  of  net  earn- 
ings on  that  portion  of  the  capital  which 
was  provided  in  this  country,  when  the 
current  rate  of  exchange  was  higher 
than  the  present  rate.  The  House 
should  recollect  that  these  earoings  and 
this  financial  result  are  achieved,  not- 
withstanding that  most  of  the  heavy  lines 
have  been  made  at  an  enormous  cost ; 
whereas  in  the  case  of  any  railways  now 
being,  or  proposed  to  be,  constructed  in 
the  future,  with  the  exception  of  the 
strategic  line  to  Quetta,  the  Qovern- 
xnent  hope  to  be  able  to  construct  them 
for  about  half  the  cost  of  the  Qreat 
Indian  Peninsula,  the  Bombay  and 
Baroda,  and  the  East  Indian  Lines,  and 
they  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
dividends  will  be  satisfactory.  After 
the  Select  Committee  had  made  its  He- 
port,  we  received  from  the  Government 
of  India  a  scheme  of  Frontier  communi- 
cations for  strengthening  the  Indus 
Valley  line  of  defence,  which  will  cost  in 
all  at  least  £5,000,000.  On  Thursday, 
March  1 2th,  I  laid  upon  the  Table  the 
Papers  explaining  this  proposal,  and 
they  have  been  seen  by  hon.  Members. 
The  scheme  of  these  proposals  is  to 
make  the  Indus  Valley  line  of  defence 
impregnable,  and  also  to  perfect  our 
communication  with  Quetta  and  Pishin. 
First,  let  me  say  a  word  about  the  Indus 
Valley  line  of  defence.  Railway  com- 
munication on  the  broad  gauge  system 
will  be  established  between  Peshawur 
and  Kurrachee,  when  the  bridge  over 
the  Indus  at  Sukkur  is  finished.  With 
the  exception  of  this  bridge,  the  work 
for  which  is  very  heavy,  and  which  is 
now  well  in  hand,  this  line  of  commu- 
nication is  now  complete.  But  in  order 
to  be  able  to  mass  any  number  of  troops 
which  might  be  required  at  any  given 
point  along  the  defensible  line  of  the 
Indus  between  Peshawur  and  Kurra- 
chee, about  360  miles  of  railroad  and 
about  200  miles  of  good  road  are  re- 
quired— the  railroad  to  the  East,  the 
road  to  the  West  of  the  Indus.  This 
railroad  will  strike  off  from  the  pre- 
sent Lahore  and  Peshawur  line  at  Lala 
Musa,  where  there  is  now  a  narrow 
gauge  railway  to  the  salt  mines.  This 
short  line  will  be  changed  to  broad 
gauge,  and  continued  to  the  neighbour* 

Mr.  J.  JT.  CroiB 


hood  of  the  Indus  at  Darya  Khan,  from 
which  place  the  line  will  run  down  the 
Valley  of  the  Indus  to  a  point  opposite  to 
and  parallel  with  Mooltan.  The  cost  of 
this  is  estimated  at  £2,150,000.  There 
will  be  steam  ferries  in  conjunction  with 
the  railway ;  and  this  line  will,  together 
with  the  present  Indus  Valley  Bailroad, 
cover  the  length  of  the  East  bank  of  the 
Indus  for  some  600  miles.  In  order  to 
strengthen  the  line  of  defence  along  the 
West  bank  of  the  Indus,  it  is  proposed  to 
make  a  good  metalled  road  from  Kushal- 
garh  through  Kohat  and  Banu  to  Dera 
Ismail  Khan,  which,  as  hon.  Members 
know,  commands  the  mouth  of  the  Ghu- 
mal  Pass.  The  length  of  this  road  is 
about  200  miles,  and,  including  the 
Kuram  and  Gambela  bridges,  will  cost 
about  £300,000.  But  this  is  by  no 
means  all  that  is  thought  requisite.  I 
have  so  far  spoken  of  the  line  of  the 
Indus ;  but  we  have  also  to  consider  our 
position  at  Quetta  and  on  the  Pishin 
plateau.  We  are  now  in  peaceable  pos- 
session of  Quetta  and  the  Pishin  plateau, 
and  since  the  punitive  expedition  to  the 
Zhob  Valley  last  year,  there  seems  to  be 
no  danger  of  interruption  to  work  by  the 
wild  tribes  in  that  region.  The  Mili- 
tary Authorities  in  India  are  anxious  to 
have  ample  means  of  communication 
between  the  defensive  points  on  the 
Indus  Valley  and  Pishin,  and  they  pro- 
pose, in  addition  to  the  railway  to  Quetta 
and  Shibo,  to  make  a  military  road 
from  the  Pishin  plateau  by  Thai  Cho- 
tiali,  through  the  Han  Pass  and  by 
Fort  Munro  to  Dera  Ghazee  Khan  on 
the  Indus,  opposite  to  Mooltan,  and  it 
is  proposed  to  establish  a  steam  ferry 
there,  and  also  on  the  Ohenab,  in  order 
to  make  this  line  of  communication  com- 
plete to  Mooltan. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  inquired 
whether  this  road  would  run  through 
British  or  Afghan  territory? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  It  was  formerly 
considered  part  of  Afghanistan  ;  but 
since  the  Treaty  of  Gandamak  it  has 
been  regarded  as  British  territory.  This 
road  will  be  250  miles  long,  and  will 
cost  about  £200,000.  This  is  only  an 
estimate  of  cost  which  may  be  exceeded. 
Besides  this,  there  is  the  railway  to 
Quetta  and  Shibo,  about  which  I  gather 
from  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  we  shall  hear 
a  good  deal  more  in  the  course  of  this  do- 
bate.     The  cost  of  this  railway  is  very 
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xtncertain ;  bat  it  will,  from  tlie  extreme 
nature  of  the  difficulties  met  with  in 
the  route  chosen,  be  much  more  than 
was  at  one  time  anticipated — ^namely, 
£2,000,000,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
made  for  less  than  £2,750.000.  The 
only  other  item  in  this  expenditure  is  the 
Ferozepore  bridge,  which  will  cost  some 
£400,000.  I  will  now  say  a  very  few 
words  on  the  very  considerable  difficulties 
which  stand  in  the  way  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  Quetta  line,  aod  for  that 
purpose  I  will  read  a  few  extracts  from 
the  Beport  of  General  Browne.  He 
Bays — 

"  The  railway  crosseB  a  country  where  almost 
every  obstacle  to  the  constraction  of  a  line  has 
to  be  oyercome—extreme  climate,  unhealthiness 
of  the  coantry,  and  want  of  inhabitants,  food, 
carriage,  roa  Js,  timber,  and  every  kind  of  build- 
ing material,  besides  the  natural  difficulties  of 
a  mountain  line  rising  6,800  feet  above  the  level 
of  the  sea.  As  regards  natural  difficulties  they 
speak  for  themselves,  from  the  general  section 
of  the  line,  but  should  be  seen  to  be  realized. 
Except  the  Quetta  section,  which  is  compara- 
tively level,  but  shares  all  the  indirect  difficul- 
ties alluded  to  above,  the  railway  is  an  Alpine 
line  throughout,  on  which  the  earthwork,  the 
bridging,  the  grading,  the  tunnelling,  are  of  so 
exceptional  a  nature  that  comparisons  of  cost 
with  an  ordinary  Indian  ghat  line  are  entirely 
deceptive.  At  Chuppur,  Gurkhaie,  and  Spin- 
tangi,  there  are  many  miles  of  cutting  in  hard 
quartz  and  limestone  rock.  For  40  miles  the 
geological  formation  consists  of  shale,  requiring 
blasting  when  dry,  but  which  has  to  be  cut 
back  to  an  easy  slope,  as  it  melts  like  sugar 
under  rain.  For  40  miles  more  the  line  crosses 
a  species  of  boiled  mud  pudding,  filled  with 
enormous  boulders.  This  formation  cannot  be 
tunnelled,  in  the  total  absence  of  timber  for 
shoring.  This  entails  cuttings  of  enormous 
depth,  which,  in  many  cases,  may  need  to  be 
secured  by  fully  lined  masonry  tunnels  and  to 
be  covered  in  again  to  prevent  landslips.  At 
the  mud  gorge  an  embankment  500  feet  long 
and  105  foot  high  runs  into  a  cutting  1,500  feet 
long  and  75  feet  deep,  entailing  an  expenditure 
on  earthwork  of  over  three  lakhs  of  rupees. 
Should  it,  as  is  quite  possible,  be  necessary  to 
Mcnre  the  cutting  by  a  covered  tunnel,  the  cost 
of  2,000  running  feet  of  lino  will  be  fully  seven 
lakhs.  Such  and  similar  cases  fully  account  for 
high  mileage  rates.  The  Nan  river  draining 
10,000  square  miles,  is  crossed  six  times, 
aggregating  30  spans  of  150  feet.  The  Chup- 
pur rift  bridge  will  be  about  800  feet  above  the 
river  bed,  and  is  only  one  of  many  similar, 
though  not  such  formidable,  bridges  from  80 
feet  to  100  feet  high.  It  ne^  scarcely  be  said 
that  in  a  country  of  ravines  the  mileage  rate 
for  minor  bridges,  drains,  and  culverts  must  be 
exceedingly  high." 

Then  he  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  cost  of 
the  line,  with  which  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House.  I  have  only  referred  to 
Diis  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  that 


this  railway  is  an  exceedingly  difficult 
work,  and,  that  being  so,  the  Govern- 
ment have  come  to  the  conclusion  that, 
in  order  to  expedite  the  formation 
of  communications  between  the  Indus 
and  Shibo  and  Quetta,  it  will  be 
better  to  try  to  have  a  line  laid  down 
through  the  Bolan  Pass,  which  has 
already  been  so  levelled  as  to  make 
it  suitable  for  a  good  military  road.  It 
is  possible  to  lay  down  a  line  there  with 
gradients  of  about  one  in  20  without 
loss  of  time ;  so  that,  by  the  end  of  the 
year,  we  hope  to  have  complete  railway 
communication  with  Quetta. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  this  railway  was  to  be  in  sub- 
stitution for  or  in  addition  to  the  other 
line? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  It  is  to  be  in 
addition,  as  the  other  line  will  be  carried 
on  at  the  same  time.  I  will  now  re- 
capitulate to  the  House  the  heads  of  the 
proposals  that  we  make.  First,  the 
railway  West  of  the  Indus  from  Nari  to 
Shibo  and  Quetta,  175  miles  in  length, 
at  a  supposed  cost  of  £2,000,000,  or  very 
probably  £2,750,000  ;  the  second  is  the 
railway  East  of  the  Indus  from  Lala 
Musa,  vid  Darya  Khan  and  Muzaffar- 
garh  to  Sher  Shah,  with  a  branch  from 
Muzaffargarh  to  a  point  upon  the  Indus 
opposite  Dera  Ghazi  Elhan,  and  in- 
cluding a  bridge  at  Pind-Dadan  Khan, 
and  ferries  over  the  Indus  and  the 
Chenab,  361  miles  in  all,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  £2,150,000.  The  third  is  the 
bridge  at  Ferozepore,  five  miles  in 
length,  at  a  cost  of  £400,000.  Fourthly, 
a  road  West  of  the  Indus  from  Dera 
Ghazi  Khan  to  the  Pishin  plateau,  250 
miles  in  length,  estimated  to  cost 
£200,000,  but  which  will  probably  cost 
more  than  this  sum.  And  fifthly,  the 
other  road  West  of  the  Indus,  from  Dera 
Ismail  Khan  to  Khushalgarh  vid  Kohat 
and  Banu,  including  the  Gambela  and 
Kuram  bridges,  195  miles  in  length,  at 
a  cost  of  £300,000.  The  nominal  cost 
of  the  entire  works  is  £5,050,000,  or 
about  five  crores  of  rupees,  a  part  of 
which  will  have  to  be  paid  from  the 
Revenues  of  India  and  a  part  by  the 
loan  which  I  now  ask  the  House  to 
grant  the  Secretary  of  State  the  power 
to  issue. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
the  cost  of  the  railway  through  the 
Bolan  Pass  was  included  in  the  Esti-* 
m^te? 
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Me.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  That  is  now  being 
carried  out  and  paid  for  out  of  Eevenue, 
the  cost,  so  far  as  it  has  gone  at  present, 
amounting  to  five  lakhs  of  rupees.  I 
have  tried  to  explain  as  shortly  as 
possible  the  proposals  concerned  in  this 
Loan  Bill.  No  doubt,  the  proposals  I 
have  made  will  be  subjected  to  a  search- 
ing criticism.  I  shall  listen  with  the 
greatest  interest  and  attention  to  what 
Hon.  Members  may  have  to  say,  and 
hope  to  have  an  opportunity  of  replying 
to  such  criticisms  as  may  be  urged.  I 
beg  leave  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  BiU. . 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  J.  K.  Cross,) 

Mr.  E.  stanhope,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  move,  as  an  Amendment — 

'*  That  this  House,  while  desirous  of  affording 
every  assistance  to  the  Government  of  India  in 
completing  the  Quetta  Railway,  deeply  regrets 
the  unfortunate  loss  of  time  and  of  money  which 
has  heen  caused  by  the  precipitate  abandon- 
ment of  the  works  in  1881,** 

said,  in  the  exceedingly  clear  speech  the 
House  had  just  heard,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  had 
stated  that  the  main  reason  for  asking 
for  this  Loan  Bill  was  that  the  loan  was 
required  for  Public  Works  in  accordance 
with  the  Report  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee of  last  year.  He  also  said  that  the 
loan  was  to  be  raised  for  carrying  on  the 
work  during  the  next  three  or  four 
years.  He  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  was  not 
going  to  offer  any  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal. Circumstances  might,  no  doubt, 
greatly  change  during  the  next  three 
or  four  years ;  but  he  recognized  the 
importance  of  continuity  of  policy ;  and 
therefore  it  seemed,  on  the  whole,  de- 
sirable that  the  Government  should  pre- 
sent to  the  House  of  Commons  their  policy 
for  the  construction  of  Public  Works 
for  some  years  to  come.  But  that 
rendered  it  all  the  more  necessary  that 
they  should  ask  the  Government  for  full 
explanations ;  and  he  regretted  that  the 
present  opportunity  had  not  been  taken 
advantage  of  by  the  Government  as  a 
favourable  opening  for  bringing  before 
the  House  the  usual  discussion  on  the 
financial  and  general  affairs  of  India. 
He  always  deprecated  putting  off,  until 
the  very  closing  days  of  the  Session,  the 
discussion  of  the  Indian  Budget;  but 
pn  this  oocasion  it  was  all  the  more  ne- 


cessary to  have  taken  an  early  oppor- 
tunity for  that  discussion,  because  the 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  really  depended  on 
the  financial  position  of  India.  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  desire  to  maintain 
some  continuity  of  policy,  the  Qt)vern- 
ment  had  now  presented  an  Estimate 
based  on  the  requirements  of  three  or 
four  years,  and  asked  for  power  to  borrow 
£10,000,000.  He  was  not  going  to  op- 
pose that  proposal ;  but  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  since  the  Budget  State- 
ment was  made  in  India,  two  important 
events  had  occurred.  First  of  all, 
the  Government  of  India  had  been 
called  upon  to  undertake  military  ope- 
rations of  a  very  extensive  character, 
which  had  cost,  or  would  cost,  about 
£3,500,000,  according  to  an  Estimate 
given  about  three  months  ago;  but 
they  had  not  been  told  how  the  expense 
which  had  been  incurred  was  to  be  met. 
At  the  present  moment,  however,  he 
was  most  concerned  to  impress  on  the 
Gt>vernment  the  duty  of  carrying  the 
work  out  thoroughly  when  they  were 
about  it.  India  could  not  afford  these 
constant  scares.  It  was  said  that  there 
was  to  be,  and  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  notice,  a  considerable  reduction  in  the 
ordinary  Indian  Expenditure ;  but  that 
seemed  out  of  the  question,  for,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  there  was  hardly  an 
itoni  that  did  not  ahow  some  littlo 
increflsf,  except;  perhape.  the  Army »  aud 
tbey  knew  what  was  likely  to  happen  to 
that  item.  But,  in  the  aecood  pltiro,  th&re 
had  lieon  an  urgent  desire  for  tb«  ««- 
tablishment  of  a  large  and  pomaftnaiil 
sy!«itein  of  Frontier  coEnmunication  and 
defence*  that  was  to  cost  £5»000,UOO,  an 
expenditure  he  very  much  approved  uf. 
It  wai3  obvious,  however,  that  for  Ji 
long  time  to  come  the  Governi] 
India  would  have  no  money  1 
Frontier  railways  out  of  HeTtitfl 
only  would  they  have  to  mah 
parations  neeesaary  for  war^ 
would  have  to  ^ive  securitf  JH- 
tions  of  their  Frontier  ae  i" 
dcred  necessary,  IXo'^ 
strinceSj  it  was  obvi 
verument  of  India  t 
recouree  to  the  loan 
Members  opposite 
Government  in  f 
for  the  adoption 
attaclied  tho  g 
ance  to  the  ex* 
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communications.     It  was  a  mistake,  in    rahman  at  Gabnl  are  rendered  impossible  of 
his  opinion,  to  dwell  entirely  on  rail-    performance,  for  we  could  not  and  should  not, 

ways  r  many  of  the  proposed  r^^ads  were  J^^Z  jlsT^:il;.sT''''  '"'^  '^" 
as  important  for  strengthening  the  Fron- 
tier as  any  of  these  railways;  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the 
House  the  additional  information  it  de- 
aired  in  detail;  by  laying  on  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  map  now  in  the  Library  of 
the  House.  There  was  one  point  as  to 
these  Frontier  communications  to  which 
he  desired  to  draw  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  It  was  the  portion 
which  used  to  be  called  the  Quetta,  but 
which  was  now  known  as  the  Sibi  and 
Pishin  Bailway.  Everyone  admitted  now 
that  this  line  should  be  made  as  quickly 
as  possible.  He  attached  enormous  im- 
portance to  the  extension  to  Candahar ; 
but  that  would  lead  to  some  difiference 
of  opinion  in  the  House,  and,  therefore, 
he  would  put  it  on  one  side  for  the  pre- 
sent. What  were  the  facts,  however,  as 
to  the  Quetta  Bailway  ?  In  1880,  when 
the  Oooservatives  left  Office,  it  was 
completed  beyond  Sibi,  and,  owing  to 
the  energy  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  to 
whom  the  country  were  under  great  obli- 
gation in  the  matter,  the  line  was  laid 
with  unexampled  rapidity.  It  was  the 
policy  of  the  Conservative  Government 
to  occupy  a  strong  strategical  position 
upon  the  Frontier  connected  with  it  by 
railway,  and  they  desired  to  push  on  its 
construction  as  rapidly  as  possible.  It 
had  the  support,  amongst  others,  of  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala,  Sir  Donald  Stewart, 
Sir  Frederick  Eoberts,  Sir  Edward 
Hamley,  and  Sir  Frederick  Haines. 
Political  opinion  was  no  less  in  favor  of 
it.  On  that  pointy  he  could  not  help 
reading  to  the  House  a  short  passage 
from  a  Minute  recorded  in  1880  by  Sir 
Henry  Bawlinson.    He  said — 

*'  Of  all  possible  political  shortcomings  con- 
nected with  Afghanistan,  the  most  fatal,  as  it 
teems  to  me,  would  be  the  abandonment  of  this 
most  promising  undertaking.  The  railway  was 
the  most  efficient  arm  of  defence  hitherto  de- 
yised  against  Russian  aggression,  far  more 
efficient  than  the  conquest  of  Gabul  or  the  es- 
tablishment in  power  of  a  friendly  Ameer,  for 
its  effect  when  completed  wonld  have  been  to 
transfer  our  military  base  ht>m  the  Indus  to 
within  360  miles  of  the  threatened  point  of 
attack — namely,  Herat.  If  we  now  abandon 
the  work  as  a  sequel  to  the  withdrawal  of  our 
troops  from  the  upper  country,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  we  virtually  deprive  ourselves 
of  the  power  of  protecting  the  Afghan  frontier 
from  Russian  aggression,  and  that  the  promises 
accordingly  of  assistance  against  external  at- 
tack which  we  reoei^y  volunteered  to  Abdnr- 


So  matters  remained  until  the  present 
Q-overnment  came  into  power.  But  in 
May,  1880,  the  present  Government  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  withdrawing 
the  troops  from  all  positions  beyond  the  . 
Frontier,  and  the  railway,  which  was 
the  essence  of  the  whole  scheme,  was 
abandoned  a  few  months  later. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  1880  or 
1881? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  spoke 
of  1880,  as  the  date  when  the  Govern- 
ment first  decided  on  the  withdrawal  of 
the  troops  from  all  positions  beyond  the 
Frontier ;  and  he  would  show  the  noble 
Marquess  the  passage.  But  this  aban- 
donment was  not  decided  upon  without 
protest  by  some  of  the  leading  Members 
of  the  Viceroy's  Council.  Sir  Eivers 
Thompson  declared  as  to  this  as  fol- 
lows : — 

**  But  perhaps  the  most  grievous  and  humiliat- 
ing peurt  of  the  orders  in  <^is  connection  is  that 
which  affects  not  only  the  stoppage  of  the  rail- 
way works  now  under  construction  by  the  Nari 
Gorge,  but  the  dismantling  of  the  rails  and  the 
destruction  of  the  earthworks  already  completcKl 
to  a  considerable  distance  towards  Quetta.  We 
certainly  are  not  acting  herein  exactly  without 
precedent ;  for  we  can  all  remember  the  case  in 
which  the  Chinese  Government  recently,  having 
got  possession  of  a  railway,  proceeded  at  once 
to  demolish  it,  and  to  break  up  its  rolling  stock. 
There  is,  however,  this  difference  between  the 
two  cases,  and  it  scarcely  tells  in  our  favour. 
The  Chinese  Government  had  never  seen  a  rail- 
way before,  and  may  have  had  just  that  kind  of 
excuse  for  its  folly  which  ignorance  and  super- 
stition would  excite.  We,  on  our  side,  cannot 
plead  such  excuses,  and,  least  of  all,  in  places 
where  we  come  in  contact  with  beurbarism.  This 
wilful  and  deliberate  surrender  of  advantages, 
gained  after  a  vast  expenditure  of  time,  and 
thought,  and  money,  and  which  would  subserve 
peaceful  administration  much  more  than  they 
would  supply  the  military  requirements  of  our 
position  at  Quetta,  may  be  intelligible  by  a 
stretch  of  the  imagination  to  some  people  who 
fancy  that  there  is  a  high  moral  motive  con- 
cealed in  our  proceedings ;  but,  as  far  as  they 
affect  India,  they  are  absolutely  beyond  tfaie 
comprehension  of  any  Native  in  the  country.*' 

The  facts  concerning  the  state  of  the 
railway  at  the  time  of  its  abandonment 
were  as  follows : — According  to  the  offi- 
cial Beport  of  1880-1,  the  line  to  Quettb 
had  been  surveyed  throughout,  and  par- 
tially staked  out.  At  the  time  of  the 
battle  of  Maiwand,  engines  were  run- 
ning from  Sibi  to  Nari  Gorge,  and  fron^ 
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Nari  Gorge  onward  12J^  miles  of  bank 
had  been  made,  and  platelaying  had 
been  oommenced.  Buildings  were  more 
or  less  completed  at  11  stations,  at  all 
of  which  defensible  store  yards  had 
been  constructed.  A  service  road  had 
been  constructed  from  Sibi  nearly  to 
Kach,  and  on  to  Quetta  and  GuHstan-i- 
Kharez.  As  regarded  the  rails,  a  quan- 
tity of  permanent  way  material  had  been 
carried  forward,  some  six  miles  of  line 
were  laid  North  of  Nari,  and  in  the  hill 
country  beyond  several  miles  of  rail  had 
also  been  laid.  The  amount  expended 
on  the  construction  of  the  line  beyond 
8ibi  appeared,  according  to  the  Budget 
Statementof  1882,  tohavebeen  £560.000. 
8o  much  for  the  progress  made.  But  it 
appeared  from  the  official  Eeport  also 
that  the  original  intentions  of  Lord 
Lytton's  Government  was  to  have  com- 
pleted the  whole  line  to  Candahar  by 
1882.  Owing,  however,  to  the  difficulty 
of  constructiug  the  line  having  proved 
greater  than  had  been  foreseen,  this 
could  not  have  been  accomplished.  But 
had  it  been  proceeded  with  with  the 
same  energy  as  was  displayed  in  1880, 
it  might  easily  have  been  completed  by 
the  present  time  ;  while  as  regarded  the 
line  now  under  discussion — that  to  the 
head  of  the  Pishin  Valley,  which  the 
Government  were  now  proposing  to  con- 
struct— that  portion  of  the  line,  if  it  had 
been  persevered  in,  would  have  been 
finished  long  ago.  At  the  beginning  of 
1881,  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  rail- 
way received  orders  to  abandon  the  line 
beyond  Sibi.  He  had  heard  from  more 
than  one  eye-witaess  what  had  then 
taken  place.  One  described  the  plant 
and  stores  as  being  practically  left  just 
as  they  were,  and  said  that  no  attempt 
had  ever  been  made  to  bring  back  rails 
and  sleepers  from  the  front.  Some  of 
the  rails  nearer  Sibi  were,  however, 
brought  back  and  utilized  elsewhere. 
Everything  else,  including  the  accumu- 
lated stores,  was  abandoned  to  the  plun- 
der of  the  tribes.  Another  eye-witness 
stated  that  orders  were  sent  for  de- 
stroying the  earthworks  that  had  been 
constructed,  which  were  accordingly 
shovelled  down  to  the  level  of  the 
^und.  The  result  was  that  in  this 
part  of  the  country  no  trace  whatever 
remained  of  a  railway  ever  having  been 
constructed.  The  present  Government 
had  placed  the  whole  cost  of  the  forma- 
tion of  this  line  to  the  charge  of  the 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


Military  Department,  with  the  view, 
apparently,  of  swelling  the  ofifence  of 
the  late  Government  in  having  under- 
taken military  operations.  In  1883-4, 
however,  orders  were  given  by  the  pre- 
sent Government  for  the  recommence- 
ment of  the  work  which  they  had  put  a 
stop  to.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India)  asked  him  what  ought  to  be  done 
in  this  matter,  he  should  answer  him  in 
one  single  sentence — that  the  railway 
ought  to  be  completed  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. When  .the  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gested that  it  was  desirable  to  lay  an 
alternative  railway  line  through  the 
Bolan  Pass,  all  he  could  say  was  the 
sooner  it  was  laid  the  better.  But  what 
did  this  abandonment  in  1881  involve? 
In  the  first  place  it  involved  the  loss  of 
some  money,  the  amount  of  which  it  was 
difficult  to  estimate.  But  it  involved  also 
what  was  infinitely  more  serious — the 
loss  of  three  precious  years.  God  grant 
that  we  might  never  know  how  serious 
that  loss  was!  It  was,  however,  pos- 
sible that  we  might  even  yet  be  made 
aware,  by  the  commencement  of  hos- 
tilities with  Bussia  on  the  Frontier,  that 
our  Forces  might  be  paralyzed  for  the 
want  of  communication.  If  both  sides  of 
the  House  were  so  unanimous  now  about 
the  construction  of  this  railway,  why  was 
it  that  the  Government  thought  fit  to 
abandon  it  four  years  ago?  Did  the 
Government  adopt  that «  course  from 
ignorance,  from  motives  of  economy, 
from  military  necessity,  or  because  they 
regarded  the  idea  of  the  advance  of 
Bussia  as  an  old  woman's  fear  ?  He 
did  not  think  that  either  of  those  were 
the  grounds  that  had  induced  them  to 
abandon  the  construction  of  this  rail- 
way. He  believed  in  his  conscience 
that  the  real  reason  for  that  abandon- 
ment was  that  this  railway  had  been 
projected  by  Lord  Beaconsdeld.  The 
Prime  Minister,  during  the  campaign 
in  Mid  Lothian,  had  pledged  himself  to 
reverse  Lord  Beaconsfield's  policy  in 
India,  and  he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  be- 
lieved that  that  was  the  only  reason  why 
it  had  been  determined  to  abandon  the 
construction  of  this  railway.  The  step 
that  the  Government  had  taken  in  the 
matter  was  entirely  without  excuse, 
and  it  was  a  blunder  almost  without 
parallel.  That  step  had  been  taken 
in  defiance  of  Indian  military  and 
political  opinioDi  and  its  folly  had  now 
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been  clearly  brought  borne  to  this  coun- 
try, and  it  was  now  about  to  be  re- 
traced, for  he  was  sure  the  House  to- 
night would  be  unanimous  in  giving  the 
Government  the  necessary  funds  for 
proceeding  with  the  reconstruction  of 
the  line.  He  had  placed  a  Motion  upon 
the  Paper  with  reference  to  the  subject  ; 
but  he  felt  that  it  was  no  use  crying 
over  spilt  milk ;  and,  therefore,  as  they 
were  unanimous  on  the  subject,  he  did 
not  propose  to  press  that  Motion  to  a 
division.  On  the  whole,  he  regarded 
the  absolute  unanimity  that  now  existed 
as  being  the  best  condemnation  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
as  being  one  of  the  most  foolish  and 
short-sighted  steps  which  they  had  taken 
in  the  history  of  even  the  last  four 
years. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had,  no  doubt,  made 
out  a  good  case ;  but  there  still  seemed  to 
be  a  great  deal  more  to  tell.  They  could 
not  hope  that  if  it  went  on  the  extraordi- 
nary military  expenditure  of  India  would 
be  less  than  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000 
in  the  course  of  the  present  year,  and 
they  ought  to  have  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  where  the  money  was  to 
come  from.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
understood  that  what  they  were  asked 
to  do  was  to  give  a  general  power  to  the 
Government  of  India  to  raise  a  loan  of 
£10,000,000  for  any  purpose  whatever; 
but,  before  that  was  done,  he  thought 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  bound 
to  state  to  the  House  for  what  purpose 
they  intended  this  loan — whether  it  was 
to  be  devoted  exclusively  to  railways,  or 
whether  they  also  contemplated  that  it 
should  be  used  for  the  purposes  of  extra- 
ordinary military  works  and  charges.  He 
had  always  been  rather  a  pessimist  with 
regard  to  Indian  finance.  Indian  in- 
debtedness had  been  largely  increasing, 
and  there  was  no  Sinking  Fund  as  in 
England.  Therefore,  if  the  expenditure 
was  to  be  met  by  taxation,  he  should  like 
toknowhowthis  taxation  was  toberaised. 
He  had  always  thought  that  if  the  day 
should  come  when  our  Indian  Frontier 
should  be  coterminous  with  liussia, 
there  would  be  great  danger  from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  because  great 
expenditure  would  have  to  be  incurred. 
He  deprecated  a  premature  advance  be- 
yond our  own  Frontier.  With  regard 
to  the  advance  of  Bussia  in  Central 

yOL.  OOXCVin.    [thibd  series.] 


Asia,  for  50  years  we  had  cried  out 
**Wolf"  without  reason;  and  at  last 
the  wolf  had  come  upon  us  in  the 
shape  of  great  detriment,  and  almost 
ruin,  to  our  finances.  In  whatever  way 
our  present  strained  relations  with  Russia 
might  terminate,  he  was  afraid  they 
must  leave  behind  doubts  and  difficulties, 
both  with  regard  to  the  good  faith  of 
Eussia  and  with  regard  to  complications 
in  Afghanistan,  which  would  have  a 
very  detrimental  and  ruinous  effect  upon 
our  finances.  The  advance  of  Eussia 
had  been  so  considerable — and  it  had 
been  more  rapid  than  he  expected — 
that  he  feared  the  strain  upon  our 
finances  must  be  very  great  indeed. 
He  would  not  contemplate  an  unfavour- 
able issue  to  the  present  strained  re- 
lations with  Eussia;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that,  under  the  most  favour- 
able circumstances,  there  were  several 
great  additions  to  our  Indian  charges 
for  which  there  was  no  provision  at  all. 
It  seemed  to  him  clear  that  they  were 
going  to  throw  upon  the  finances  of 
India,  which  in  time  of  prosperity  were 
only  in  a  condition  of  equilibrium,  very 
large  charges  of  various  kinds  amount- 
ing to  many  millions ;  and  he  submitted 
that  they  were  bound  to  make  some  pro- 
vision by  which,  if  part  of  these  charges 
would  be  met  by  loans,  at  least  part  of 
them  should  be  met  from  income.  At 
the  same  time,  while  expending  large 
sums  on  railways,  many  of  which 
were  merely  fancy  lines,  the  necessity 
of  increasing  the  pay  of  our  Native 
soldiers  ought  not  to  be  forgotten. 
He  was  not  very  sanguine  that  they 
would  be  able  to  set  things  right  by  a 
reduction  of  expenditure.  If  they  were 
to  face  this  rapidly-increasing  expendi- 
ture they  must  considerably  raise  their 
income,  which  he  did  not  think  was 
sufficient  at  present.  No  doubt,  there 
were  great  physical  difficulties  in  regard 
to  the  Quetta  line ;  but,  in  his  belief, 
the  real  cause  of  its  abandonment  was 
a  pecuniary  one.  The  reason  why  it 
was  necessary  to  abandon  that  line  from 
financial  considerations  was  that  the 
Government  desired  to  obtain  the  good- 
will of  Lancashire  by  abolishing  the 
Indian  Customs  Duties.  He  thought 
that  was  not  a  good  or  proper  reason  for 
the  abandonment  of  the  railway.  He 
was  afraid  that  in  the  matter  of  this 
Quetta  Eailway  the  interests  of  India 
had  been  sacrificed  to  those  of  La^ca- 
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Bhire.  The  people  of  Lancashire  were 
doubtless  Free  Traders  so  long  as  it 
was  to  their  advantage  to  be  so.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  would  be 
able  to  tell  the  House  that  the  finances 
of  India  would  be  managed  on  the  same 
straightforward,  honest  principle  upon 
which  the  finances  of  this  country  were 
managed,  and  that  the  Government, 
having  this  great  expenditure  before 
them,  were  prepared  to  raise  additional 
Eevenue,  either  by  the  re-imposition  of 
those  Customs  Duties,  or  by  some  other 
means  which  would  not  affect  the  already 
heavily-taxed  people  of  India.  As  a 
great  portion  of  the  money  was  to  be 
devoted  to  railways,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  not  confine  them- 
selves to  the  unproductive  lines,  but 
would  do  all  they  could  to  acquire  the 
profitable  lines  as  well.  Their  policy 
hitherto  had  been  to  leave  the  paying 
lines  exclusively  in  the  hands  of  specu- 
lators. That  course  would,  he  trusted, 
now  be  abandoned,  and  the  example  of 
Belgium  followed,  where  the  State  rail- 
ways were  cheap  and  eflfective ;  for  he 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  a  system  of 
State  railways  managed  in  an  economical 
manner,  wi^  cheap  rates  of  transit,  was 
very  much  better  than  the  State  getting 
rid  of  its  liabilities  by  turning  over  the 
railways  to  speculators.  It  was  a  scan- 
dal that,  in  a  cheap  country  like  India, 
the  fares  on  the  railway  should  be  dearer 
than  in  an  expensive  country  like  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ONSLOW,  who  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  to  the  effect  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months, 
said,  that  the  present  measure  was  for 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service  in 
India  generally,  whereas  the  Committee 
last  year  was  on  the  question  of  railways 
to  be  made  for  productive  purposes.  The 
Bill  was  to  authorize  India  to  borrow 
money  for  non-productive  services — 
namely,  the  making  of  military  railways. 
He  congratulated  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  upon  having  been 
able  to  state  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  strengthen  the  Indian  Fron- 
tier. For  his  own  part,  he  would  not 
grudge  a  sixpence  for  that  purpose; 
and  his  impression  was  that  the  proper 
construction  of  Frontier  railways  and 
roads  would  cost  a  good  deal  more  than 
the  £5,000,000  which  was  stated  to  be 

Sir  George  Camphell 


the  amount  intended  to  be  spent  upon 
them.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  money  to  be  borrowed  under 
the  Bill  would  be  spent  entirely  upon 
public  works,  because  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  no  portion  of  that  sum  would 
be  thrown  into  the  general  Bevenues  of 
India,  or  would  appear  in  the  Indian 
Budget.  India  was  incurring  £3,500,000 
of  extra  expense  for  military  purposes  ; 
and  that  expenditure  only  extended  over 
three  months.  If  the  war  preparations 
for  which  that  expenditure  was  incurred 
were  to  go  on  for  another  six  months  or 
longer,  there  would  be  a  great  financial, 
social,  and  political  danger,  which  ought, 
if  possible,  to  be  obviated.  Where  was 
it  to  end,  and  how  long  was  India  to  go 
on  preparing  for  war?  The  finances 
of  India  could  not  be  at  the  present 
time  in  a  satisfactory  position,  and  the 
expenditure  could  not  go  on  increasing 
without  bringing  matters  to  a  crisis. 
India  was  already  very  heavily  bur- 
dened, and  a  prolonged  strain  in  conse- 
quence of  military  preparations  might 
very  conceivably  lead  to  a  total  break- 
down. If  we  were  to  desert  the  Ameer 
and  to  throw  him  into  the  hands  of 
Eussia,  we  should  be  involved  in  very 
great  expenditure  for  the  protection  of 
9ie  Frontier.  It  was  to  be  remembered 
that  not  only  were  railways  and  military 
roads  to  be  made,  but  that  it  would  be 
necessary  also  to  erect  extensive  fortifica- 
tions on  the  Frontier  which  would  cost  a 
large  sum  of  money,  and  thus  swell  the 
demands  upon  the  resources  of  India. 
The  expenses  would  be  enormous,  and 
the  revising  of  the  Estimates  for  1885-6 
would  be  a  serious  question  indeed. 
Still,  it  was  high  time  tibat  the  Frontier 
of  India  shoiud  be  protected,  and  he 
was  ready  to  support  the  Govemment 
in  any  proposals  having  that  object.  It 
was  difficult  to  determine  how  that 
enormous  expenditure  was  to  be  met; 
but  met  it  must  be,  and  it  must  be 
recollected  that  the  effect  of  what 
had  recently  happened  would  entail  on 
the  finances  of  India  a  large  addi- 
tional permanent  charge.  There  was 
no  use  in  blinking  the  serious  posi- 
tion of  Indian  finance  at  the  present 
time.  Unless  matters  were  anucablj 
settled,  it  was  doubtful  whether  tfaa 
amount  of  this  loan  could  be  obtained 
in  the  London  market.  It  was  already 
a  significant  sign  that  Trustees  did 
not-Uke  to   invest   in  Indian  Seeuri- 
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ties.  The  Bill  was  a  simple  one,  bat  it 
involved  an  enormous  principle.  As  the 
matter  stood,  however,  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  admit  it  was  high  time  our 
Frontier  should  be  protected,  and  their 
unanimity  would  show  the  people  of 
India  that  we  were  determined  to  do  all 
we  could  to  protect  them. 

Mr.  SLAOG  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  appeared  to  con- 
sider that  there  was  some  connection 
between  the  abandonment  of  the  Quetta 
Railway  and   the  abolition  of  import 
duties  on  Lancashire  goods.     He  (Mr. 
Slagg)  entirely  failed  to  see  this  connec- 
tion, nor  could  he  imagine  how  anyone 
who  had  grasped  the  first  principles  of 
Free  Trade    could    oflfer  the  slightest 
opposition  to  the  emancipation  of  the 
Indian  ryot  from  the  tax  imposed  upon 
him  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indian  manu-. 
facturers.     It  was  popularly  supposed 
that,  when  Lancashire  was  successful  in 
obtaining  the  abolition  of  the  tax,  some- 
thing was  put  into  the  pockets  of  her 
manufacturers.      Nothing   of   the  sort 
took  place ;  for  the  whole  of  the  duty 
was  actually  given  in  a  reduction  in 
the  price  of  clothing  to  the   Natives. 
With  regard  to  the  Quetta  Railway,  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  given  Notice  of 
an  Amendment  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  made, 
he  thought,  a  very  good  case,  when  he 
showed  that  many  of  those  things  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  now 
doing  were  matters  which  they  strongly 
condemned  the  previous  Administration 
for  undertaking;    and  were    he    (Mr. 
Slagg)  to  say  one  single  word  in  defence 
or  approval  of  the  Quetta  Railway  pro- 
ject, he  thought  a  most  ample  apology 
would  be  due  from  him  because  in  1880, 
he  did  his  best  to  turn  the  late  Govern- 
ment out  of  Office  for  having,  amongst 
other  thing?,  undertaken  that  line.     He 
saw  a  good  deal  more  in  this  matter  than 
simply  the  construction  of  a  line  as  far 
as  Quetta.     It  meant  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of 
the  same  clique  of  military  advisers  who 
prompted  hon.  Members  opposite  before 
1880  to  construct  a  line  into  Afghanistan. 
The  line  meant  the  obtaining  of  a  point 
of  advantage  which  would  enable  the 
Indian  Government,  at  any  time  it  chose, 
to  continue  the  line  to  Candahar;    to 
march  troops,  and  plant  them  in  Can- 
dahar;   and,   if    necessary,   to   pursue 
military  operations  on  a  large  scale  in 
the  regions  of  Afghanistan,  and  so  repeat 


the  miseries  and  horrors  for  which  they 
so  strongly  condemned  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  1880.     It  was  said  that  military 
authorities  were  almost  unanimous  in 
favour  of  this  project,  and  several  names 
were  quoted  which  were,  no  doubt,  of 
great  influence.     But  there  were  other 
military  authorities  of  equal  eminence 
on  Indian  questions  who  had  denounced, 
in  the  strongest  possible   manner,  any 
interference  in  the  afiPairs  of  Afghanistan 
or  its  Frontier  arrangements,  and  who 
were  absolutely  in  favour  of  the  defence 
of  India  on  her  own  proper  Frontier, 
within  her  own  territories.    Among  such 
authorities  he  might  name  Lord  Law- 
rence and  Lord  Dalhousie  as  civilians, 
and  Sir  James  Outram,  Lord  Napier, 
Sir  Neville  Chamberlain,  and  Sir  Henry 
Norman  as  soldiers.  Although  he  should 
express  himself  with  extreme  diffidence 
on  military  questions,  yet,  looking  to 
past  history  and  the  result  of  our  inter- 
ference in  the  affairs  of  Afghanistan, 
he  was  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
should  act  most  wisely  if  we  held  our  own 
territory,  made  that  as  strong  as  we  pos- 
sibly could,  and  avoided  complications  in 
the  territories  of  Khans  and  other  Poten- 
tates.    In  regard  to  the  other  portion  of 
the  Bill,  the  House  could  have  really 
little  criticism  to  make.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  had  stated  that  the 
works  to  be  undertaken  would  probably 
prove  of  a  remunerative  character,  and 
on  the  Government  would  rest  the  re- 
sponsibility of  only  undertaking  works 
of  that    nature.     He   shared  the   ap- 
prehension expressed  by  almost  every 
speaker  as  to  where  the  money  was  to 
come    from    to   provide  the  necessary 
funds.     In  surveying  the  financial  con- 
dition of  India,  he  stood  appalled  at  the 
idea  of  putting  further  burdens  on  the 
shoulders  of  that  much-taxed  people; 
and  although  the  House  would  be  told 
they  were  a  lightly-taxed  people  in  rela- 
tion to  the  actual  sum  paid  per  head, 
yet  they  could  not  conceal  from  their 
minds  that  they  were   miserably  poor. 
It  was  therefore    difficult  to  consider 
what  might  be  a  light  taxation  with  re- 
ference to  persons  whose  incomes  were 
less    than    40«.   a-year.      Perhaps    the 
House  would  be  told  how  the  money 
was  to  be  raised ;  but  he  was  perfectly 
assured  of  this— and  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
no  mean  authority,  confirmed  the  state- 
ment— that  no  more  money  could  be   j 
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raised  by  fresh  taxation.  As  regarded 
the  Famine  Lines — erroneously  called 
Famine  Prevention  Lines — it  had  been 
clearly  demonstrated  that  no  lines  had 
ever  prevented  famines.  Certainly,  when 
famines  had  occurred,  the  railway  com- 
munications had  greatly  relieved  the 
distress  by  bringing  food  supplies  more 
rapidly  to  the  places  of  scarcity; 
but  the  cure  of  famines  lay  far  deeper 
than  any  point  raised  by  these  lines. 
Famine  was  undoubtedly  produced 
in  India,  not  only  by  the  desperate 
poverty  of  the  people,  but  by  a  sys- 
tem of  government  which  he  would 
not  say  was  bad,  but  which  had  cer- 
tainly not  in  all  respects  been  successful ; 
and  when  they  talked  of  famine  and 
famine  prevention,  surely  their  atten- 
tion ought  to  be  turned  to  those  finan- 
cial means  of  relief  and  those  possible 
methods  of  ameliorating  the  condition 
of  the  people  which  could  only  be  affected 
by  wise  and  economical  government.  One 
view  which  he  strongly  entertained  with 
regard  to  this  vast  expenditure  on  the 
Frontier  was  that,  when  another  Go- 
vernment came  into  Office,  they  were 
certain  to  be  presented  with  a  totally 
different  scheme,  and  the  scheme  which 
had  been  adopted  at  the  instance  of 
the  previous  Administration  would  be 
denounced  as  so  utterly  bad  that  it 
must  be  changed  at  once.  Thus  the 
balance  oscillated  between  one  extreme 
and  the  other,  and  the  outcome  of  it 
all  would  be  an  immense  victimiza- 
tion of  the  people  of  India  and  an  in- 
crease of  their  burdens.  He  did  not 
intend  to  oppose  the  Motion;  because, 
as  to  the  commercial  portion  of  it,  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  whose  Report  that  portion 
was  based,  he  was  bound  to  agree. 
But  as  to  the  undertaking  at  Quetta, 
which  no  doubt  had  been  forced  on 
the  Government  by  its  Military  Ad- 
visers, he  felt  bound  to  enter  his  em- 
phatic protest  against  it. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  in  reply  to 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  by  constructing  the  railway  to 
Quetta,  they  were  not  pursuing  the 
policy  of  advancing  beyond  their  Fron- 
tier; but  they  were  simply  making  secure 
their  communications  within  their  Fron- 
tier. His  hon.  Friend  had  also  stated 
that  railways  did  not  prevent  famine. 
That  was  literally  true.  But  they  ob- 
viated the  worst  results  of  famine,  and 

Mr.  Slagg 


largely  diminished  the  mortality.  He 
could  not  help  noticing  that  the  Bill  had 
undergone  several  changes  since  it  was 
introduced.  In  its  original  form,  it  was 
a  Bill  to  supply  means  for  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee which  sat  last  Session,  and  the  funds 
were  to  be  devoted  principally  to  the 
construction  of  commercial  railways, 
whether  reproductive  or  not.  But  since 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  they  had  had 
laid  before  them  some  Correspondence 
with  the  Government  of  India;  and 
from  that  Correspondence  it  appeared 
that  a  very  large  portion  of  the  money 
which  was  to  be  raised  under  it  was 
not  to  be  spent  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  the  description  of  railways  re- 
commended by  the  Select  Committee, 
but  upon  the  construction  of  Frontier 
railways,  which,  he  contended,  were 
really  military  works,  and  in  no  sense 
commercial  undertakings.  He  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  that 
the  estimate  made  of  the  cost  of  the 
Frontier  railways  was  very  considerably 
below  the  mark.  Several  important 
statements  had  also  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  an  additional  railway  through  the 
Bolan  Pass,  and  the  cost  which  it  would 
entail  upon  the  country ;  and  also  with 
reference  to  the  enormous  cost  laid  upon 
India  in  consequence  of  the  military 
preparations  which  were  now  going  on. 
He  joined  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  in 
regretting  the  course  taken  with  respect 
to  this  Bill.  They  had  not  now  before 
them  Sir  Auckland  Colvin's  Financial 
Statement,  which  was  made  two  months 
ago,  and  was  ordered  to  be  printed  more 
than  a  month  ago  ;  but  considering  the 
information  which  had  reached  them 
in  newspaper  abstracts  as  to  that  State- 
ment, he  must  say  that  he  did  not  think 
that  the  prospect  of  the  finanees  of  next 
year  was  very  satisfactory.  Sir  Auck- 
land Colvin  anticipated  a  surplus  of 
£508,100.  He  believed  that  surplus 
would  not  be  secured.  Last  year,  Sir 
Auckland  Colvin  anticipated  a  snipliis 
of  £319,000,  and  the  result  was  not  a 
surplus,  but  a  deficit  of  £716,000.  Thej 
could  not,  therefore,  anticipate  that  he 
was  likely  to  realize  his  estimated  sur- 
plus this  year.  This  was  not  merely  his 
(Mr.  Buchanan's)  surmise.  The  Finance 
Minister  himself  used  these  words  in 
concluding  his  statement^ 
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"There  ia  no  reason  why  our  resources 
should  not  fully  suffice  to  meet  all  the  normal 
expenditure  of  1886-6.  But  if  abnormal  ex- 
penditure, whether  of  a  temporary  or  permanent 
kind,  is  forced  upon  us,  our  Estimates  may  yery 
probably  prove  unequal  to  meet  it." 

Yet  everyone  must  allow  that  a  very 
abnormal  strain  had  been  for  the  last 
three  months,  and  was  now  being,  put 
upon  the  finances.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  had  informed 
him  that  evening,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion, that  the  military  expenditure  in- 
curred until  the  end  of  July  was  not 
less  than  £3,000,000,  plus  £385,000 
for  ordnance.  Then  they  had  heard 
from  his  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  to 
be  a  new  railway  through  the  Bolan 
Pass.  Neither  the  exact  estimate  of 
the  cost  of  that  railway,  nor  the  period 
that  would  be  occupied  in  its  construc- 
tion, had  been  given ;  but  they  had  been 
informed  that  it  would  cost  10  lakhs 
during  the  next  two  months.  Besides 
that,  they  had  had  most  distinct  warn- 
ings that  the  estimate  put  forward  by 
the  Government  of  India  as  to  the  cost 
of  the  Frontier  railways  could  not  be 
relied  upon.  They  were,  therefore,  in 
this  position — that  the  Frontier  railways 
which  the  Government  desired  to  con- 
struct would  cost,  according  to  the  esti- 
mates of  the  Government,  £5,000,000, 
and  according  to  the  Statement  of  his 
hon.  Friend  £5,800,000,  or  nearly 
£6,000,000,  and  in  that  amount  the  ex- 
penses of  the  new  railway  through  the 
Bolan  Pass  were  not -included.  Added 
to  that,  the  Government  already  had 
liabilities  amounting  to  £3,000,000  for 
four  months,  so  that  already  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  for  Frontier  railways  and 
military  expenditure  would  be  indebted 
to  the  extent  of  £10,000,000,  equal  to 
the  total  sum  now  asked  for.  There 
were  increased  obligations  in  the  imme- 
diate future,  and  it  was  right  that  the 
House  should  consider  the  Bill  in  view 
of  the  financial  prospects  of  India  as 
affected  by  recent  political  events.  One 
other  point  he  wished  to  bring  before 
the  House.  He  objected  to  the  Go- 
vernment mixing  up  Frontier  railways 
and  commercial  railways,  for  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
plied only  to  the  latter.  Frontier  rail- 
ways were  as  much  military  works  as 
fortifications  and  barracks.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  proposed  that  those 
Frontier  railways  and    military  works 


should  be  made  entirely  out  of  money 
raised  by  loan ;  but  Sir  Auckland  Colvin 
was  60  opposed  to  the  course  that  he 
entered  a  strong  dissent  against  it,  in 
the  Minute  printed  in  the  Correspond- 
ence which  had  been  circulated-  He 
pointed  out  that  such  a  proposal  was 
contrary  to  the  declared  opinions  of  Lord 
Lawrence,  Sir  Eichard  Temple,  Sir  John 
Strachey,  and  other  eminent  autho- 
rities, and  that  the  result  would  be 
that  the  charge  for  military  railways 
would  be  a  charge  prior  to  the  charge 
for  the  construction  of  commercial 
railways.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  also  expressed  his  concur- 
rence with  the  opinions  of  Sir  Auck- 
land Colvin  rather  than  with  those  of 
the  majority  of  the  Governor  General's 
Council.  Yet  now  these  works  were  to 
be  proceeded  with  out  of  borrowed 
money.  That  was  an  entirely  new  de- 
parture, and  a  departure  in  a  wrong 
direction;  and  Sir  Auckland  Colvin 
anticipated  that  if  the  intention  were 
carried  out,  it  would  indefinitely  post- 
pone the  carrying  out  of  railways 
for  commercial  purposes.  They  were 
undoubtedly  in  a  position  of  con- 
siderable embarrassment  in  regard  to 
voting  this  Bill.  No  one  wished  to 
hinder  the  carrying  out  of  military 
works  which  might  be  deemed  to  be 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  India. 
Still  less  did  they  wish  to  retard  the 
speedy  construction  of  commercial  rail- 
ways for  developing  its  resources. 
Whenever  the  Indian  Government  made 
up  its  mind  what  the  Frontier  was  to  be, 
the  House  would  not  scruple  to  vote 
funds  for  the  purpose ;  but  they  ought 
to  be  careful  to  ascertain  clearly  for 
what  objects  the  money  asked  for  was 
to  be  devoted.  They  ought  not  to  con- 
fuse the  two  issues,  and  they  ought,  in 
sanctioning  a  large  loan,  to  consider  it  in 
its  bearing  on  the  general  financial 
position  of  India. 

Mr.  HAKEIS  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross)  say  that  the  new  lines  would  not 
cost  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  outlay 
on  the  old  lines ;  and  he  was  thereby 
induced  to  hope  that  the  existing  high 
freightage  charges  which  had  so  much 
hampered  the  export  trade  of  our  Indian 
Empire,  especially  in  the  wheat-growing 
districts,  would,  in  consequence,  be  re- 
duced. That  was  essential  to  the  in- 
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terests  of   trade.     As  the  conquering 
country,  we  were  bound  to  develop  the 
resources  of  India  as  much  as  possible, 
and  should  pay  especial    attention  to 
those  lines  that  ran  into  the  wheat  dis- 
tricts.     In  his  opinion,  these  railways 
ought  not  to  be  left  to  private  enterprize. 
He  thought  it  was  much  better  that 
Government  should  undertake  the  con- 
struction of  these  lines  than  that  they 
should    be    left    to    speculators,    be- 
cause they  would  have  them,  to  a  great 
extent,  in  their  own  hands.     The  wheat 
trade  of  India  was  capable  of  enormous 
development;  but  the  Government  did 
everything  in  their  power  to  discourage 
the  higher  cultivation  of  the  soil  by 
adopting  the  principles  of  Mr.  Henry 
George,  and  increasing    the  taxes  on 
land  as  its  value  was  improved.     The 
free  import  of  Manchester  goods  had 
been  mentioned  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion.  Much  had  been  said  against 
the  imposition  of  a   duty  on  imports ; 
and  while  he  did  not  wish  to  raise  any 
Free  Trade  or  Fair  Trade  discussion, 
yet  he  considered  that  taxes  which  were 
far  more  antagonistic  to  the  received 
principles  of  political  economy  were  the 
export  tax  on  rice,  and  the  large  land 
tax  which  handicapped  the  productive 
power  of  the  Natives  of  India.    There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  more  the  Natives 
were  encouraged  to  grow  wheat  by  the 
construction  of  railways,   the  cheaper 
they   could  send  it    to  the  seaboard; 
and  the  more  wheat  came  to  this  country, 
the  more  Manchester  goods  would  go 
out  to  India.     He  maintained  that  any 
existence  of  duties  on  exports  was  a 
much  more  pernicious  principle    than 
duties  on  imports.     Those  were  his  rea- 
sons for   supporting  in  every  way  he 
could  the  Motion  made  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India.     He  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  construc- 
tion of  military  railways  was  a  neces- 
sity, if  they  wished  to  inspire  confidence 
in  India  ;  and  if  this  country  did  not  in- 
spire confidence  in  the  Natives  of  India 
as  to  its  grasp  in  that  country  a  great 
mistake  would  be  made.    Whether  the 
Bussians  intended   to  attack  India  or 
not,  that  confidence  needed  to  be  pro- 
moted all  over  the  country,  in  order  to 
encourage    the  investment  of   English 
capital,  and  to  develop  the  country  in 
every  possible  way. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  merely  wished  to  point  out  to  hon. 

Mr,  UarrU 


Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  not  been 
very  numerous  in  their  attendance  that 
evening,  and  did  not  show  that  interest 
in  an  important  measure  of  this  kind 
which  he    thought  it  demanded,  that 
nearly  the  whole  of  this  expenditure,  or 
rather  the  whole  of  the  £3,500,000  ex- 
pended OQ  warlike  expenditure  during 
the  past  few  months,  was  entirely  due 
to    the    Government's    policy    of    the 
abandonment  of  Candahar.     The  Vote 
the  House  gave  four  years  ago,  by  a 
majority    of    120,    in    favour    of   the 
abandonment  of  Candahar,  and  of  the 
destruction    of    the    Quetta    Railway, 
thereby  reversing  the  policy  of    Lord 
Beaconsfield,    was    directly  responsible 
for  the  expenditure  which  India  and 
this    country    were    now    undergoing. 
This  question  of  military  expenditure 
was  not  to  be  settled  by  the  result  of 
the  Motion  of  that  night.     The  country 
was  now  paying  the  bitter  penalty,  in 
money  and  in  blood,  for  the  incredible 
blindness  of   Her    Majesty's    present 
Ministers,  and  the  Leaders  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party.     If  this  country  were  now 
in  occupation  of  Candahar,  and  if  the 
railway  had  been  completed,  the  Hussian 
Forces  would  not  have  dared  to  approach 
Afghan  territory,  or  even  to  enter  into 
possession  of  Merv.     He  hoped  that  the 
railway  would  be  completed,  not  merely 
to  Quetta,  but  to  Candahar ;  for,  until 
the  railway   conamunication   was  com- 
plete to  that  great  position,  we  could 
not  be  sure  against  a  Eussian  absorp- 
tion of  Afghanistan.  That  railway  must 
be  completed  to  Candahar  by  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  Ameer,  so  that  British 
troops  could  be  thrown  into  that  place 
whenever  occasion  arose;    and  if  the 
Ameer  were  willing  to  consent  to  such  an 
arrangement,  by  all  meanslet  it  be  effected 
at  once.     It  was  assumed  by  some  that 
this  railway  would  not  be  remunerative ; 
but  that,  he  beiieved,  was  a  mistaken  idea, 
and  that  the  accession  of  trade  to  be  ac- 
quired by  it  was  considerable,  for  we 
should  gain  the  whole  trade  ol  Afghan- 
istan, of  Northern  Persia,  and  of    all 
those  tribes  not  subject  to  Bussia.     He 
deplored  the  policy  of  surrender  which 
had  characterized  tibe  action  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government,  and  he  contended 
that  unless  a  more  vigorous  policy  were 
pursued,  nothing  but  danger  was  to  be 
apprehended    from    the    constant    en- 
croachments  of  Bussia  in  the  direction 
of  our  Indian  Frontier. 
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General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  he  greatly  regretted  to  see,  by  the 
very  small  number  of  Members  present, 
how  little  interest  was  taken  in  these 
matters  relating  to  India.  At  one  time 
there  were  not  15,  seldom  not  20  Mem- 
bers present,  and  even  now  there  were 
only  between  20  and  30. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  In  consequence  of 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  I  beg  to  call  the  Speaker's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are  not 
40  Members  present. 

House  counted,  and  40  Members  being 
found  present, 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE, 
in  resuming,  said,  it  was  to  be  regretted 
that  some  more  information  was  not  given 
with  regard  to  the  finances  of  India,  see- 
ing that  £9,000,000  of  new  outlay  would 
be  made  within  the  next  few  years; 
and  he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  in 
his  reply  on  the  debate,  would  give 
further  information,  as  the  last  Budget 
for  1885-6  was  not  of  a  very  hopeful 
character,  so  far  as  meeting  this  in- 
creased civil  and  military  expenditure 
was  concerned.  He  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
had  no  belief  in  the  promises  of  the 
Kussian  Government,  and  was  convinced 
a  forward  movement  of  a  strong  Force 
into  the  healthy  table  land  of  Pishin  was 
necessary  on  our  part  for  the  defence  of 
the  North-Western  Frontier  of  India. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  preparations 
against  the  advance  of  Eussia  would  be 
such  as  would  deter  that  great  Power 
from  moving  on.  He  joined  most 
heartily  with  those  who  felt  that  the 
engagements  made  by  Eussia  were  un- 
worthy of  credit ;  and,  therefore,  most 
cordially  approved  of  a  policy  of  pre- 
paration for  India.  In  connection  with 
that  point,  he  would  urge  upon  his  hon. 
Friend  the  necessity  which  existed,  in 
the  first  place,  for  extending  our  trade 
in  all  directions,  especially  with  Af- 
ghanistan, and  thereby  lessen  the  in- 
ducements for  Eussian  merchants  to  try 
and  open  a  trade;  and  next  in  improving 
and  strengthening  the  Native  Army,  so 
as  to  make  it  more  efficient  than  it  was 
at  present.  It  was  exceedingly  small, 
and  the  money  inducements  for  able- 
bodied  men  to  enter  the  Service  were 
small.  Indeed,  the  Sepoys  pay  was  at 
present  less  than  it  was  100  years  ago. 
Whatever  Force  we  maintained  there  of 


that  character  ought  to  be  as  efficient  as 
possible  by  the  men  being  trained  in 
these  military  exercises  to  the  highest 
state  of  perfection .  Another  obj  ect  which 
ought  also  to  be  carried  out  without  delay 
was  the  extension  of  commercial  railways 
along  with  a  large  reduction  in  trans- 

Eort  rates.  At  the  present  moment,  he 
elieved,  it  cost  60  or  60  per  cent  more 
to  convey  wheat  from  Delhi  to  Calcutta 
or  Bombay  than  from  Chicago  to  New 
York,  the  distances  being  nearly  alike— 
1 ,  000  miles.  If  Indian  wheat  was  to  com- 
pete with  American  they  must  reduce 
the  transport  rates.  One  great  induce- 
ment to  Eussia  to  advance  on  India  was 
to  get  possession  of  her  trade,  and  that 
of  Afghanistan ;  but  we  ought  to  do 
everything  in  our  power  to  prevent  that 
country  being  filled  with  the  goods  of 
Eussia,  and  cheap  transport  in  India 
would  do  more  to  save  that  trade  than 
any  other  measure. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  as  having  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Indian  Eailways.  In  the 
Committee  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  among  the  Members  on  such 
points  as  whether  the  money  should  be 
Dorrowed  in  India  or  in  London,  and  the 
amount  of  interest  to  be  paid ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  judge,  there 
had  been  no  difference  as  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  and  great  advantage  of 
railway  extension  in  India.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  appeared  to  point  to 
this  fact— that  unless  the  Government 
were  entrusted  with  powers  to  raise 
money,  in  this  form  or  some  other  like 
it,  the  extension  of  what  were  called 
**  commercial  lines  **  would  be  seriously 
interfered  with  by  the  absolute  necessity 
of  making  the  lines  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  referred  that 
eveniog.  He  desired  to  put  on  the  Go- 
vernment the  responsibility  of  their  own 
proposals  in  this  matter.  They  had 
come  down  to  the  House  and  said  the 
making  of  these  lines  and  the  expendi- 
ture of  this  large  sum  of  money  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  defences  of 
India.  Now,  he  held  the  opinion  that 
England  was  so  committed  to  India  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  it  should  be  clear 
that,  so  far  as  the  question  of  the  safe  re- 
tention and  preservation  of  that  country 
was  concerned,  this  country  was  bound 
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to  do  ereiything  that  was  necessary  for 
the  purpose.     Some  desire  had  been  ex- 
pressed for  more  information  as  to  how 
it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  the  money 
which  was  asked  for ;  and  he  thought 
the  House  was  also  entitled  to  know 
whether  this  money  would  involve  any 
additional    burden  upon  the  Bevenue 
of  India,  or   any    additional  taxation 
upon  the  people  of  that  country.     The 
Indian  Bailway  Extension  Committee, 
he  would  point  out,  was  very  positive 
on  one  point — namely,  that  tiie  people 
of  India  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
bear  the  cost  of  making   railways   in 
Ihdia.    The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  entered  what 
he  called  a  strong  protest  against  the 
6k)vemment  making  all  the  lines,    he 
being  in  favour  of  the  Government  only 
making  such  lines  as  were  absolutely 
necessary  in  districts  where  they  would 
pay,  and  leaving  to  commercial  enter- 
prize  the  construction  of  them  in  dis- 
tricts where  they  would  not  pay.    He 
(Mr.  Jackson)  had  no  doubt  that  no  one 
would  be  better  pleased  than  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  could 
have  lines  which   were   necessary  for 
military  or  famine  purposes  made  by 
private  enterprize ;  but  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
himself  considered  it  would  be  imrea- 
sonable  to  expect  the  commercial  com- 
panies to  undertake  lines  the  primary 
necessity  for  which  was  the  protection 
of  the  country.    It  was  only  by  Govern- 
ment— who,  in  that  case,  would  have  no 
option  in  the   matter  —  adopting   that 
course  that  the  two  classes  of  railways 
could  be  proceeded  with  at  the  same 
time.     He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member    for  Guildford   (Mr.   Onslow) 
cast  a  doubt  on  the  security  offered  by 
the  Indian  Government.    The  last  thing 
he  (Mr.   Jackson)   should  expect   any 
friend  of  India  ought  to  desire  to  do  was 
to  make  any  remarks  which  would  cast 
any  doubt  upon  the  security,  and  thus 
increase  the  difficulty  of  raising  money 
for  the  necessary  purpose  of  India.     He 
believed  that  the  British  Government 
owed  a  great  duty  to  India;  and  he 
would  even  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
his  idea  was   that,  if   necessary,    the 
British  Government  should  guarantee 
the  money  for  the  construction  of  the 
railways.    The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  Slagg)  seemed  to  doubt  the 
advantage  of  making  railways  in  India, 
because  of  the  danger  there  was  ofxfur- 

Mr.  Jackson 


tiier  taxing  the  people,  who  already 
were  so  wretchedly  poor;  but  in  the 
Beport  which  was  issued  by  the  Com- 
mittee, of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  himself  was  one  of  the 
Members,  it  was  stated  by  General 
Strachey,  who,  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  be- 
lieved, was  recognized  as  a  very  hi^ 
authority,  that  he  estimated  the  annual 
benefit  arising  to  the  people  of  India 
from  the  construction  of  railways  had 
been  £30,000,000  to  £40,000,000.  If 
that  was  accepted,  as  he  thought  it 
would  be,  as  an  authoritative  statement 
of  the  probable  benefit  which  had  accrued 
to  India  by  the  making  of  railways, 
they  might,  he  thought,  set  their  minds 
at  rest  on  tiie  point  that  the  making  of 
additional  railways  in  India  would  add 
to  or  impose  any  additional  taxes  on 
the  people  of  India.  There  was  another 
point  which  he  might  mention  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject,  as  showing 
the  enormous  progress  made,  and 
which,  he  thought,  they  were  entitled 
to  claim  as  having  partly  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  railroad  extension  in  India. 
He  referred  to  the  enormous  progress 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  exports 
from  India.  In  the  same  Table,  to  show 
the  average  annual  value  of  exports,  it 
was  stated  that  from  1869  to  1873  the 
value  amounted  to  £54,990,000  ;  while 
the  exports  in  1883-4  amounted  to 
£88,076,000.  These  figures  were,  he 
thought,  conclusive  as  to  the  advantage 
which  had  accrued  from  railroad  exten- 
sion ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  or  hesitation 
in  his  own  mind  that  a  vetj  consider- 
able extension  of  the  railroad  facilities 
in  India  would  continue  in  the  same 
way  to  benefit  the  people  of  India.  If 
the  making  of  the  necessary  Frontier 
lines  and  of  the  fortifications  were,  in 
any  sense,  crippling  or  retarding  the 
progress  of  a  great  many  of  what  were 
called  **  commercial  lines,"  which  were 
necessary  to  develop  the  resources  of 
India,  he  thought  that,  in  itself,  would 
be  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  Bill,  the 
jiistification  for  which,  if  any  were 
wanted,  would  be  found  in  this— that 
the  direct  result  of  it  would  be  to  de- 
fend and  to  develop  the  resources  of 
India.  He  believed,  further  that  the 
present  proposal  was  one  which  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  defence  of  India ;  it  was 
a  measure  of  protection  against  famine, 
and  in  relief  of  famine;  because,  al- 
though exception   hod   been  taken  to 
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that  statement,  he  thought  it  had  been 
conclusively  shoTni  that,  while  it  could 
not  be  said  that  railways  were  a  protec- 
tion against  the  occurrence  of  famine, 
they  certainly  saved  the   people   from 
results  which  would  otherwise   accrue 
from  famine.     He  thought  it  was  also 
necessary  for  the  development  of  Indian 
resources,  and  would  tend  to  open  up 
new  markets,  and  was  thus  one  of  the 
best  means  at  their  command  of  bene- 
fiting the  people  of  India.     On  these 
grounds  he  cordially  supported  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Mr.    ARTHUR    O'CONNOR    said, 
that,  looking  at  this  question  from  a 
Home  Rule  point  of  view,  he  thought 
that  the  people  of  India  would  be  quite 
justified  m  opposing  this  proposal  with 
all  their  force,  seeing  that  guaranteeing 
funds  for  the  construction  of  railways  in 
India,  when  those  lines  were  not  likely 
to  prove  remunerative  or  profitable,  was 
a  most  unfair  mode  of  proceeding  to- 
wards the  unfortunate  Native  taxpayer 
for  the  benefit  of  the  British  capitalist. 
Then,  again,  they  had  no  information 
whatever  from  the  Government  as  to  the 
probable  financial  condition  of   India 
during  the  coming  year,  when  it  was 
well  known  that  the  Revenues  of  India 
were  not  able  to  bear  any  further  over- 
taxation;   and  he  also  thought  it  was 
not  right  that  a  financial  Bill  should  be 
passed  through  the  House,  without  an 
opportunity  being    afforded  of    ample 
consideration  and  full  discussion.  State- 
ments heretofore  made  with  respect  to 
Indian  finance  had  not  been  justified  by 
results ;  for,  in  some  instances,  where  a 
Department  showed  an  increase,  that  in- 
crease had  been  largely  counterbalanced 
by  the  augmented  cost  of  administration. 
Enormous  sums  were  already  taken  away 
from  India  every  year  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  interest  on  loans  which  had  been 
expended  in  the  construction  of  railways 
which    were    unprofitable.      A    larger 
revenue  was  derived  from  the  Salt  Tax 
now  than  it  yielded  some  years  ago,  al- 
though they  had  been  told  recently  that 
the  Government  had  lessened  the  bur- 
den of  this  cruel  and  oppressive  tax  upon 
India.    The  Customs  Duties  had  been 
lowered  for  the  benefit  of  Manchester ; 
while  the  Excise  Duties,  which  pressed  so 
heavily  upon  India,  had  been  raised.  In 
fact,  the  people  of  India  were  ground 
down   by  a  system  of   taxation   more 
searching  and  distressing  than  probably 


any  other  financial  system  in  vogue. 
Yet  they  were  now  asked  to  vote 
£10.000,000  for  these  railways,  which 
would  never  benefit  the  people  of  India 
at  all.  There  was  one  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  seemed  to  challenge  the  op- 
position of  anyone  who  held  the  political 
opinions  that  he  did,  and  who  thought 
that  a  people  ought  to  be  left  to  manage 
its  own  affairs  without  the  intervention 
of  any  other  people.  That  clause  pro- 
vided that  all  the  bonds  and  debentures 
issued  should  be  charged  upon  and  pay- 
able out  of  the  Revenues  of  India. 
What  had  the  people  of  India  done  that 
they  should  be  saddled  with  this  further 
expense?  If  the  Russians  and  the 
British  were  at  rivalry  in  Central  Asia, 
that  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Indians. 
In  his  judgment  the  people  of  India 
would  be  specially  benefited  by  the 
proximity  of  Russia,  for  British  ad- 
ministrators in  India  would  then  en- 
deavour to  do  something  like  justice 
to  the  imfortunate  Natives  of  that 
country.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
threatened  the  Amendment  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  had  proceeded  to  a  division 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  would  have 
been  obliged  to  vote  against  it,  as  ho 
was  not  inclined  to  regret  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  Quetta  Railway,  which, 
from  the  very  moment  of  its  inception, 
he  had  regarded  as  an  impolitic  and  un- 
just  undertaking. 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS  said,  that,  by  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  he  might, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reply  to  some  remarks  which  had 
been  made.  Attention  had  been  called 
to  the  despatch  of  the  21st  of  May, 
1880,  and  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  intimated  that  it  showed 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  which  re- 
sulted in  the  abandonment  of  the  Quetta 
Railway.  He  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  would 
refer,  however,  to  another  despatch, 
written  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  on  the  29th  of  July, 
1880,  when  he  had  been  informed  what 
the  condition  of  the  railway  was  sup- 
posed to  be  at  that  time.  His  noble 
Friend  said — 

"As  to  the  Candahar  Railway,  it  is  repre- 
sented that  the  line  is  open  as  far  as  the  foot  of 
the  Murree  Hills,  and  'that  on  the  Nari  lower 
section  100  miles  of  road  to  the  Quetta  plateau 
will  probably  be  ready  for  opening  in  1881, 
while  a  further  section  as  far  as  the  Amran 
range  is  being  surveyed,  and  that  between  that 
point  and  Cauduhar  nothing   has  been  done.  _ 
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I  need  offer  no  remarks  in  regard  -to  the  first  | 
two  sections  of  the  railway  which  are  either 
open  or  ready  for  opening.  In  regard  to  the 
two  latter  sections,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
surveys  as  far  as  the  Amran  range  may  be, 
with  advantage,  completed,  and  that  the  coun- 
try beyond  as  far  as  Candahar  may  also  be 
surveyed ;  but  nothing  further  should  be  done 
on  either  of  these  two  sections  with  regard  to 
the  construction  of  the  railway  without  previous 
reference  to  me." 

It  was  quite  clear  from  this  despatcli  of 
the  29th  of  July,  1880,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  accepted  the  first  two  sections 
of  the  Candahar  line — namely,  that  from 
the  Indus  to  the  foot  of  the  Murree  Hills, 
and  also  that  from  the  foot  of  the  Murree 
Hills  to  Quetta,  and  that  he  said  in  this 
despatch  that  he 

"  need  offer  no  remarks  as  to  the  first  two 
sections,  which  are  either  open  or  nearly  ready 
for  opening." 

This  clearly  indicates  that  the  line  to 
Quetta,  at  any  rate,  was  accepted  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  that  he  also  autho- 
rized the  completion  of  the  surveys  to 
the  Amran  range  beyond  Quetta,  and 
as  far  as  Candahar. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
inquired  whether  that  despatch  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS  said,  that  it  had 
not;  but  he  proposed  to  present  it. 
Statements  had  been  made  to  the  effect 
that  the  railroad  had  been  to  some  ex- 
tent destroyed  by  order  of  the  present 
Government  a  short  time  after  they  camo 
into  power,  simply  because  of  the  fact 
that  the  line  was  proposed  by  Lord  Bea- 
consfield ;  but  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  question  was  one  of  policy,  and 
not  of  pique.  It  had  been  also  indicated 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  that 
the  line  had  been  destroyed,  if  not  by 
the  Home  Government,  at  least  by  the 
orders  of  the  Government  of  India.  He 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  denied  that  that  was 
the  case.  The  reason  the  line  was 
stopped  eventually  was  that  it  was  not 
considered  to  be  by  any  means  certain 
that  the  occupation  of  Quetta  and  Pishin 
would  be  continued.  His  noble  Friend 
Lord  Ripon  was  not  personally  in  favour 
of  abandoning  the  line,  when  that  aban- 
donment occurred;  and  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  assertion  that  it  had  been 
destroyed,  for  he  found  on  page  38  of 
the  Administration  Report  of  1880-1  the 
following  statement : — 

"  The  existing  buildings  were  not  dismantled, 
and  such  parts  of  the  lines  as  had  already  been 
laid  were  not  lifted." 

2£i .  J,  K,  Cross 


Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  spoke  on 
the  evidence  of  eye-witnesses. 

Mr.  J.  K,  CROSS  said,  he  could  also 
give  the  evidence  of  eye-witnesses. 
Major  General  Trevor,  who  was  Director 
General  of  the  Railways  under  the  late 
Government,  wrote  a  letter  to  The  Timet 
in  the  spring  of  1884,  in  which  he  stated 
that  there  had  been  a  misapprehension 
on  the  subject,  and  that  very  little  loss 
of  money  had  been  incurred  when  the 
line  was  abandoned.  Major  General 
Trevor  had  also  since  informed  him  (Mr. 
J.  K.  Cross),  in  writing,  that  no  rails 
were  pulled  up  when  the  Quetta  sec- 
tion of  the  Candahar  line  was  aban- 
doned. With  regard  to  what  had  been 
done  on  the  line  and  the  prog^ress  of 
the  works,  he  would  quote  a  Report 
from  Mr.  Molesworth,  the  principal  en- 
gineer in  India,  who  reported,  on  No- 
vember 14,  1884,  that  in  his  original 
note  of  April  20,  1880,  he  had  included 
a  list  describing  the  character  of  the 
different  sections  of  the  line  under  the 
heads  of  **easy,"  '^moderately  difficult," 
** heavy,"  and  "very  heavy."  Mr. 
Molesworth  stated  that  no  great  pro- 
gress had  been  made  in  the  surveys,  and 
that  in  many  places  they  had  not  passed 
beyond  the  stage  of  simple  reoonnois- 
sances.  His  hon.  Friend  quoted  a  Minute 
written  by  Mr.  Rivers  Thompson  (now 
Sir  Augustus  Rivers  Thompson),  in 
February,  1881,  in  which  the  latter 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  the 
lines  were  to  be  dismantled,  and  in- 
stanced a  case  of  such  dismantlement 
in  China  as  the  only  one  which  had  ever 
occurred.  Mr.  Rivers  Thompson's  Mi- 
nute was  written  on  the  receipt  of  a 
despatch  of  the  noble  Lord  who  was 
then  Secretary  fur  India,  dated  Decem- 
ber 3,  1880,  and  was  founded  on  a  mis- 
conception of  the  meaning  of  that  de- 
spatch. Thus  the  only  evidence  which 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  had  brought 
forward — namely,  the  Minute  to  wluch 
he  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  had  just  referred 
— proved  absolutely  nothing.  With  re- 
gard to  the  general  question  of  the 
Quetta  Railway,  he  was  quite  willing 
to  allow  that  it  had  been  stopped  in 
1880,  when  it  was  undecided  whether 
Pishin  should  be  retained,  and  not 
begun  again  till  1883-4.  The  line  was 
then  re-surveyed,  and  it  was  found  that 
a  better  alignment  could  be  made  than 
the  one  originally  intended ;  and  it  would 
be  seen,  when  the  engineers'  Reports 
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were  presented  to  the  House,  that,  so 
far  from  the  discontinuance  of  the  work 
for  two  years  having  been  a  loss,  there 
would  be  a  very  considerable  financial 
saving  on  account  of  the  difference  in  the 
cost  of  materials,  and  from  the  saving 
effected  by  means  of  the  improved  plans 
which  would  be  carried  out.  If  they  had 
to  go  back  into  the  past  to  throw  stones  a,t 
each  other  about  railway  communica- 
tions, he  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  to 
remember  how  long  the  late  Government 
occupied  the  Pishin  plateau,  without  any 
reasonable  communication  between  that 
place  and  the  Indus. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  must  call 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  was  trespassing  rather  too 
far  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  as 
lie  had  no  right  to  reply. 

Me.  J.  K.  CROSS  said,  he  would  not 
pursue  the  subject  further.  He  would 
only  add  that  he  was  much  obliged  to  the 
House  for  their  indulgence  in  listening  to 
those  few  remarks,  and  he  would  conclude 
by  explaining  that  it  was  not  possible 
now  to  lay  before  the  House  the  annua] 
Financial  Statement,  as  it  had  been  sug- 
gested .by  several  hon.  Members  he 
might,  and  which  he  should  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  have  done,  because 
some  millions  of  additional  military 
expenditure  had  been  incurred ;  and 
until  they  ascertained  how  long  that 
expenditure  would  last,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  the  Budget  could  be  presented. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  now  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  8th  June. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT 

(WHITSUNTIDE  HOLIDAYS.) 

RESOLUTION.       [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  proposed  [20th 
May],  **That  this  House  at  its  rising  on 
Friday,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday  the 
4th  of  June.'' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
that  they  had  never,  in  the  recollection 
of  any  hon.  Member  of  the  House,  or 
under  any  circumstances,  adjourned  for 


the  Whitsuntide  holidays,  when  matters 
were  more  depressing  or  adverse,  as  re- 
garded the  interests  of  the  country,  than 
they  were  now.  Never  before  had  there 
been  a  Government  who  had  so  managed 
the  affairs  of  this  country,  that,  if  he 
mentioned  one  solitary  instance,  and  he 
was  not  quite  sure  at  that  moment  how 
we  absolutely  stood  in  regard  to  that 
Power — he  meant  Italy — we  had  not  one 
single  friend  among  European  nations  on 
whom  we  could  rely,  even  in  the  meanest 
and  smallest  sense  of  the  word.  Not- 
withstanding the  assiduous  efforts  of 
the  Gj-overnment  to  conciliate  them,  the 
insults  which  had  been  heaped  upon  this 
coimtry  by  Powers  which  ought  to  have 
been  our  friends  were  now  more  than 
we  had  hitherto  been  called  on  to  bear. 
Everything  had  been  sacrificed  to  Eussia 
and  France,  and  what  was  the  position 
we  now  occupied  in  regard  to  those  two 
Powers.  By  every  means  in  their  power 
they  were  thwarting  the  best  interests  of 
this  country.  Though  he  would  give  the 
Prime  Minister  credit  for  having  done 
all  in  his  power  to  maintain  peace,  yet, 
unhappily,  that  peace  had  not  been  se- 
cured ;  and  he  would  venture  to  say  he 
never  remembered  a  time  when  the 
House  and  the  country  had  been  kept 
in  such  absolute  ignorance  of  the  in- 
tentions, the  views,  and  the  opinions  of 
the  Government  as  they  were  at  the 
present  moment.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  look  back  to  what  had 
passed,  he  would  be  the  first  to  recog- 
nize that  that  which  had  been  his  ex- 
pressed grand  and  primary  principle — 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  should  know  what  they  were 
aiming  at  in  regard  to  the  policy  which 
they  were  pursuing  in  foreign  affairs — 
had  been  violated.  Even  in  the  Papers 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
respecting  Bussia  and  Afghanistan,  the 
most  critical  part  of  the  correspondence 
and  negotiations  had  been  omitted.  Con- 
sequently the  House  was  not  in  a 
position  to  say  whether  the  Government 
had  dealt  honestly,  uprightly,  and 
straightforwardly  with  this  country,  or 
whether  they  had  been  pandering  to 
Bussia ;  whether  we  had  come  to  the 
lowest  degradation,  or  whether  we  had 
yet  a  further  step  to  take  in  that  un- 
happy direction.  He  would  defy  any- 
one—he would  even  venture  to  defy  the 
Prime  Minister— to  get  up  in  his  place, 
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and  say  that  we  were  ia  the  same  position 
as  a  nation  as  we  were  when  he  came 
into  Office  five  years  ago.  He  defied  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to 
say  in  regard  to  his  foreign  and  Colonial 
policy  that  he  had  done  that  which 
would  best  maintain  the  honour,  the 
dignity,  and  the  integrity  of  this  country. 
When  they  saw  that  Bussia  never  in- 
tended to  comply  with  that  which  the 
Prime  Minister  not  only  desired,  but 
demanded;  when  they  saw  that  this 
country  had  been  led,  step  by  step,  into 
that  mire,  into  that  quagmire,  from 
which  the  Government  would  not  be 
able  to  extricate  themselves  or  the 
country,  he  was  justified  in  saying 
there  was  a  point  beyond  which  this 
country  would  not  go — a  point  at 
which  they  would  rise  against  that  Go- 
vernment and  turn  them  out  of  power 
and  place,  relegating  them  to  that  posi- 
tion which  they  were  so  eminently  fitted 
to  occupy.  No  language  was  too  strong, 
if  it  would  only  induce  the  Prime  Minister 
to  put  aside  all  views  in  regard  to  Party, 
— to  put  aside  playing  and  trifling  with 
the  country  merely  to  secure  votes.  In 
that  case,  he  would  receive  a  far  more 
general  support  than  he  now  had.  This 
country  had,  by  the  Government's  policy, 
been  placed  in  an  inferior  position,  both 
in  regard  to  Eussia  and  France.  What 
had  taken  place  in  regard  to  that  **  Fi- 
nancial Convention "  of  which  we  had 
heard  so  much  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
said  that,  unless  the  House  agreed  to 
that  Convention  at  once,  Egypt  would 
be  bankrupt.  Was  Egypt  bankrupt? 
No.  And  yet  none  of  the  other  Powers 
had  yet  agreed  to  that  Convention.  The 
other  Powers  were  keeping  that  Con- 
vention to  play  on  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  to  force  him  to  internationalize  the 
Suez  Canal,  the  prevention  of  which  was 
one  of  the  main  causes  of  our  going  to 
Egypt  at  first.  Tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
came  down  to  the  House,  and  told  them 
that,  although  they  had  sacrificed  every- 
thing they  last  year  held  to  be  most 
dear,  and  that  they  believed  no  financial 
arrangement  could  be  made  with  success, 
except  that  which  they  propounded,  yet 
because  France  would  not  agree  with 
them  they  gave  way  upon  every  point, 
and  only  succeeded  in  gaining  one 
miserable  concession,  which  was  that 
5   per   cent    should  be    taxed  on  tho 
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coupons.  And  now  they  had  it  that 
even  those  coupons  were  not  to  be  taxed. 
Not  a  single  shred  had  been  left  of  the 
proposal  made  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  told  the  House 
that  other  nations  had  their  feelings, 
and  that  they  had  a  right  to  have 
them  considered.  And  the  result  of  all 
that  was,  that  the  Government  had 
shown  they  were  prepared  to  sacrifice 
our  feelings  and  all  our  best  inte- 
rests in  order  to  maintain  peace  at  any 
price,  no  matter  what  humiliation  might 
be  placed  on  England.  These  were 
strong  points  of  indictment,  and  he 
might  go  into  others.  He  might  men- 
tion The  Bosphore  Egyptien  incident. 
Never,  in  the  history  of  this  country, 
had  a  greater  insult  been  offered  to  tlus 
country  than  by  the  manner  in  which 
France  had  dealt  with  us  in  this  matter. 
True,  in  some  slight  particular,  the  law 
as  it  was  in  Egypt  might  have  been 
broken ;  but  his  belief  was  that  if  the 
affair  had  been  properly  managed,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  held  his  head  as  high  as 
a  Prime  Minister  of  this  country  should, 
when  he  associated  this  country  with 
Egypt  in  the  suppression  of  that  news- 
paper, we  should  not  have  heard  so 
much  about  this  most  scurrilous  publi- 
cation ;  denouncing  in  violent  language 
both  the  Egyptian  Government  and  our 
own,  writing  in  every  way  against  the 
British  occupation,  and  in  promotion  of 
a  French  occupation.  He  did  not  sup* 
pose  even  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  would  approve  of  that.  That, 
however,  was  the  aim  of  Jl^e  Bo9phor§ 
Egyptien,  and  now  it  seemed  that  paper 
was  again  going  to  run  its  scurrilous 
course.  In  fact,  it  had  been  republished, 
and  he  presumed  there  was  no  reason 
to  believe  that  it  would  not  repeat  those 
abominable  acts  which  led  to  its  sup- 
pression. He  did  not  like  to  trouble 
the  House  with  extracts ;  but  he  had  a 
letter  in  reference  to  the  closing  of  the 
office  of  the  paper  from  one  on  the  spot, 
and  on  whom  he  could  thoroughly  de- 
pend, a  letter  he  was  quite  willing  to 
show  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  His 
correspondent's  account,  he  might  also 
say,  agreed  with  one  published  in  a 
London  paper  that  morning.  Every- 
thing, said  the  writer,  was  done  in  the 
most  regular  way ;  and  when  the  French 
Consul  appeared,  and    said   he  would 
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Power  held  Suakin,  especially  a  Euro- 
pean Power,  and  if  that  Power  suc- 
ceeded in  occupying  Khartoum  and  other 
points  in  the  Soudan,  that  Power  would 
have  entire  command  over  the  Valley  of 
the  Nile,  which  would  give  it  ahsolute 
power  over  Egypt.  The  most  unwise  step 
the  Government  had  yet  taken  was  the 
absolute  and  unconditional  evacuation  of 
the  Soudan  after  the  enormous  sacrifice 
of  human  life  we  had  incurred  there. 
The  power  of  the  Mahdi  was  broken. 
Osman  Digna  had  no  following,  and 
would  not  have,  unless  we  withdrew ; 
and  with  the  Suakin-Berber  Bailway 
and  very  little  effort  the  country  might 
be  civilized.  When  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  made  his 
statement  in  reference  to  the  Soudan, 
he  ignored  entirely  one  fact  of  which  the 
country  was  proud — ^that  the  Army, 
under  the  most  dispiriting  and  adverse 
circumstances,  performed  duties  as  ar- 
duous as  an  Army  could  be  called  on 
to  perform.  They  toiled  up  the  Nile, 
they  laboured,  they  fought,  they  en- 
dured ;  they  showed  what  a  British  Army 
could  do.  Except  by  one  slight  allusion 
the  noble  Marquess  said  nothing  of  this 
gallant  work.  Last  year  at  Tamai  and 
El  Teb,  and  again  this  year  at  Abu 
Klea,  Metammeh,  Oubat,  Baker's  Ze- 
reba,  and  elsewhere.  No  body  of  men  in 
our  military  history  deserved  better  of 
their  country.  Of  the  Staff  he  would  say 
nothing.  There  were  good  and  able 
men  upon  it,  under  the  distinguished 
Leader  whose  ability  was  acknowledged. 
Though  some  things  less  pleasant  might 
be  said,  he  would  forbear ;  but  the  regi- 
mental officers  of  the  Army,  the  Marines, 
and  the  officers  of  the  Navy — they,  with 
the  men  under  their  command,  had  shown 
we  still  had  a  regimental  system— the 
backbone  and  foundation  of  our  Army. 
But  for  the  way  in  which  the  men  rcdlied 
round  the  officers,  and  formed  a  square 
in  emergencies,  there  would  have  been 
a  very  different  tale  to  tell.  But  nothing 
of  this  came  from  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  took 
the  opportunity  of  publicly  saying  that 
these  men  deserved  well  of  their  country. 
To  the  Staff  rewards  and  promotion  were 
always  given  ;  they  were  always  taken 
care  of ;  but  the  officers  who  toiled  and 
went  all  over  the  world  had  but  few 
friends;  they  were  never  rewarded  as 
they  should  be— men  who  had  done  such 
arduous  work,  with  disease  and  deatl^ 
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only  yield  to  force,  Mr.  Eenwick  placed 
his  hand  on  the  Consul's  shoulders,  and 
said—**  Will  that  be  sufficient  for  you  ?  " 
That  was  all  the  force  used  to  show 
authority  in  closing  the  office.  The 
French  Consul  smiled,  and  said,  "  Yes." 
The  two  gentlemen  then  shook  hands, 
and  separated.  That  was  the  whole 
business  which  France  magnified  into  a 
great  breach  of  the  law,  and  for  which 
she  did  all  she  could  to  place  us  in  a 
ridiculous,  invidious  position  before  the 
other  nations  of  the  world.  Knowing 
our  position  in  regard  to  Eussia  she 
pressed  all  her  claims  upon  us,  because 
she  believed  she  was  dealing  with  a  Go- 
vernment she  could  squeeze.  The  out- 
look in  Egypt  was  very  serious  indeed, 
and  before  the  close  of  the  debate  he 
looked  for  some  authoritative  declaration 
of  the  Gbvernment's  intention  from  the 
Prime  Minister.  Lightly,  some  time 
ago,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the 
House  the  Soudan  was  to  be  abandoned ; 
the  order  went  forth,  and  all  the  unfortu- 
nate garrisons  were  left  to  their  fate. 
A  prudent  Minister,  who  had  considered 
the  question  and  knew  his  own  inten- 
tions, would  never  have  made  such  a 
statement,  and  at  such  a  time ;  but  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
was  one  of  those  who,  in  regard  to 
Egyptian  affairs,  never  looked  beyond 
the  action  he  was  taking  at  the  moment ; 
he  never  looked  to  the  consequences, 
or  what  necessarily  ought  to  follow,  only 
how  he  would  be  able  to  evade  those 
consequences,  or  to  the  means  of  dis- 
continuing or  finishing  the  work  com- 
menced. It  was  now  stated  that  Suakin 
was  to  be  abandoned,  and  this  after 
the  formal  statement  made  some  time 
ago  by  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that 
no  other  Power  would  be  aSowed  to 
hold  Suakin.  To-day,  however,  they 
heard  of  the  possibility  of  the  poor  bag- 
and-baggage  Turk  occupying  Suakin. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  done  every- 
thing to  debase,  degrade,  and  estrange 
that  country ;  and  now,  in  his  troubles 
and  his  difficulties,  he  was  obliged  to  go 
to  the  unspeakable  Turk  to  help  him  in 
the  Soudan.  It  was  to  be  hoped  the 
country  would  never  agree  to  Suakin 
being  held  by  any  other  Power  but  our- 
selves. Our  great  object,  it  was  always 
understood  in  Egypt,  was  to  protect 
our  highway  to  Jjidia  and  our  great 
Australian  Colonies;  but  if  any  other 
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around  them.  He  had  many  relations 
with  tho  Army,  but  never  a  complaint 
had  he  heard  from  any  officer  or  man — 
they  were  too  well  disciplined — but  it 
was  because  he  was  in  favour  of  doing 
justice  to  such  men,  who  not  only 
did  honour  to,  but  maintained  the 
honour  of  their  country,  that  he  ven- 
tured to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  had  done 
their  duty  undermost  difficult,  trying,  and 
dangerous  circumstances.  Into  the  ques- 
tion of  our  position  in  Afghanistan  he 
would  not  now  enter,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  a  few  questions  which  be 
thought  might  be  answered  without 
touching  upon  those  diplomatic  pro- 
prieties so  dear  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. AVere  we  going  to  assist  the 
Afghans  in  the  defence  of  Herat  ?  What 
was  to  be  tho  boundary  of  Afghanistan 
that  we  were  going  to  maintain ;  and 
how  were  we  going  to  defend  the  coun- 
try for  the  Ameer  ?  They  could  not  forget 
that  the  Prime  Minister  some  time  ago 
said,  with  tho  full  consent  of  the  House, 
that  there  could  be  but  one  opinion  with 
regard  to  our  policy  in  Afghanistan,  and 
that  was  that  we  should  maintain  the 
Dominions  of  the  Ameer  intact.  That 
was  tho  view  which  was  taken  by  the 
House  and  ratified  by  the  country ;  and 
he  should  like  to  know  what  view  the 
Prime  Minister  took  of  the  matter  at  the 
present  moment  ?  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  AVar,  in  sum- 
ming up  the  debate  on  the  evacuation 
of  Candahar  in  1881,  said — 

"  Russia  knows  perfectly  well  that  any  inter- 
ference, militarily  or  diplomatically,  in  Afghan- 
istan means  tho  rupture  of  friendly  relations 
with  this  country,  and  she  knows  that  we  hold 
ourselves  justified  in  resisting  such  interference 
by  any  means  in  our  power,  by  any  means  that 
may  be  most  convenient  and  most  suitable  at 
the  time.  It  is  not  necessary  to  say  before- 
hand whether  those  means  would  be  war  in 
Europe  or  Asia — war  by  our  own  troops,  or  war 
by  the  assistance  of  Afghan  levies." — (3  Han^ 
tard,  [259]  2022.) 

"What  was  the  position  now  ?  Were  the 
Government  going  to  make  further  con- 
cessions, and  had  we  any  agreement  with 
the  Ameer  ?  We  were  giving  the  Ameer 
large  quantities  of  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion, and  a  large  sum  of  money  every 
month ;  and  the  House  ought  to  be 
informed  whether  he  was  under  the 
control  of  the  British  Government, 
and   what    seourify    we    had  that   he 
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would  remain  faithful  to  us,  and  not  go 
over  to  Kussia  ?  Had  we  any  assurance 
that  those  arms  and  money  would 
not  be  used  against  ourselves  ?  Few 
would  deny  the  difficulties  that  must  per- 
plex the  Government ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  interests  of  the  country  in 
their  keeping,  and  he  believed  that,  up 
to  this  moment,  the  Government  had 
sacrificed  those  interests.  Before  the 
House  separated  for  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays  he  should  like  to  know  what 
was  the  exact  position  of  the  country 
with  regard  to  Bussia?  It  was  not 
asking  too  much  to  ask  for  an  explana- 
tion. The  Government  were  trustees 
for  the  honour,  dignity,  and  interests  of 
the  country ;  and  unless  the  House  knew 
the  Government's  intention,  it  was  help- 
less to  check  or  advise  the  Government. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that,  on 
these  occasions,  it  was  very  easy  to 
speak  de  omnibus  rebus  et  quibusdam  aliis, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  cer- 
tainly done  so.  He  should  really  like 
to  know  how  long  they  were  to  be  told 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
whole  of  this  country  was  disgraced  and 
degraded?  He  could  tell  them  that 
they  were  going  on  the  wrong  tack. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  know, 
and  would  not  endeavour  to  under- 
stand, what  was  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try as  regarded  the  foreign  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  Con- 
servatives might  rage  and  the  Colonels 
imagine  a  vain  thing  ;  but  he  contended 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Government  of  late  had  been  a 
very  sound  one.  It  was  said  of  the 
Predecessor  of  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  he  brought  home  **  peace 
with  honour."  Well,  the  rip:ht  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  now  given  them 
peace  with  honour.  [Mr.  Warton  :  Dis- 
honour.] He  had  secured  to  them,  he 
might  say,  peace  with  honour ;  for,  had 
it  not  been  for  his  exertions  in  this  most 
difficult  question  connected  with  Af- 
ghanistan and  Eussia,  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  was  perfectly  sure  that  the  howls 
of  tho  Jingoes  in  this  country  and  in 
Russia  would  have  precipitated  us  into 
a  war  which  would  have  cost  us  a  vast 
number  of  millions  of  money,  and  would 
have  simply  secured  a  miserable  strip 
of  steppe  which,  he  gathered,  they 
should  learn,  when  the  Blue  Books  were 
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presented,  the  Ameer  himself  did  not 
want.     The   hon.  and   gallant  G-entle- 
man  who  spoke  last  had  told  them  that 
Ministers  were  wrong  for  not  staying  in 
the  Soudan,  and  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  civilize  that  country.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  contended  that  they  had  no  such 
duty,  either  with  regard  to  the  Soudan 
or  with  regard  to  any  other  country  on 
the  whole  habitable  globe.     Many  hon. 
Gentlemen   on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  were  somewhat  at  variance 
with  the   Government  so  long   as  the 
Soudan  War  continued,  and  they  were 
glad  when  it  was  announced  that  the 
occupation  of  the  country  was  to  be 
speedily  brought  to  a  close.    They  hoped 
nothing  would  interfere  with  that  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  that,   if 
Suakin  could  not  be  handed  over  to 
some  other  Power,  at  least  we  should 
not  remain  there  ourselves,  but  leave  it 
to  the  Soudanese,  because  it  happened 
to  belong  to  them,  and  not  to  this  coun- 
try.    Then,  it  had  been  stated  that  there 
had  been  a  disgraceful  surrender  on  the 
part  of  this  country  in  the  case  of  27ie 
Boiphore  Egyptien,     He  admitted   that 
Lord  Granville  was  wrong  at  the  com- 
mencement of    that    matter;   but    the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  had  recog- 
nized that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  and 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  know  what 
else  could  be  expected  of  a  Minister 
when  he  made  a  mistake  but  that  he 
should  recognize  and  acknowledge    it. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  Earl  Granville 
was  an  exceedingly  able  diplomatist, 
and  it  was  remarkable  how  clever  he 
was  in  getting  out  of  difficulties,  and 
also  how  he  occasionally  got  into  them. 
II  was  pretty  clear  from  the  Blue  Books 
that  The  Bosphore  Egyptien  was  a  very 
objectionable  journal.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
had  written  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  complain  of  The  Bosphore  Egyp- 
tien^  stating  that  it  ought  to  be  sup- 
pressed, and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  entered   into  a  discussion   on  the 
matter  with  the  Government  of  France, 
who  appeared  to  have  taken  up  a  very 
Teasonable  attitude.     But,  on  April  1st, 
liord  Ghranville  had  written  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  stating  that,  as  there  would  be 
an  opportunity  of  trying  the  question 
bj  law,  he  should  inform  Nubar  Pasha 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  saw  no 
Teason  for  inteiiering.     On   the  same 
day  a  telegram  was  sent  to  Sir  Evelyn 
BiMring,  saying  that  instructions  would 
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be  sent  to  Lord  Lyons  on  the  matter, 
and  on  the  2nd  a  despatch  to  that  effect 
had  been  sent  to  Lord  Lyons  at  Paris, 
who   had  spoken  to   M.  de  Froycinet. 
But,  in  the  meanwhile,  before  he  got  a 
reply  from  Lord  Lyons  as  to  the  consent 
of  France,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  had  caused 
this  newspaper  to  be  suppressed,  and 
M.  de  Freycinet  had  naturally  inquired 
why  we  had  asked  him  to  agree  to  its 
suppression,  when  we  had  actually  sup- 
l)ressed  it.     Lord  Granville  should  have 
telegraphed   to  Sir   Evelyn  Baring  to 
tell  him  to  wait  before  taking  action, 
until  he  had  received  a  reply  from  the 
French    Government    on    the    subject. 
That  was  an  error   of  procedure,  and 
one  which  had  arisen  merely  from  Lord 
Granville  not  understanding  precisely 
the    rights    of   Frenchmen  under    the 
Capitulations.     The  difference  between 
the  Conservatives  and  the  Liberals  was 
this — the  Conservatives  were  habitually 
seizing  every  chance  they  possibly  could 
to  get  us  into  trouble,  and  to  promote 
warjwith  Foreign  Powers ;  whereas  the 
Liberals,  when  they  considered  that  a 
mistake  had  been  made,  frankly  said  so, 
and  endeavoured  to  avoid  giving  cause 
for  a  quarrel.  There  was  one  point  upon 
which  he  would  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  that  was  that  he  would 
fairly  and  seriously  consider  the  state 
of  the  affairs  of  Ireland  during  the  Ee- 
cess,  and,  if  he  possibly  could,  act  in  the 
most  generous  spirit  to  that  country,  and 
not  do  that  which  was  contrary  to  the 
feelings  and  desire  of  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  his   supporters  in  the  House. 
Since  1856  exceptional  legislation  had 
been  passed    for    Ireland,    and,   three 
years  ago,  the  Government  had  brought 
into  the  House  the  most  stringent  of 
all  the  Coercive  Acts,  which  was  passed 
for  a  period  of  three  years — a  longer 
time  than  any  Crimes  Bill  before.     The 
three  years   were  over.     The  plea  in 
favour  of  that   Crimes   Bill  was  that 
there  were  numerous  agrarian  outrages 
in  Ireland — there  were  no  agrarian  out- 
rages at  present.     Ireland  was  the  most 
tranquil  of   Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  look  at  the  Ee turns, 
and  they  would  find  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception   of    threatening    letters,    there 
were,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,    no 
agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland.     It  was  per- 
fectly monstrous  that  the  Irish  people 
were  to  be  told  that    if   there    were 
agrarian  outrages,  that   was  a  reason 
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around  them.  He  had  many  relations 
with  the  Army,  but  neyer  a  complaint 
had  he  heard  from  any  officer  or  man — 
they  were  too  well  disciplined — but  it 
was  because  he  was  in  favour  of  doing 
justice  to  such  men,  who  not  only 
did  honour  to,  but  maintained  the 
honour  of  their  country,  that  he  ven- 
tured to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  had  done 
theirduty  undermost  difficult,  trying,  and 
dangerous  circumstances.  Into  the  ques- 
tion of  our  position  in  Afghanistan  he 
would  not  now  enter,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  a  few  questions  which  be 
thought  might  be  answered  without 
touching  upon  those  diplomatic  pro- 
prieties so  dear  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Were  we  going  to  assist  the 
Afghans  in  the  defence  of  Herat  ?  What 
was  to  be  the  boundary  of  Afghanistan 
that  we  were  going  to  maintain ;  and 
how  were  we  going  to  defend  the  coun- 
try for  the  Ameer  ?  They  could  not  forget 
that  the  Prime  Minister  some  time  ago 
said,  with  the  full  consent  of  the-  House, 
that  there  could  be  but  one  opinion  with 
regard  to  our  policy  in  Afghanistan,  and 
that  was  that  we  should  maintain  the 
Dominions  of  the  Ameer  intact.  That 
was  the  view  which  was  taken  by  the 
House  and  ratified  by  the  country ;  and 
he  should  like  to  know  what  view  the 
Prime  Minister  took  of  the  matter  at  the 
present  moment  ?  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  sum- 
ming up  the  debate  on  the  evacuation 
of  Candahar  in  1881,  said — 

"  Kussia  knows  perfectly  well  that  any  inter- 
ference, militarily  or  diplomatically,  in  Afghan- 
istan means  the  rupture  of  friendly  relations 
with  this  country,  and  she  knows  that  we  hold 
ourselves  justified  in  resisting  such  interference 
by  any  means  in  our  power,  by  any  means  that 
may  be  most  convenient  and  most  suitable  at 
the  time.  It  is  not  necessary  to  say  before- 
hand whether  those  means  would  be  war  in 
Europe  or  Asia — war  by  our  own  troops,  or  war 
by  the  assistance  of  Afghan  levies." — (3  Ean' 
tard,  [259]  2022.) 

What  was  the  position  now  ?  Were  the 
Government  going  to  make  further  con- 
cessions, and  had  we  any  agreement  with 
the  Ameer  ?  We  were  giving  the  Ameer 
large  quantities  of  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion, and  a  large  sum  of  money  every 
month;  and  the  House  ought  to  be 
informed  whether  he  was  under  the 
control  of  the  British  Government, 
and   what    security    we    had  that   he 

Sir  Walter  B,  Barttelot 


would  remain  faithful  to  us,  and  not  go 
over  to  Eussia  ?  Had  we  any  assurance 
that  those  arms  and  money  would 
not  be  used  against  ourselves?  Few 
would  deny  the  difficulties  that  inust  per- 
plex the  Government ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  interests  of  the  country  in 
their  keeping,  and  he  believed  that,  up 
to  this  moment,  the  Government  had 
sacrificed  those  interests.  Before  the 
House  separated  for  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays  he  should  like  to  know  what 
was  the  exact  position  of  the  country 
with  regard  to  Eussia?  It  was  not 
asking  too  much  to  ask  for  an  explana- 
tion. The  Government  were  trustees 
for  the  honour,  dignity,  and  interests  of 
the  country ;  and  unless  the  House  knew 
the  Government's  intention,  it  was  help- 
less to  check  or  advise  the  Goyemment. 
Me.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that,  on 
these  occasions,  it  was  very  easy  to 
speak  de  omnihui  rebus  et  quihusdam  aliis, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  cer- 
tainly done  so.  He  should  really  like 
to  know  how  long  they  were  to  be  told 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
whole  of  this  country  was  disgraced  and 
degraded?  He  could  tell  them  that 
they  were  going  on  the  wrong  tack. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  know^ 
and  would  not  endeavour  to  under- 
stand, what  was  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try as  regarded  the  foreign  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  Con- 
servatives might  rage  and  the  Colonela 
imagine  a  vain  thing ;  but  he  contended 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Government  of  late  had  been  a 
very  sound  one.  It  was  said  of  the 
Predecessor  of  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  he  brought  home  '*  peace 
with  honour."  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  now  given  them 
peace  with  honour.  [Mr.  Wartow  :  Dis- 
honour.] He  had  secured  to  them,  he 
might  say,  peace  with  honour ;  for,  had 
it  not  been  for  his  exertions  in  this  most 
difficult  question  connected  with  Af- 
ghanistan and  Bussia,  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  was  perfectly  sure  that  the  howls 
of  the  Jingoes  in  this  country  and  in 
Eussia  would  have  precipitated  us  into 
a  war  which  would  have  cost  us  a  vast 
number  of  millions  of  money,  and  would 
have  simply  secured  a  miserable  strip 
of  steppe  which,  he  gathered,  they 
should  leani,  when  the  Blue  Books  were 
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presented,  the  Ameer  himself  did  not 
want.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  had  told  them  that 
Ministers  were  wrong  for  not  staying  in 
the  Sondan,  and  that  it  was  their  duty 
to  civilize  that  country.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  contended  that  they  had  no  such 
duty,  either  with  regard  to  the  Soudan 
or  with  regard  to  any  other  country  on 
the  whole  habitable  globe.  Many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  were  somewhat  at  variance 
with  the  Government  so  long  as  the 
Soudan  War  continued,  and  they  were 
glad  when  it  was  announced  that  the 
occupation  of  the  country  was  to  be 
speedily  brought  to  a  close.  They  hoped 
nothing  would  interfere  with  that  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  that,  if 
Suakin  could  not  be  handed  over  to 
some  other  Power,  at  least  we  should 
not  remain  there  ourselves,  but  leave  it 
to  the  Soudanese,  because  it  happened 
to  belong  to  them,  and  not  to  this  coun- 
try. Then,  it  had  been  stated  that  there 
liad  been  a  disgraceful  surrender  on  the 
part  of  this  country  in  the  case  of  The 
£osphor$  Egyptien.  He  admitted  that 
Lord  Granville  was  wrong  at  the  com- 
mencement of  that'  matter;  but  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  had  recog- 
nized that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  and 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  know  what 
else  could  be  expected  of  a  Minister 
when  he  made  a  mistake  but  that  he 
should  recognize  and  acknowledge  it. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  Earl  Granville 
was  an  exceedingly  able  diplomatist, 
and  it  was  remarkable  how  clever  he 
was  in  getting  out  of  difficulties,  and 
also  how  he  occasionally  got  into  them. 
It  was  pretty  clear  from  the  Blue  Books 
that  The  Boaphore  Egyptien  was  a  very 
objectionable  journal.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
had  written  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  complain  of  The  Boephore  Egyp- 
tien^ stating  that  it  ought  to  be  sup- 
pressed, and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  entered  into  a  discussion  on  the 
matter  with  the  Government  of  France, 
who  appeared  to  have  taken  up  a  very 
reasonable  attitude.  But,  on  April  1st, 
Lord  Granville  had  written  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  stating  that,  as  there  would  be 
an  opportunity  of  trying  the  question 
by  law,  he  should  inform  Nubar  Pasha 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  saw  no 
reason  for  interfering.  On  the  same 
day  a  telegram  was  sent  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Bering,  saying  that  instructions  woiUd 


be  sent  to  Lord  Lyons  on  the  matter, 
and  on  the  2nd  a  despatch  to  that  effect 
had  been  sent  to  Lord  Lyons  at  Paris, 
who  had  spoken  to  M.  de  Freycinet. 
But,  in  the  meanwhile,  before  he  got  a 
reply  from  Lord  Lyons  as  to  the  consent 
of  France,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  had  caused 
this  newspaper  to  be  suppressed,  and 
M.  de  Freycinet  had  naturally  inquired 
why  we  had  asked  him  to  agree  to  its 
suppression,  when  we  had  actually  sup- 
pressed it.  Lord  Granville  should  have 
telegraphed  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  to 
tell  him  to  wait  before  taking  action, 
until  he  had  received  a  reply  from  the 
French  Government  on  the  subject. 
That  was  an  error  of  procedure,  and 
one  which  had  arisen  merely  from  Lord 
Granville  not  understanding  precisely 
the  rights  of  Frenchmen  under  the 
Capitulations.  The  difference  between 
the  Conservatives  and  the  Liberals  was 
this — the  Conservatives  were  habitually 
seizing  every  chance  they  possibly  could 
to  get  us  into  trouble,  and  to  promote 
war jwith  Foreign  Powers ;  whereas  the 
Liberals,  when  they  considered  that  a 
mistake  had  been  made,  frankly  said  so, 
and  endeavoured  to  avoid  giving  cause 
for  a  quarrel.  There  was  one  point  upon 
which  he  would  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  that  was  that  he  would 
fairly  and  seriously  consider  the  state 
of  the  affairs  of  Ireland  during  the  Be- 
cess,  and,  if  he  possibly  could,  act  in  the 
most  generous  spirit  to  that  country,  and 
not  do  that  which  was  contrary  to  the 
feelings  and  desire  of  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  his  supporters  in  the  House. 
Since  1856  exceptional  legislation  had 
been  passed  for  Ireland,  and,  three 
years  ago,  the  Government  had  brought 
into  the  House  the  most  stringent  of 
all  the  Coercive  Acts,  which  was  passed 
for  a  period  of  three  years — a  longer 
time  than  any  Crimes  Bill  before.  The 
three  years  were  over.  The  plea  in 
favour  of  that  Crimes  Bill  was  that 
there  were  numerous  agrarian  outrages 
in  Ireland — ^there  were  no  agrarian  out- 
rages at  present.  Ireland  was  the  most 
tranquil  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  look  at  the  Keturns, 
and  they  would  find  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  threatening  letters,  there 
were,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  no 
agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland.  It  was  per- 
fectly monstrous  that  the  Irish  people 
were  to  be  told  that  if  there  were 
agrarian  outrages,  that  was  a  reason 
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for  a  Crimes  Act ;  and  that  if  there  were 
no  crimes,  that  was  the  effect  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  Whether  there  were  crimes 
or  not,  they  were  wrong  to  apply  this  le- 
gislation to  Ireland.  Ministers  had  done 
much  of  a  remedial  character  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  they  had  destroyed  the  effect 
of  their  remedial  measures  by  their  per- 
petual attempts  to  pass  Crimes  Bills, 
and  to  goTcrn  Ireland  in  this  exceptional 
manner  from  year  to  year.  So  far  as 
he  could  gather  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  which  he 
had  read  that  morning,  and  which  was 
delivered  at  some  Conservative  Club  in 
the  neighbourhood,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
occupied  a  considerable  position  in  the 
Conservative  Party,  and  who  probably 
would  be  followed  by  a  considerable 
number  of  Conservatives,  intended  to 
oppose  the  Crimes  Act  tooth  and  nail. 
They  had  heard  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  in  the  Cabinet  against  the  re- 
newal of  the  Act ;  and,  taking  that  feel- 
ing with  the  feeling  amongst  the  Con- 
servatives, it  did  seem  a  litde  ridiculous 
that  they  should  perpetuate  ill-feeling 
between  Ireland  and  England  by  en- 
deavouring to  pass  a  few  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Act.  They^were  told  tl^at  owing 
to  the  Crimes  Act  there  was  no  time  for 
other  legislation.  The  Prime  Minister 
replied  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hop- 
wood)  that  he  could  not  give  him  a 
day  for  an  Affirmation  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  that  the  Crimes  Bill  should  be 
set  aside,  and  that  they  should  have  an 
Affirmation  Bill,  so  that,  at  least,  in  the 
next  Parliament  all  religious  tests  should 
be  set  aside,  and  that  anyone  duly 
elected  by  the  country  should  be  allowed 
to  take  his  seat  in  that  House.  There 
was  the  strongest  feeling  against  the 
Crimes  Bill,  certainly  in  Ireland,  and  a 
very  strong  feeling  in  England,  that 
there  should  be  an  Affirmation  Bill,  and 
that  the  House  had  acted  with  con- 
siderable injustice  towards  his  Colleague 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh).  He  would  again  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would,  during  the  Recess,  fairly  con- 
sider the  case  of  Ireland,  and  that  he 
would,  if  he  possibly  could,  act  in  the 
most  generous  spirit  towards  that  coun- 
try, and  not  do  what  was  contrary  to 
the  desire  of  a  very  large  number  of 
his  supporters  in  this  House  by  renew- 

Jtfr.  Labouchere 


ing  any  single  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had, 
while  accusing  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  of  discursiveness  in  his  remarks, 
been  somewhat  guilty  of  the  same  thing 
himself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  eulo- 
gized the  peaceful  tendencies  of  a  Libe- 
ral Government,  and  condemned  the 
warlike  proclivities  of  a  Tory  one,  ac- 
cusing them  with  being  guilty  of  seek- 
ing every  opportunity  to  create  war.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  studied  the  history 
of  the  wars  in  which  this  country  had 
been  engaged  during  the  last  50  years, 
he  would  find  that  out  of  29  or  30,  23 
or  24  had  been  made  by  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  only  about  six  by  the  Con- 
servatives. If,  when  the  hon.  Member 
again  taunted  the  Conservatives  with 
rushing  into  wars,  he  would  bear  this 
fact  in  mind,  it  might  have  some  in- 
fluence upon  the  accuracy  of  his  state- 
ments. With  regard  to  Lreland,  it  was 
a  rather  curious  commentary  on  the 
policy  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  at  the 
end  of  15  years  legislation  for  Ireland 
he  was  compelled  again  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  renew  Coercion  Acts.  They 
had  been  told,  over  and  over  again,  that 
if  Parliament  would  accede  to  all  the 
remedial  measures  which  had  been  pro- 
posed for  Ireland,  all  the  ills  of  that 
country  would  vanish,  and  that  tliey 
would  see  a  totally  different  state  of 
affairs ;  but  instead  of  the  country  be- 
coming more  tranquil  and  more  pa^ed, 
each  Coercion  Act  seemed  to  surpass  all 
others  in  severity;  and  the  truth  was 
that  the  Prime  Minister's  Irish  policy, 
like  his  policy  elsewhere,  had  turned  out 
to  be  one  ghastly  and  disastrous  failure. 
Many  Members  of  the  Tory  Party  re- 
gretted the  necessity  for  these  Coercion 
Acts  as  much  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  himself,  and  with  him  de- 
sired most  earnestly  to  see  that  necessity 
pass  away ;  but  before  they  could  join 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  declaring  that 
they  intended,  under  all  circumstances, 
to  oppose  the  Coercion  Act  tooth  and 
nail,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  said  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  intended  to 
do,  ^  they  required  to  hear  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  state  of  affairs  there, 
what  was  the  precise  condition  of  that 
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country  at  the  present  time,  and  what 
alarming  state  of  affairs  existed  that 
compelled  them  to  renew  those  Coercion 
Acts,  the  necessity  for  which  they  all 
viewed  with  so  much  regret.  The  pre- 
sent state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  was 
brought  about  entirely  by  the  action  of 
the  (Government,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  before  the  close  of 
the  debate  would  inform  the  House  of 
the  precise  condition  of  the  country  now, 
and  what  were  the  grave  and  even  terri- 
ble reasons,  for  some  such  there  must 
have  been,  which  induced  them  to  come 
again,  and  at  the  last  moment,  to  Far- 
liameQt,  with  the  intimation  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  country  that  exceptional  legislation 
should  again  take  place.  What  was  to 
be  the  character  of  the  measure,  and 
when  would  be  the  precise  time  of  its 
introduction?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  said  that  Ireland  was  per- 
fectly tranquil  at  this  moment ;  but,  he 
(Mr.  Ohaplin)  asked,  how  much  of  the 
tranquillity  now  apparent  on  the  surface 
was  owing  to  any  real  or  permanent 
amelioration  of  the  state  of  that  coun- 
try, and  how  much  of  it  was  owing  to 
the  exercise  of  those  very  measures  the 
renewal  of  which  the  hon.  Member  de- 
nounced? The  hon.  Member  also  told 
them,  in  regard  to  the  frontier  affairs 
of  India,  that  the  Government  had  de- 
finitely secured  for  the  country  ^*  peace 
with  honour."  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  said 
nothing  of  the  honour  which  was  likely 
to  devolve  upon  the  country  from  these 
transactions ;  but  he  was  not  aware,  nor 
was  the  country,  or  the  House,  yet  aware, 
that  even  peace  had  been  secured,  whe- 
ther with  honour  or  dishonour.  On  the 
12th  of  this  month,  upon  the  eve  of  the 
division  on  the  last  Vote  of  Censure,  the 
Prime  Minister  informed  the  House,  in 
reference  to  the  proceedings  between 
Lord  Granville  and  Lord  Kimberley  on 
the  one  side  and  the  Bussian  Ambas- 
sador on  the  other,  that  the  effect  of 
those  proceedings  had  been  that  they 
had  arrived  at  an  agreement  which  was 
satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  satisfactory  also  to  Lord 
Dufferin  and  the  Council  of  India.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say, 
with  intense  satisfaction,  that  there  had 
been  no  time  to  receive  the  final  ratifi- 
cation of  those  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  Bnssian  Government,  but  that  it 
was  expected  certainly  from  day  to  day. 

yOL.  CCX(3Vm.    [third  swubs,] 


The  House  heard  that  announcement 
with  the  greatest  gratification,  and  no 
doubt  it  had  a  very  marked  effect  on 
the  debate  which  took  place  on  the  same 
night;  indeed,  he  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  it  did  not  secure  the  majority  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  upon  that  occa- 
sion.   At  all  events,  it  was  exactly  the 
announcement   which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  the  most  satis- 
faction in  making  on  the  eve  of  a  criti- 
cal division.    But  what  happened  ?  The 
division  over,  the  majority  secured,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to  the 
House  the  next  day  and  said  that  he  had 
made  a  mistake— that  he  had  received 
a  communication  from  the  Bussian  Am- 
bassador in  this  country,  to  the  effect 
that  the   right    hon.    Gentleman    was 
not  at  all  warranted  in  having  made 
that  statement.    Time  went  on,  no  an- 
swer was  received  from  Bussia,  and  that 
agreement,  which  they  were  told  was  so 
satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  Lord  Dufferin,  and  to  Bussia, 
had  never  yet  been  ratified.    He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  himself,  on  the  14th  inst.,  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  any 
answer  had  been  received  from  the  Bus* 
sian  Government   as  to  the   proposed 
agreement;    and  whether    the    agree- 
ment met  with  the  approval  of  that  Go- 
vernment ?    The  Prime  Minister  replied 
that  he  had  no  authentic  information  to 
give,  that  communications  were  proceed- 
ing; but  he  was  not  aware  that  they 
had  reached  such  a  result  as  could  be 
communicated  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.     The    right  hon.  Baronet    the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  also  put  some 
Questions,  the  answers  to  which  were  so 
unsatisfactory  that,   on    the   16th,    he 
himself  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when    the   House   would   receive   the 
Papers  relating  to  the  Penjdeh  incident, 
and  reminded  him  that  the  House  had 
been  previously  told  that  the  final  ratifi- 
cation of  the  agreement  was  expected 
from  day  to  day.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  replied  that  he  had  never 
stated  that  he  could  name  a  day,  within 
two  or  three  days,  when  the  negotiations 
would  be  concluded ;  but  that  what  he 
certainly  had  said  was  that  it  would  be 
desirable  that  the  House  should  have 
the  whole  case  before  them.  They  would 
all  agree  in  that.    But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  really  told  the  House 
that  the  ratification  was  expected  from 
day  to  day ;   and  that  had  undoubtedly 
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warranted  the  Hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton in  his  belief  that  peace  had  been 
secured.     It  was  only  another  mistake 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    But  the 
agreement  had  not  even  now— a  fort- 
night later — been  ratified ;  and  they  had 
a  right,  before  the   adjournment,    to 
know  whether  the  Prime  Minister  since 
he  made  the  statement  had  received  so 
much  as  a  reply  from  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment. .  If  the  Government  had  re- 
ceived a  reply,  what  was  the  nature  of 
it?    He  asked  the  Prime  Minister  to 
take  the  House,  for  once,  into  his  con- 
fidence, and  to  state  exactly  how  the 
position  stood  as  to  this    agreement. 
Was  that  agreement  accepted  by  the 
Bussian  Government   or   was  it  not? 
Had    the  right    hon.  Gentleman  any 
hope  that  it  would    be    accepted;  or 
was  it  only  another  of  those  arrange- 
ments  which    were   unconfirmed,   and 
which  were  not  likely  to  be  confirmed, 
though  they  waited  until  the  day  of 
doom?    He  entreated  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  tell  them  what  were  the  pros- 
spects  of  that  arrangement,  which  about 
a  fortnight  ago  he  spoke  of  with  such 
confidence,  being  ratified  by  the  Bussian 
Government,    and  peace  being  finally 
secured.      They  now  learned  that  the 
Ghiards  had  been  stopped  by  the  orders 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  Alex- 
andria;  and  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  when  ques- 
tioned in  the  House  on  the  subject,  said 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  reasons  for  that  step. 
When    the    Conservative    Qt>vemment 
were  in  power,  they  were  taunted  day  by 
day  with  theeoncealment  of  their  policy, 
and  withholding  information  on  every 
occasion.      It  was  therefore    rather  a 
strong  thing  for  one  of  the  authors  of 
those  taunts  now  to  get  up  in  his  place 
and,  when  asked  the  Question  in  such 
critical  circumstances,  to  say — ''It  is 
true  the  Guards  have  been  stopped  at 
Alexandria,  and  that  for  a  very  import- 
ant reason ;  but  we  decline  altogether  to 
tell  you  anything  further  about  it."   The 
fact  was,  the  authors  of  those  taunts  were 
themselves    adopting  the  course    they 
accused  their  opponents  of  following. 
Turning  to  the  subject  of  the  suppres- 
sion of  The  Boephore  Ugyptien^  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt>vernment,  after  due  delibera- 
tion, either  suppressed  or  agreed  to  the 
suppression  of  that  newspaper.    Within 
the  last  few  hours,  however,  they  had 

Mr.  Chaplin 


learnt  that,  either  with  or  without  their 
consent,  that  newspaper  had  been  re- 
issued, and  re-issued  imdercircumstances 
not  very  diflferent  from  those  under  which 
it  was  published  before.  When  asked 
a  Question  on  that  point  not  long  ago, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  al- 
though the  proceedings  had  to  some 
extent  been  illegal,  and  although  he  was 
willing  to  make  some  apology  and  some 
reparation  to  the  French  Government, 
yet  that,  as  far  as  the  re-issuing  of  the 
paper  was  concerned,  nothing  of  the 
kind  would  occur.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  said  that  Lord  Gran- 
ville had  probably  made  a  mistake,  and 
it  was  right  to  acknowledge  it.  Lord 
Granville  appeared  always  to  be  doing 
nothing  but  making  mistakes.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  right  in  sup- 
pressing The  Bosphore  Egyptien  they 
were  plainly  wrong  in  allowing  it  to  be 
re-issued.  That  was  only  another  of 
those  instances,  unhappily  so  numerous 
of  late,  in  which  the  Government  had 
placed  the  country  in  a  position  in  which 
it  had  to  undergo,  nothing  but  unneces- 
sary humiliation,  and  it  was  also  one 
upon  which  the  House  and  the  conntnr 
desired  further  information.  Although 
they  might  be  able  to  keep  their  me- 
chanical majority  in  that  House  probably 
till  the  end  of  that  Session,  they  might 
be  sure  that  the  blunders  and  humilia- 
tions which  were  following  each  other  so 
rapidly  day  by  day  would  entail  upon 
them,  he  hoped  at  no  distant  day,  the 
severe  and  bitter  condemnation  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Various  appeals 
have  been  made  to  me,  in  successive 
speeches,  ranging  over  a  very  wide  field, 
and  I  ought  to  take  some  note  of  those 
appeals,  although  they  are,  in  some 
cases,  of  a  character  to  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  render  a  full  reply.  I  ob- 
serve the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  taunts  the  ''mechanical  ms^ 
jority  "'  on  this  side  of  the  House.  He 
has  borrowed  that  epithet,  and  uses  it 
in  the  way  of  tu  quoque,  having  obtained 
it,  not  from  the  wealth  of  his  own  re- 
sources, but  from  the  history  of  a  for- 
mer Parliament.  In  that — the  former — 
Parliament  the  epithet  was  applied  to 
a  majority  which  never  saw  fit  to  abaii* 
don  the  Government,  or  place  it  in  a 
minority.  Is  that  the  case  with  the 
majority  in  the  present  Parliament? 
[*' Yes ! "]    It  is  nothing  of  the  kini 
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Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Mr.  T.  0.  Bruce), 
"who  contradicts  me,  was  himself  the 
triumphant  Mover  of  a  Motion  of  great 
importance,  leading  to  a  controversy  of 
the  most  serious  character,  in  which  the 
Government  had  been  placed,  by  the 
defection  of  a  large  number  of  their  in- 
dependent Friends,  in  a  minority.  They 
have  been  habitually  placed  in  such  mi- 
norities ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  is 
surprised  that  I  should  say  the  applica- 
tion of  the  epithet  *'  mechanical  majo- 
rity" to  a  majority  the  Members  of 
which  exercise  their  independent  judg- 
ment, to  the  great  inconvenience,  un- 
questionably, of  the  Government  which 
in  general  they  so  generously  support, 
is  not  a  proper  application.  That  is  not 
a  mechanical  majority;  that  is  a  ma- 
jority wluch  considers  the  grounds  on 
which  it  stands,  a  majority  which  en- 
deavours to  weigh  questions  according 
to  their  merits.  I  must  here  observe 
upon  the  great  disadvantage  of  the  in- 
equality upon  which  discussions  of  this 
kind  are  carried  on.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  made  a  speech  of  the 
wildest  declamation.  Every  opinion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  re- 
ceived with  suence  and  respect  on  this 
side  of  the  House ;  but  the  moment  an 
hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House  rises  and  begins  to  utter,  in  much 
more  guarded  language,  opposite  opi- 
nions, he  is  met  with  jeers,  laughter, 
and  cries  and  interruptions  of  one  de- 
scription and  another.  Mark  me,  that 
this  state  of  things  is  too  likely  to  grow 
habitual.  I  shall  probably  never  refer 
to  it  again.  I  think  I  have  noticed  it 
sufficiently  already,  and  you  may  rely 
upon  it  that  the  references  which  I  have 
made  to  it  will  be  themselves  referred 
to  in  future  years.  Both  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  last  spoke  have  made  ap- 
Seals  to  me  in  reference  to  Ireland.  The 
on.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
says  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
for  the  last  15  years  has  been  a  perfect 
failure.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  all.  I  will  not  now  refer 
to  a  matter  which  he  says  ought  to  be 
produced  in  the  debate  to-night,  but 
which,  I  think,  ought  not  to  be  produced 
in  the  debate — ^I  mean  the  matter  of 
proposing  legislation  with  respect  to 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  with  regard 
to  crimes  and  outrage,  and  with  regard 


to  the  confidence  felt  by  society  at  large 
in  the  maintenance  of  order  and  the 
prosecution  of  the  common  pursuits  of 
life. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  beg  pardon; 
what  I  said  ought  to  be  produced  were 
the  reasons  of  the  Government  for  the 
necessity  of  re-introducing  coercion  mea- 
sures. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No  doubt;  but 
this  is  not  the  time,  in  my  opinion,  for 
producing  the  reasons  which  the  Gt)- 
vernment  may  have  even  for  proposing 
any  legislation  at  all  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  or  for  proposing  that  legisla- 
tion in  the  form  m  which  they  will 
bring  it  forward.  We  do  not  admit  the 
failure  of  the  legislation  which  has  been 
attempted.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say  how 
long  it  may  be  before  the  woes  and 
evils  of  Ireland,  due  to  so  many  genera- 
tions and  to  so  many  centuries  of  mis- 
government  and  oppression,  may  be  re- 
moved ;  but  it  is  for  me  to  say  l^at  pro- 
gress has  been  made,  and  progress  of  a 
most  important  kind.  The  poison  of 
religious  ascendancy,  the  bitterest  and 
the  most  virulent  of  all  poisons,  has  been  . 
expelled  from  Irish  life.  In  my  opi- 
nion, that  is  a  great  achievement  and  a 
great  advantage  gained,  and  never,  I 
hope,  to  be  lost  and  surrendered.  But  I 
have  another  opinion,  which  may  seem 
strange  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  In  my 
opinion,  the  happiness  of  the  masses  of 
the  people,  the  faculty  they  possess  of 
insuring  by  their  industry  some  decent 
return,  sufficient  to  keep  body  and  soul 
together,  sufficient  to  lift  them  above 
the  lowest  level  of  human  misery,  is  a 
consideration  of  the  greatest  and  most 
vital  importance.  I  firmly  say  that,  so 
far  as  depends  on  law,  never  in  any 
country  within  the  same  time  has  greater 

Progress  been  made  than  has  been  made 
y  legislation  of  this  House  with  respect 
to  Ireland  during  the  last  four  years. 
I  am  not  in  the  slightest  degree  afraid 
of  the  taunts  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  I 
am  far  from  denying  that  there  is  much 
to  desire,  and  much  to  cure ;  but  I  meet 
his  taunts  with  courage  and  with  con- 
fidence. The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
it  is  a  dreadful  thing  that  we  should 
renew  the  Coercion  Act.  I  am  not  sure 
what  the  hon.  Member  means  by  the 
Coercion  Act.  He  is  speaking  of  a  Bill 
of  which  he  knows  nothing ;  and  I  have 
not  described  this  Bill  as  a  Coercion 
Act. 
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Me.  CHAPLIN :  I  beg  pardon.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  announced 
his  intention  of  renewing  whateiver  may 
be  valuable  and  equitable  in  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act;  and  he  would 
not  say  that  there  is  anything  in  it  that 
is  not  valuable  or  that  is  inequitable. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  to  my  words,  let  him  quote 
them  with  accuracy.  My  words  were 
that  there  were  various  provisions  of  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  which,  in  our 
opinion,  were  valuable  and  were  equi- 
table ;  that  we  had  embodied  them  in  a 
Bill,  and  that  we  intended  to  propose 
them  to  Parliament.  I  did  not  say  they 
were  coercive  provisions;  nor  shall  I 
now  say  anything  on  the  subject  whe- 
ther they  are  coercive  provisions  or  not. 
The  time  for  us  to  explain  them,  and 
the  time  for  the  House  to  appreciate 
them,  will  appear  very  soon — I  hope 
shortly  after  the  Whitsuntide  Eecess. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  at  what  time 
such  a  measure  will  be  introduced,  and 
that  is  the  best  satisfaction  I  can  give 
him.  He  will  then  be  able  to  form  his 
own  judgment,  like  all  other  Members  of 
this  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
an  appeal  to  history,  and  says  that  in 
the  last  50  years  only  six  or  seven  wars 
have  been  made  by  the  Conservative 
Party.  The  hon.  Gentleman  appears 
entirely  to  forget  that  until  within  the 
last  20  or  25  years,  or  something  like 
that  period,  the  Conservative  Party  were 
the  Peace  Party  in  this  country.  Has 
he  seen  no  change  in  the  tone  of  the 
Conservative  Party  of  late  years,  as 
compared  with  what  it  was  ?  Does  he 
thiuK  that  the  tone  of  his  own  Party  at 
this  moment,  or  at  any  time  during  the 
last  10  or  15  years,  is  the  same  tone  as 
that  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  the  tone  of  the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen,  or  the  tone  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington?  The  tone  of  his 
Party  has  undergone  a  complete  and 
fundamental  revolution ;  and  it  appears 
to  be  the  object  of  tpo  many  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House  to  make  the 
principal  part  of  their  political  pursuits 
to  stir  up  passions  between  nations,  and 
not  to  allay  them.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, perhaps,  recollects  the  attitude  of 
the  present  Conservative  Party — but 
I  decline  to  identify  the  present  Con- 
servative Party— on  the  subject  of  Den- 
mark. Were  the  speeches  then  made 
speeches  of  a  character  to  promote  peace 
between  the  two  countries  ?    The  hon. 


Gentleman,  perhaps,  recollects  the  at- 
titude of  the  Parfy  during  the  time  of 
the  American  Civil  War.  Was  that  an 
attitude  which  tended  to  peace?  He 
cannot  form  any  just  estimate  of  the 
question  how  far  it  is  possible  to  distri- 
bute praise  and  blame  in  respect  of  the 
war  between  the  one  Party  and  the 
other;  and  especially  he  cannot  appro- 
priate to  himself  the  character  and  the 
proceeds  of  the  policy  for  the  last  50  years 
without  taking  into  view  the  enormous 
change  that  has  taken  place  in  the  policy, 
conduct,  and  attitude  of  his  Party.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  the  last  10 
years.  In  my  opinion  that  is  a  matter 
too  large  for  discussion  at  this  moment ; 
but  I  am  ready  to  maintain  the  same  argu- 
ment. There  is  not  a  difficulty  in  wluch 
we  have  been  involved  during  the  last 
five  years — ^I  agree  there  have  been 
many ;  I  will  not  claim  that  we  have 
always  been  right  in  judgment  in  deal- 
ing with  them ;  I  think  the  strong  pro- 
bability is  that  we  have  made  various 
and  serious  errors — ^but  not  one  of  those 
difficulties  was  of  our  own  creation.  In 
our  policy  we  have  never  made  claim  to 
an  ambitious  foreign  policy;  we  have 
endeavoured  to  cope,  as  we  could,  with 
the  circumstances  which  we  found.  I 
rejoice  to  say  in  many  cases  we  have 
succeeded ;  but  I  admit  there  are  other 
cases  in  which  success  is  either  far  dis- 
tant or  incomplete.  \_A  laughJ^  I  see 
no  matter  for  laughing ;  and  yet  no  per- 
son can  be  blamed,  no  creature  of  the 
Almighty  can  be  blamed,  either  for 
utterance  or  action  which  is  most  con- 
genial to  him,  and  I  cannot  blame  the 
application  of  laughter — which  may  ap- 
pear to  me  most  unsuitable— in  those 
who  find  it  most  congenial  to  their  own 
character.  Keference  has  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampiooi 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  to  The  Boepkare  Bjfff* 
tien,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  my  hon. 
Friend  is  not  quite  accurate  in  his  refer- 
ence to  that  newspaper.  Our  desire  has 
been,  while  we  are  in  Egypt,  to  afford 
to  the  Egyptian  Government  to  the  best 
of  our  power  all  the  advice  which  waa 
sought  by  them,  but  in  no  case  to  inter- 
fere with  their  action,  unless  we  found 
that  it  was  an  imperative  necessity  of 
their  requirements.  Under  that  im* 
perative  necessity  it  was  that  we  mads 
a  very  strong  interference  indeed  with 
Egyptian  action  in  regard  to  the  Soudaa, 
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entertain  one  thing  at  a  time.  With 
respect  to  the  re-issue,  I  must  postpone 
any  definite  declaration  beyond  that 
which  I  made  to-day  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)— I 
am  not  quite  certain  whether  the  words 
ascribed  to  me  with  regard  to  the  re- 
issue were  exactly  those  I  nsed;  but, 
undoubtedly,  I  think  that  as  they  paid 
attention  to  the  declaration  of  the  Go- 
vernment the  House  would  have  been 
justified  in  expecting  that  the  re-issue 
of  the  paper  should  not  have  been 
arrived  at  at  so  early  a  period  as  appears 
to  have  been  the  case.  Upon  that  ques* 
tion  there  may  arise  a  case  for  further 
explanation  at  a  future  time.  I  stated 
across  the  Table  to-day  that  it  was  now 
itself  a  subject  of  inquiry ;  but  it  was 
quite  a  proper  subject  to  press,  and  it  is 
one  which  may  be  of  importance.  I  will 
not  attempt  to  define  it  now.  I  cer- 
tainly will  not  say  anything  now  which 
can  in  any  way  aggravate  the  difficulties 
that  exist.  I  quite  admit  that  at  the 
proper  time — and  that  proper  time  will 
be  when  we  meet  again  after  the  Becess 
— an  account  must  be  rendered  by  us  as 
to  the  position  in  which  we  stand  with 
regard  to  the  re-issue  of  The  Bosphore 
Egyptien,  This  I  must,  however,  say  in 
justice  to  the  French  Government — that 
at  the  commencement  of  the  correspond- 
ence the  French  Government  entirely 
declined  to  associate  themselves  with 
any  resistance  to  the  legal  action  of  the 
Egyptian  Government  in  putting  down 
The  Bofphore  JEgyptien^  and  disclaimed 
all  fellowship  with  the  tone  which  it  was 
supposed  to  have  adopted.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  commenced  this  debate 
defied  me  to  state  a  great  many  things. 
If  the  time  of  the  House  allowed  I 
should  be  perfectly  ready  to  state  every 
one  of  those  things  which  he  defied  me, 
to  state.  He  said  he  had  never  known 
a  time  when  so  little  information  was 
given,  and  so  slowly,  as  recently.  I 
have  never  known  a  time  when  so  much 
information  was  given,  and  so  rapidly. 
Looking  back  at  the  last  few  weeks,  and 
at  the  pressure  which  has  been  brought 
to  bear  upon  us  to  produce  some  part  of 
the  Hussian  Correspondence,  my  impres- 
sion is  that  perhaps  the  public  interest 
might  have  been  better  served  if  we  had 
maintained  greater  reserve.  [^Laughter, 
and  **Hear,  hear!"]  That  is  my  de- 
liberate opinion.  There  is  one  appeal 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 


and  which  led  to  the  resignation  of 
Cherif  Pasha  and  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment. Our  rule  has  been  to  avoid  such 
interference,  and  especially  to  avoid  any- 
thing like  pressure  or  compulsory  inter- 
ference; because  we  desired  to  leave 
Egypt  as  far  as  possible,  and  even  now, 
to  govern  itself.  With  respect  to  The 
Bosphore  Egyptien^  the  case  is  this.  The 
Egyptian  Government  believed  that  a 
certain  publication  in  The  Bosphore 
Eyyptien  was  incompatible  with  peace 
and  order  in  Egypt.  They  asked  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring's  advice;  he  could  not 
object  to  that  opinion  of  theirs;  he 
referred  them  to  us,  and  we  could  not 
refuse  to  approve  of  it.  We  could  not 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  saying 
to  the  Egyptian  Government — **You 
ought  to  tolerate  this  offence  and  do  no- 
thing." That  is  the  extent  of  Earl 
Granville's  responsibility,  and  the  ex- 
tent of  the  responsibility  of  the  present 
Government;  but,  still,  the  legality  of  the 
proceedings  was  not  a  question  brought 
before  us  at  that  time,  and  it  was  not  a 
question  as  to  whether  it  was  our  duty, 
or  in  our  power,  to  institute  a  minute 
investigation.  It  is  said — **But  you 
associated  yourselves  with  the  regret 
which  you  invited  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment to  express  when  it  was  found  that 
the  proceedings  had  been  illegal."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  it  '*  a  slight  ille- 
gality." * '  A  slight  illegality,"  indeed  ! 
Let  me  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
matters  when  the  law  happens  to  be 
international  it  is  not  so  easy  to  define 
what  is  **  slight  illegality  "  and  what  is 
not  "slight  illegality."  The  proceed- 
ings were  illegal;  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  advised  the  expression 
of  regret,  and  we  associated  ourselves 
with  that  expression,  for  we  were  un- 
willing to  bring  upon  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment too  great  pressure,  and  to 
place  it  in  a  position  of  such  disadvan- 
tage as  it  would  have  been  in  if  it  had 
had  to  make  that  expression  alone.  Our 
object  was  not  to  measure  minutely,  not 
to  argue  jealously,  to  show  the  limited 
nature  of  our  own  interference.  Our 
object  was  to  reduce  to  a  minimum  the 
evil  which  we  felt  must  result  from  the 
error  that  had  been  committed.  That  is 
the  state  of  the  case. 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  What  about  the  re- 
issue of  the  paper  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  coming  to 
that,  if  you  will  allow  me.    We  can  only 
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Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  on  which  I  think  he  is  entitled 
to  an  answer,  and  I  give  myself  the 
pleasure  of  speaking  with  cordial  sym- 
pathy and  approval  of  one  portion  of  his 
speech — I  wish  there  were  more^as  I 
know  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  if  he  were  now 
addressing  the  House.  I  allude  to  his 
references  to  the  British  Army ;  and  I 
am  also  very  glad  that  in  comparing  one 
class  of  British  officers  with  another,  he 
should  have  made  it  his  special  duty  to 
bring  to  notice  the  great  and  honourable 
claims  on  the  score  of  services  which 
belong  to  the  regimental  officers  and 
those  less  in  the  way  than  Staff  officers 
of  the  notice  of  persons  in  Office.  I 
thank  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
for  that ;  and  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
Government  are  not  sluggish  in  recog- 
nizing the  merits  of  the  Army,  which 
have  never  been  more  conspicuous  than 
at  present.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman said  we  spent  three  months  in 
choosing  between  the  Nile  route  and 
the  Suakin-Berber  route.  That  is  true ; 
but  he  did  not  mention  that  the  months 
which  we  thus  spent  were  months  when 
we  could  not  send  an  Expedition,  when 
we  had  not  the  evidence  on  which  to 
decide,  and  when  the  season  would  not 
have  justified  any  Expedition  being  then 
sent.  But  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man is  chiefly  anxious  to  know  how 
matters  stand  between  ourselves  and 
Bussia.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
sat  down  refers  to  expressions  of  mine 
in  which  I  stated  in  certain  terms,  which 
I  cannot  precisely  repeat — but,  no  doubt, 
he  gave  the  substance  of  them — that  an 
agreement  had  been  substantially  ar- 
rived at — that,  I  believe,  was  the  phrase 
used — between  the  Representatives  of 
Bussia  on  one  side,  and  Earl  Granville 
and  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  upon  the 
other;  and  the  hou.  Gentleman  chari- 
tably says— in  the  spirit  of  that  charity 
which  believeth  all  things,  only,  un- 
happily, it  happens  to  believe  them  on 
the  wrong  side  in  cases  of  this  kind — 
the  hon.  Gentleman  charitably  says  that 
that  was  stated  in  order  to  obtain  votes 
in  a  division.  But,  Sir,  it  was  exactly 
the  wrong  way  to  obtain  votes.  Setting 
out  the  activity  of  our  exertions  to  secure 
peace  may  have  been  a  way  to  obtain 
votes  of  which  we  could  have  believed 
ourselves  to  be  already  sure ;  because  I 
believe  that  the  Party  on  this  side  of  tho 
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House  knew  that  we  had  done  our  best. 
But  certainly  it  did  not  appear  to  be  the 
right  way  to  obtain  votes  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House ;  for,  unless  I  am  very 
much  mistaken,  it  was  on  that  night 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
rose  and  delivered  a  most  deplorable 
jeremiad  upon  the  degradation  to  which 
the  Gt)vemment  had  submitted  in  con- 
sequence of  the  concessions  it  had  made 
to  Bussia.  I  must  leave  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  to  settle 
that  matter  between  them.  But  then,  saya 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Linoolnshiie — 
**  You  had  to  come  down  next  day  and 
say  that  all  you  had  said  was  wrong, 
and  to  give  the  Bussian  version  of  the 
proceedings,  which  was  entirely  different 
nrom  yours." 

Mn.  CHAPLIN :  I  did  not  say  that. 
What  I  attributed  to  you  was  that  you 
had  said  that  there  had  been  no  time  to 
receive  a  final  ratification  of  this  agree- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment, but  that  it  was  certainly  ex- 
pected from  day  to  day,  and  then  I  com- 
plained that  we  had  heard  nothing 
further  of  that  ratification  from  that  day 
to  this. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  more  than  that.  He  said  I 
had  to  read  or  state  an  account  of  the 
matter  given  by  the  Bussian  Ambas- 
sador, which  was  at  variance  with  the 
account  I  had  given.  There  was  no 
variance  whatever.  It  did  not  contain 
everything  that  was  in  my  account ;  but 
it  stated  still  more  strongly  than  either 
Earl  Granville  or  I  had  done  that  the 
agreement  had  been  arrived  at.  I 
quite  agree  that  there  was  a  confident 
expectation  that  what  I  had  carelessly 
called  a  ratification,  and  what  I  next 
day  called  the  approval  of  the  Bussian 
Government,  would  be  received  inmost 
from  day  to  day.  I  think  that  I  was 
justified  in  using  those  words  at  that 
time.  That  they  have  been  borne  out 
completely  by  what  has  happened  I 
will  not  say.  The  proceedings  have 
not  been  so  rapid  as  we  could  have  de- 
sired ;  but  I  suppose  that  there  are  in 
Bussia — as  we  sometimes  suppose  there 
are  in  this  country — ^powerml,  influen- 
tial persons  and  classes  who  do  not  make 
it  their  object  to  promote  the  harmony 
of  nations.  I  fear  that  a  great  struggle 
hasbeen  goingoninBussia  between  those 
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parties  and  the  more  prudent  and,  as  I 
think,  the  more  patriotic  members  of 
society  and  Bepresentatives  of  Office  in 
Bossia,  who,  I  suppose,  are  liable  to 
exactly  the  same  battery  of  accusations 
as  certain  persons  are  exposed  to  here. 
We  are  constantly  being  told  that  we 
are  sacrificing  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, and  are  truckling  to  Foreign  States. 
That  is  what  I  believe  is  also  going  on 
in  Bussia;  and  I  do  hope  the  hon. 
Member  and  those  among  whom  he  sits 
will  consider  a  little  in  the  speeches 
they  make  and  in  the  Questions  they 
put,  and  will  be  put  upon  their  guard 
against  the  danger  of  strengthening  the 
hands  of  that  party  in  Bussia,  whom  I 
may  regard,  and  which  possibly  the 
world  at  large  may  regard,  as  least 
likely  of  all  the  subjects  of  Bussia, 
either  to  promote  its  honour  or  to  main- 
tain its  interests.  I  cannot  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  when  that  agreement  will 
be  accepted.  I  expect  it  from  day  to 
day.  But  I  can  say  that  we  are  pur- 
suing, I  think  with  steadiness,  a  policy 
which  I  have  described  as  a  national 
policy,  agreed  upon  by  a  long  tradition 
of  statesmen,  and,  as  I  think,  sanc- 
tioned by  the  general  concurrence  of  all 
parties.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttolot)  asks 
whether  we  can  trust  the  Ameer?  I 
presume  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
does  not  attribute  to  those  whom  he 
thinks  incompetent  to  manage  the  af- 
fairs of  the  country  the  gift  of  omnis- 
cience, or  that  by  some  Apostolic  prero- 
gative we  can  read  the  interior  of  the 
heart  of  the  Ameer,  or  anybody  else. 
We  must  trust  to  external  sources  and 
to  such  rational  means  as  are  at  our 
command.  Using  such  rational  means 
to  the  best  of  our  power,  we  must  not 
strain  them  beyond  what  they  will  rea- 
sonably bear ;  and,  acting  on  that  view, 
in  our  judgment  the  action  of  the  Ameer 
has  been  such  as  is  not  likely  to  add  to 
the  difficulties  now  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  no 
doubt,  well  knows  that  there  are  other 
things  to  be  considered  in  Afghanistan 
besides  the  Ameer.  The  Throne  of  the 
Ameer  is  not  always  very  firmly  founded. 
I  do  not  want  to  refer  to  the  past ;  but 
under  happier  circumstances,  in  recent 
times,  it  might  have  been  more  firmly 
founded  than  it  is.  I  believe  that  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  of  that  country 
are  a  most  important  element  in   the 


case ;  and  we  shall  do  all  that  we  can 
to  produce  harmony  and  friendship  in 
their  sentiments  towa^rds  us,  and  all 
that  belongs  to  us.  That  is  all  that  it 
is  in  our  power  to  do;  but  I  do  not 
think  justice  will  permit  us  to  oast  the 
smallest  taint  of  suspicion  on  the  words 
or  acts  of  the  Ameer  at  this  important 
and  difficult  juncture.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  asks  about  the  boun- 
dary that  is  to  be,  and  when  the  negotia- 
tions will  conclude.  I  am  not  able  to 
tell  him.  I  cannot  predict  what  the 
exact  course  of  Bussia  may  be  with  re- 
spect to  one  point  or  another.  But  if 
it  will  give  some  satisfaction  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  will  refer  to 
the  passage  he  read,  and  which  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  laid  down  as  a  sound  doctrine  of 
policy  for  the  management  of  this  ques- 
tion. I  am  not  aware  that  my  noble 
Friend  or  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  exhibited  any  disposition  to 
recede  from  those  doctrines.  Beyond 
that  I  cannot  undertake  to  say  at  what 
precise  date  these  negotiations  will  come 
to  a  close.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  spread 
alarm  in  the  country.  We  are  so  accus- 
tomed to  telegraphic  machinery  and 
to  the  astounding  and  incredible  ra- 
pidity with  which  transactions  are  made 
known  that  we  suppose  the  brains 
of  men  have  quickened  their  movements 
in  the  same  proportion.  That  is  not 
the  case.  Unfortunately,  the  brains 
of  men  are  not  stronger — I  sometimes 
fear  they  are  rather  weaker— in  propor- 
tion to  the  hurry  and  confusion  that 
now  attend  the  transaction  of  business, 
and  the  incessant  multiplication  of  re- 
ports and  rumours  which  distract  the 
mind  of  the  public.  But  it  must  be 
considered  that,  after  all,  tho  time  occu- 
pied in  the  transmission  of  information 
is  small,  though  the  time  occupied  in 
deliberation  may  have  been  great, 
and  I  trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
have  some  patience.  I  will  not  in  the 
least  degree  blame  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment for  the  time  they  are  now  taking. 
I  believe  that  that  country  really  labours 
at  times  under  the  same  disadvantage, 
from  want  of  adequate  information  and 
good  maps,  that  we  have  done ;  but  I 
will  say  that  when  the  House  comes  to 
compare  the  dates  of  the  different  trans- 
actions and  the  different  communica- 
tions, they  will  see  reason  to  believe 
that  we    have   not   been  deficient   in 
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position  in  the  assertion  of  its  honour 
and  the  maintenance  of  its  interests. 

Me.  GIBSON:  The  Prime  Minister 
has  stated  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  principles  upon  which  that 
policy  is    conducted    are    simple,   and 
honourable,  and  well  known.    That  is 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  descriptions 
ever  yet  given  of  the  Gt>vemment  policy. 
It  is  not  the  description  given  by  any 
one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, by  any  Ministerial  organ,  or  by 
the  Continental  Press.    The  Prime  Mi- 
nister reproved  those  who  say  that  other 
countries  have  only  to  **  be  strong,  per- 
severe, and  hold  fast,"  in  order  to  obtain 
all  that  they  want.    What  right  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  ironical  in 
using  those  phrases  ?    I  will  ask  when 
have  the  Government  of  this  country 
proved    that    they  are  "strong,"  that 
they   have   ''perseverance,"    and  that 
they  know  how  to  **  hold  fast  ?"    What 
right  or  title  has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   to  irony  in    this    connection? 
Why,  from  hour  to  hour  and  week  to 
week    the    Government    change    their 
policy?    We  heard  yesterday  tiiat  the 
Guards  had  been  stopped  at  Alexandria. 
To-day  we  expected  to  be  told  that  they 
have  been  allowed  to  go  on,  and  to- 
morrow we  may  expect  to  be  told  that 
they  have    been  allowed  to  go    back 
again.     Only  this  morning,  Papers  were 
published  which  shed  a  lurid  light  on 
the  infinite  power  of  change   and  the 
instability  of  purpose  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   Those    Papers    contain    a    de- 
spatch from  Lord  Wolseley  commenting 
on  the  good  deeds  of  the  men  who  came 
to  render  us  service  from  Canada,  and 
expressing  the  hope  that    they  would 
prove  themselves  useful,  before  the  year 
should  come  to  an  end,  in  an  Expedition 
down  the  Nile.    Well,  the  contents  of 
these  Papers,  only  distributed  this  morn- 
ing, have  now  become  ancient  history 
in  consequence  of  the  change  of  policy 
of  the  Government.    Consider  what  the 
Prime  Minister  now  says  with  regard  to 
Bussia.    A  moment  ago  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lincobi- 
shire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  pointed  out  how  a 
few  days  ago  the  I^rime  Minister  inti- 
mated that  we  had  a  right  to   expect 
the  completion  of  the  ag^reement  with 
Bussia  from  day  to  day,  it  was  so  immi- 
nent.   To-day,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  did    not  venture  to  tell  us 
how  soon  we  may  expect  the  ratification 


promptitude  in  the  answers  which  we 
sent,  because  our  views  and  the  bases 
of   our  action  have  been  clear.    The 
objects  we  hold  up  before  us  are  simple, 
honourable,  and  well  known  ;   and  as 
our  principles  of  action  are  principles 
easily  defended  and  difficult  indeed  to 
renounce,  so  the  application  of  these 
principles    does   not    involve    a    great 
many  questions  of  difficulty.     One  word 
more.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
says  that  this  Government  is  so  liable 
to  be  squeezed,  and  that  this  is  well 
known    abroad.    Well,  the    hon.    and 
gallant  Member  had  only  to  go  one  step 
further  in  order  to  come  up  fully  to  the 
level  of  the  argument  that  I  saw  a  few 
days  ago  in  a  daily  paper  of  great  in- 
fluence  and   ability,  which  I   will  not 
name,  because  I  think  that  it  is  very 
seldom   that  it  writes  such  folly  and 
nonsense.    But  that  article,  deliberately 
founded    on    this  principle,  illustrated 
and  dilated  and  expanded  this  proposi- 
tion— that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try was  so  weak  that  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment had  only  to  persevere — [Mr. 
Ashmead-Babtlett  :    Hear,    hear  !] — 
aye,   there  goes  the  hon.  Member   for 
Eye— that  they  had  only  to  persevere, 
they  had  only  to  hold  out,  and  they  will 
get  everythiDg  they  want.    That  senti- 
ment is  cheered   by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eye.    I  am  not  sure  that  the  influ- 
ence of  the  hon.  Member  on  the  action 
of  the  Bussian  Government  will  be  very 
great;   but  if  I  did  think  so,  then  I 
would  endeavour  to  answer  his  cheer, 
and  say — **What  in  the  world  can  be 
less  agreeable  to  the  dictates  of  wise 
patriotism  than  to  tell  a  foreign  country, 
with  which   your   own    Government  is 
wrestling  in  a  great  conflict,  that  that 
Foreign    Government    has  only  to  be 
strong,  only  to  persevere,  only  to  hold 
fast  to  its  purpose,  to  gain  everything 
it  wants?"     Such   language,   we    are 
told,  forsooth  !  is  a  form  of  patriotism. 
I  know  very  well  it  is  a  great  tempta- 
tion to   stir    up    lively   and    emphatic 
cheers.    We  may  all  have  fallen  into  it 
on  occasions ;  but  let  us  remember  that 
there  is  something  else.    You  may  be 
tempted  to  arouse  those  cheers.     You 
may  be  tempted  to  say  things  because 
they  wound  your  adversary  and  give 
pain.    I  do  not  think  your  adversary 
has  any  reason  to   complain ;   but   do 
take  care  in  these  speeches  that  you  do 
not  wound  your  country  and  weaken  its 
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or  conclasion  of  the  agreement.    Will 
any  occupant  of   tiie  Treasury  Bench 
repeat  to-day,  after  an  interTal  of  10 
days,  the  words  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  used    so  readily  when  he  last 
spoke  upon  this  subject  ?    'Have  we  yet 
got  any  dear  indication  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  just  now 
of  what  is  to  be  submitted  to  the  arbi- 
trator who  has  not  yet  been  found? 
What    is  the  agreement  between  this 
country  and  Eussia?    I  do  not  know. 
The  Prime  Minister  embarked  to*day 
upon  a  new  question  at  Question  time. 
Formerly,  he  stated  that    it  was  the 
interpretation  of  the  sacred  contract  that 
was  to  be  submitted  to  the  arbitrator. 
To-day,  he  states  that  it  is  not  a  question 
of  the  grammatical  construction  of  the 
terms  of  the  agreement,  but  something 
outside,  and  I  am  waiting  with  great 
curiosity  to  read  what  it  is  in  to-morrow's 
papers.     I  should  like  to  have  it  put 
into  something  like  definite,  plain  Eng- 
lish what  is  the  point  that  is  to  be,  in 
the  present  opinion  of  the  Gbvemment, 
submitted  as  the  duty  of  a  capable  and 
independent  arbitrator.     In  a  sentence 
endeavouring  to  convey  a  heavy  charge 
against  some  parties  in  this  House,  the 
Mme  Minister    said  —  **  There    is   a 
struggle  in  Eussia,  to  which  there  is  an 
analogy  in  this  country,  between  those 
who  are  favourable  to  peace  and  those 
who  are  not  favourable  to  it,  and  there 
are  people  in  Eussia  who  charge  their 
Government  with  trucking  to  Foreign 
States."     I  do  not  believe  anyone  in 
Eussia  makes  a  charge  so  patently  absurd . 
What  sane  man  would  at  this  time  of 
day,    make    the    statement    that    the 
Eussian    Government    have    for    one 
solitary  second,  in  any  despatch  with 
which  we  are  at  the  present  moment 
conversant,  done  anything  or  said  any- 
thing which  could  be  tortured  by  anyone 
into  a  readiness  to  truckle — to  England, 
at  all  events  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man objects  to  our  saying  that  his  Go- 
vernment has  been  **  squeezed."    Well, 
I  do  not  believe  in  harsh  language,  but 
I  believe  in  fair  language.     How  on 
earth  are  we  otherwise  to  describe  the 
action  of  the  Government  ?    Was  there 
ever  a  Government  that    dismissed  a 
House  of  Commons  for  the  Whitsuntide 
Eecess  in  circumstances  of  greater  doubt, 
greater  anxiety,  and  uncertainty  ?    The 
only  thing  we  know  absolutely  is  that 
in  almost  every  episode  of  their  policy 


in  which  they  could  be  squeezed  they 
have  exhibited  an  almost  infinite  capacity 
of  squeezability.     The  Prime  Minister 
in  his  speech  dwelt    on  other   topics, 
though  I  will    not    go    into  them  in 
detail.    He  referred  to  the  first  origin 
of  the  phrase  "  mechanical  majority." 
I  will  not  go  into  that,  but  will  merely 
pass  on  with  this  general  statement, 
which  no  independent  Liberal  in  this 
House    will    deny,    that    but    for    the 
"  mechanical  action"  of  the  Government 
majority  voting   in  silence,  and   often 
witii  heads  bowed,  the  Government  would 
have  been  out  half-a-dozen  times  during 
the  last  two  years.     I  shall  not  follow 
the  Prime  Minister,  even  in  his  guarded 
statement  with  respect  to  Ireland.    I 
have  ever  taken,  on  that  subject,  as  far 
as  possible,  a  non-Party  view,  or  what 
I  conceive  to  be  such.     I  have  con- 
sidered,   for    myself,    what    the    best 
interests  of  the  country  required,  and  I 
have  acted  on  my   own  conscientious 
views  of    what    those    interests  were. 
The  Prime  Minister  says  that  the  con- 
clusions of  the  Government  have  been 
embodied    in    a  Bill.     Those  are  his 
words,  not  mine.    I  have  only  to  say 
that  when  the  conclusions  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  advanced  to  that  final  stage 
that   they    are    embodied    in    a    Bill 
it    is  to   be   regretted    that  they  are 
not  submitted  to  the  House  in  a  way 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  cavil 
which  has  surrounded  the  Notice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley),   which  is   suggested  to  have 
been  put  forward  to  strengthen  one  side 
of  the  Cabinet  against  the  other  in  the 
controversy  that  is  taking  place.    The 
Prime  Minister  went  back  on  a  point 
unworthy  of  him — I  mean  unworthy  of 
a  man  of  his  ability.    He  went  back  on 
the  stupid,  foolish,  old  point,  now  worn 
threadbare,  that  not  one  of  these  diffi- 
culties  were    of    their    own    creation. 
Surely,  at  this  time  of  day  it  is  silly 
childishness  to  talk  to  us  in  that  way. 
What  is  the  policy  in  the  Soudan — 
reckless,  wild,  criminal  as  it  has  been — 
been  guided  by  ?     What  is  answerable 
for  what  was  done  in  the  Soudan  but 
your  own  miserable  infirmity  of  purpose  ? 
You  sent  your  Forces  to  the  Soudan  to 
slaughter  madly,  recklessly,  criminally, 
unless  you  had  a  policy  worthy  of  being 
accomplished  by  such  unworthy  ends; 
and  then  you  withdrew  without  having 
accomplished  anything  except  the  loss 
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of  thousands  of  human  lives  and  the 
expenditure  of  millions  of  money.  Why, 
every  week  that  you  remained  undecided 
you  were  answerable  for  the  bloodshed 
and  appalling  sufferings  of  the  unfortu- 
nate Soudanese.  The  last  attack  made 
by  General  Graham,  about  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  sent  a  tele- 
gram of  congratulation,  was  an  appall- 
ing episode  if  it  was  not  a  part  of  a 
campaign,  and  would  have  been  pre- 
vented if  you  had  made  up  your  minds 
the  day  before  instead  of  the  day  after. 
The  Prime  Minister  said,  with  reference 
to  the  Soudan,  that  the  Government 
were  not  too  late,  because  they  were 
making  up  their  minds  for  three  months. 
I  dealt  with  that  subject  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  I  will  not  go  into  it  again ; 
but  I  leave  it  now  with  this  open  state- 
ment— which  is  notorious — that  Lord 
Wolseley  pressed  you  again  and  again  to 
act,  months  and  weeks  before  you  took 
his  advice,  and  the  consequence  of  your 
culpable  incapacity  and  inability  to 
make  up  your  minds  was  the  death  of 
General  Gordon,  and  all  the  deplorable 
events  which  followed.  I  make  that 
statement  in  the  presence  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  because  it  is  no- 
torious that  the  Government  were  not 
supported  by  the  authority  of  any  of 
their  capable  military  advisors.  Against 
advice  and  warning  they  deliberately 
held  back ;  and  thus  they  are  answer- 
able for  the  weeks  and  months  of  delay 
which  cannot  possibly  be  thrown  on  the 
shoulders  of  other  persons,  and  but  for 
which  Sir  Charles  Wilson  might  not 
have  arrived  a  few  hours  too  late  at 
Khartoum.  I  will  not  go  into  the  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  non-responsibility  of 
the  Government  for  their  action  as  to 
Afghanistan.  What  is  the  use  of  put- 
ting the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
able  Colleagues  into  Office  and  giving 
them  full  power  for  five  years  if  they 
go  now  through  the  country  crying  like 
children — **  We  are  not  answerable  for 
our  own  actions ;  we  are  unable,  after 
five  years  of  Office,  to  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility of  reasonable  men  ?  "  The 
Prime  Minister  made  the  remarkable 
statement  that  at  no  time  in  the  history 
of  the  country  was  information  given  so 
much  and  so  quickly.  No  one  has  a 
greater  respect  for  the  Prime  Minister 
than  I  have.  We  know  him ;  but  one 
may  venture  to  say,  with  great  respect, 
that  when  he  speaks  in  that  way  he  pre- 

M/\  Gibson 


Bumes  a  little  on  his  own  position  and 
on  our  credulity.  We  have  been  endea- 
vouring, helplessly,  anxiously,  after 
sleepless  nights,  to  wrest  some  informa- 
tion from  the  Government,  and  we  have 
always  been  baffled  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister giving  us  information  not  quickly, 
and  certainly  not  much.  The  Prime 
Minister  passed  on  to  The  Baphore 
Egyptien,  and  he  dealt  with  the  subject  in 
a  curious  way.  I  have  read  the  Papers, 
and  read  them  with  much  attention. 
They  are  extremely  easy  to  understand — 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  misrepresent 
the  facts  or  misconceive  them.  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  our  own  officer,  an  able 
man,  the  jeal  Governor  of  Egypt — ^for 
there  is  no  good  at  this  time  of  day  in 
dealing  with  shams,  and  saying  that  we 
are  only  to  make  suggestions  and  give 
advice  —  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  said,  in 
clear  and  unmistakable  language,  that 
this  was  a  paper  which  could  not  be 
tolerated,  as  it  habitually  published 
false  news  about  the  Soudan.  On 
March  29th,  after  asking  whether  Nubar 
Pasha  could  count  on  the  diplomatic 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
he  wrote — 

'^  I  am  of  opiDion  that  Nubar  Pasha  should 
be  supported,  for  I  do  not  think  that  in  the 
present  state  of  public  feeling  the  misrepresen- 
tations of  the  French  Press  can  be  tolerated  any 
longer  without  danger  to  the  public  tran- 
quillity." 

These  are  the  words  used  by  our  own 
Agent.  On  April  1 1 ,  Lord  Lyons,  writing 
to  Earl  Granville,  used  even  stronger 
words.  He  stated  that  the  cause  of  the 
suppression  of  The  Bosphore  Egyptien  was 
the  appearance  in  it  of  an  incendiary 
Proclamation  from  the  Mahdi,  and  that 
the  publication  of  such  matter  as  the 
paper  contained  could  not  be  tolerated. 
Nothing  could  be  stronger  or  plainer 
than  that ;  in  fact,  the  advice  of  both  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  and  Lord  Lyons  was  that 
the  newspaper  should  be  suppressed. 
That  suppression  received  the  deliberate 
sanction  of  the  Government.  [^Inttr- 
rupt%onS\  That  interruption  conveys 
with  greater  clearness  what  I  want  to 
bring  out  in  naked  simplicity,  that  the 
Gt)vernment  and  the  country  is  distinctly 
responsible  for  what  was  done  in  Cairo, 
and  that  it  is  a  perfect  sham  to  try  and 
throw  the  responsibility  upon  Nubar 
Pasha  and  the  Egyptian  Government 
On  the  5th  of  May  it  was  distinctly 
stated  by  our  Ambassador  at  Paris  that 
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the  newspaper  was  suppressed  by  lawful 
decree  of  the  Egyptiau  Qt)vemment» 
and  that  the  British  Government  gave 
its  distinct  sanction  to  the  act  on  the 
grounds  laid  before  it.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  about  that.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  argued  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  give  their  advice 
when  it  was  asked  for,  and  were  bound 
to  answer  the  question  submitted  to  them 
at  the  time,  and  in  that  manner  he  has 
endeavoured  to  evade  the  responsibility. 
That  is  not  the  true  position  of  the  case. 
Our  Agent  in  Egjrpt,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
gave  the  grounds  on  which  we  acted, 
and  our  Ambassador  at  Paris  stated  that 
no  civilized  Government  could  sanction 
the  continuance  of  the  newspaper,  and 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  was  pro- 
ceeding in  the  matter  with  the  distinct 
sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  is  no  going  back  from  that.  It  is 
absolutely  clear  and  distinct.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  have  a  right  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  this — Why 
did  they  not  take  advice  before  giving 
their  distinct  sanction  to  the  suppression 
of  this  newspaper?  Surely  they  must 
have  known  perfectly  well  that  the  state 
of  the  law  in  Egypt  was  very  involved 
in  such  a  state  of  facts,  and  that  it  re- 
quired an  examination  of  Egyptian  and, 
possibly,  of  Ottoman  law  and  of  the 
Capitulations,  to  decide  whether  or  not 
the  suppression  was  legal.  We  know 
that  the  Government  afterwards  took 
legal  advice ;  but  it  was  then  too  late. 
Why  did  they  not  take  legal  advice  in 
time,  so  that  there  might  be  no  illegality 
about  what  the  Egyptian  Government 
was  doing  ?  I  think  that  is  an  observa- 
tion I  have  a  right  to  make.  The  con- 
sequence of  what  they  have  done  has 
been  to  involve  the  Egyptian  Qt)vern- 
ment  in  a  position  not  calculated  to  give 
it  strength.  It  is  also  calculated  to  put 
our  Government  in  a  degrading  position 
in  Egjrpt.  By  sanctioning  what  the 
Egyptian  Gt)vemment  did  we  have  asso- 
ciated ourselves  in  the  submission  of  the 
Eg3rptian  Government  to  the  demand  of 
a  Foreign  Power  which  did  its  best, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  humiliate 
the  Egyptian  Government  and  the  Eng- 
lish Government  that  sanctioned  its  pro- 
ceedings. In  answer  to  a  Question  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  on  the  5th 
of  May,  the  Prime  Minister  stated  that 
the  paper  was  not  to  be  re-issued.  He 
said — 


'*  A  question  may  arise  as  to  the  method  of 
suppressing  the  newspaper,  but  the  re-issue  of 
the  paper  is  not  included  in  the  arrangement.' ' 

Nothing  can  be  more  absolutely  clear 
than  that  statement.  WeU,  what  is 
the  present  position?  We  know  that 
that  statement  has  not  been  carried 
out.  The  **  agreement,"  if  the  Prime 
Minister  chooses  to  use  the  word, 
the  arrangement,  the  assurance,  or 
the  sacred  covenant  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment, or  whatever  it  was,  has  not 
been  carried  out.  It  has  been  dis- 
tinctly broken,  and  the  paper  was  re- 
issued last  night.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  said  that  the  paper  was  to 
be  watched  and  looked  after  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  and,  if  necessary, 
again  suppressed.  It  was  stated  that, 
notwithstanding  its  suppression,  itmight, 
if  necessary,  be  re-issued.  Surely  that 
is  not  a  necessary  state  of  things.  The 
paper  has  not  erred  once,  or  twice,  or 
three  times,  but  many  times ;  and  now, 
contrary  to  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  it  has  been  re-issued  without 
one  solitary  guarantee  as  to  its  future 
good  conduct.  Suppose  this  paper  is 
again  suppressed  on  some  question  of 
political  criticism,  and  the  French  Go- 
vernment differ  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  question,  there  is 
then  an  issue  between  two  Great  Powers. 
We  have  an  issue  now  between  England 
and  Eussia,  and  this  paper  may,  at  any 
time,  cause  one  to  arise  between  France 
and  England.  Would  that  be  another 
subject  to  be  submitted  to  another  inde^ 
pendent  arbitrator?  There  is  another 
point,  as  to  which  we  have  no  infor- 
mation. We  know  from  the  news- 
papers that  the  Eepresentatives  of  Ger- 
many, France,  Austria,  and  Eussia 
have  waited  upon  Nubar  Pasha,  and 
have  informed  him  that  they  have  re- 
ceived orders  from  their  Governments  to 
protest  against  the  illegality  of  the  De- 
cree of  the  14th  of  April,  imposing  a 
reduction  of  5  per  cent  on  the  coupons. 
What  steps  are  going  to  be  taken  in 
that  matter  ?  We  are  now  on  the  eve 
of  adjourning  for  the  Whitsuntide  Ee- 
cess,  and  we  do  not  know  what  steps  are 
to  be  taken  on  that  subject.  The  Eng- 
lish Government  sanctioned  the  Decree 
of  the  Khedive  of  the  14th  of  April, 
putting  the  tax  on  the  coupons.  Eng- 
land again  will  be  put  in  the  humiliat- 
ting  position  of  recalling  the  Decree,  and 
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reversing  that  state  of  facts.  Have 
Her  Majesty's  Government  yet  con- 
sidered and  decided  what  they  will  do 
in  consequence  of  the  difficulties  which 
have  arisen  ?  Before  the  Easter  Becess 
we  were  coerced  into  giving  a  Vote  on 
finance  with  reference  to  Egypt  hy  being 
told  that  bankruptcy  was  a  question  of 
hours  and  days.  On  the  strength  of 
that  the  British  House  of  Commons  was 
coerced  into  doing  what  no  European 
Power  has  yet  been  called  upon  to  con- 
sider ;  and  under  the  pressure  of  the 
English  Government  and  the  debates  in 
this  Parliament  the  Khedive,  poor  man ! 
was  called  upon  to  issue  the  Decree  of 
the  14th  of  April,  and  to  put  into  opera- 
tion the  Government  view  of  the  finan- 
cial agreement.  Now,  the  poor  Khedive 
— this  independent  man ! — who  has  only 
a  right  to  ask  for  advice  and  take  it  or 
not  as  he  pleases,  will  be  bound  to- 
morrow, or  the  day  after,  to  reverse  the 
Decree,  and  upset  the  entire  arrange- 
ment, so  far  as  we  know.  I  want  to 
know  have  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment 
decided  how  they  will  cope  with  this 
difficulty  ?  Do  they  intend  to  retire 
altogether  from  the  financial  proposal?  I 
daresay  they  might  do  so  without  any 
loss  to  Egypt  or  to  England.  There  is 
one  point  of  good  argury  in  this  fright- 
ful mass  of  confusion  in  which  the  pre- 
sent Government  have  involved  the  coun- 
try. The  Gt)vemment  will  be  com- 
pelled to  make  up  their  mind  very  soon 
as  to  whether  they  will  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility that  lies  upon  them  in  Egypt, 
or  whether  they  will  submit  and  sur- 
render all  their  rights  in  Egypt  to  be 
dealt  with  by  all  the  European  nations. 
That  is  a  very  serious  question,  and  a 
question  they  might  very  rapidly  decide  ; 
and  I  do  hope  that  to-night,  before  this 
debate  closes,  we  shall  hear  from  some 
Minister  something  like  a  statement  as 
to  the  conditions  on  which  The  Bosphore 
Mgyptien  is  to  be  allowed  to  appear  in 
future ;  whether  those  conditions  are  to 
be  found  in  any  document ;  what  that 
document  is ;  why  it  has  not  been  in- 
cluded in  the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table ; 
and  whether  it  can  now  be  stated  and 
submitted  to  the  judgment  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  with  reference  to  this  De- 
cree to  which  I  have  referred,  and  the 
protest  of  the  four  Great  European 
Powers  whose  names  I  have  given,  what 
steps  the  Government  have  taken,  or 
intend  to  take ;  or  whether,  indeed,  they 
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have  yet  considered  what  decision  they 
are  likely  to  arrive  at  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
really  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House ; 
but   I  think  it  is  somewhat  remark- 
able, after  the  direct  and  fair  appeal  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that 
there  is  no  word  of  reply  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.     My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  raised  in  the  course  of  the 
latter  part  of  his  speech  two  questions 
of  very    great    and  pressing   import- 
ance.    He  has  alluded  to  circumstances 
which  are  fresh  in  all  our  minds.     He 
has  alluded  to  the  position  of  affairs  in 
Egypt,  and  he  has  asked  questions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
position  of  those  affairs,  and  as  to  the 
way,  so  far  as  they  are  able  to  announce 
it  to  the  House,  in  which  they  intend  to 
deal  with  them.    Let  me  take  the  last 
point    raised    by    my  right  hon.   and 
learned  Friend.     Sir,  on  the  question  of 
the    International    Guarantee    of   the 
Egyptian  Loan,  no  one  can  deny  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  we  were 
practically  coerced  by  Her    Majesty's 
Gt)vernment  in  April  last  into  voting 
our  share  of  the  Litemational  Guaran- 
tee  on  their    statement    of   imminent 
bankruptcy   in    Egypt    and    the    ter- 
rible   circumstances   that  would  arise 
unless  we  acceded  to  that  request     We 
know,  for  it  is  a  matter  of  notoriety, 
that  in  not  one  single  Parliament   of 
Europe  except  our  own  has  this  ques- 
tion yet  been  considered,  and  that,  so 
far  as  we  can  teU,  no  European  Go- 
vernment has  taken  any  active  steps  to 
carry  out  that  arrangement.     Indeed,  so 
far   from  taking  any   active   steps  to 
carry  out  the  arrangement,  they  have 
actually  appealed  to    the  Khedive   of 
Egypt  to  revoke  that  part  of  it  which 
was  all  that  we  received  in  return  fbr 
that  International  Guarantee.     What, 
then,   do    Her  Majesty's    Government 
intend  to  do  in  that  state  of  affairs  ? 
Have    they    any  hope    that    this    ar- 
rangement will  be  carried  into  effect? 
What  advice  have  they  given  the  Khe- 
dive on  the  subject,  or  have  they  given 
him  any  advice  at  all  ?    Is  this  Deoee 
to  be  revoked  with  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or  withoat  it; 
and  what  is  the  position  of  affairs  in  t^ 
important  matter  ?     Sir,   I  trust  that 
before    this    Motion  is   finally  agreed 
to,  we  may  have  such  an  answer  as 
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I  think  this  House  is  entitled  to  have 
from  the  Goyemment  to  the  questions 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
We  are  adjourning  for  a  fortnight,  and 
surely  it  is  reasonable  that  we  should 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  without 
wishing  them  to  tell  us  anything  which 
may  be  injurious  to  the  Public  Service, 
to  assure  us,  if  they  can,  that  their 
policy  in  this  matter  will  be  carried  into 
effect,  and  that  this  undertaking  will  not 
be  thrown  aside  as  mere  waste-paper. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
should  have  risen  before  to  reply  to  the 
questions  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  if  I 
had  not  conceived  that  they  had  been 
practically  answered,  in  anticipation,  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Gt>vemment.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
stated  that  the  Opposition  was  coerced 
into  supporting  the  arrangement  made 
with  regard  to  the  International  Gua- 
rantee. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACH : 
No ;  I  said  the  House  was  coerced. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  The 
House  was  coerced!  That  is  a  very 
different  thing.  Eight  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  no  right  to  say  they  were 
coerced.  They  voted  against  the  ar- 
rangement ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  they 
can  hardly  now  complain  of  being  coerced 
into  supporting  it  when  they  did  all 
they  could  to  resist  it,  and  endeavoured 
to  overthrow  it  and  the  Government  at 
the  same  time.  Now,  as  to  the  ques- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gten- 
tleman  opposite.  I  think  he  a  little 
misapprehended  the  position  of  the  Go- 
yemment with  reference  to  7%e  Bosphore 
Bgypt%0n.  He  stated  that  the  English 
Government  had  been  a  party  to  the 
determination  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment to  suppress  The  Bosphore  Egyptien, 
Well,  that  is  perfectly  true;  and  he 
says  that  the  suppression  was  illegal, 
and  asks  why  the  Government  did  not 
take  advice  before  they  became  parties 
to  the  transaction,  which  would  have 
shown  that  it  was  illegal  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  I  said  the  method  in 
which  the  suppression  was  carried  out 
was  illegal. 

Sib  WILLIAM  'HAECOURT:  We 
could  not  take  advice  beforehand  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  suppression 
would  be  carried  out,  because  we  did 
not  know  what  method  would  be  adopted. 


We  were  never  asked  about  the  closing 
of  the  Press.  That  was  the  illegal  part 
of  the  transaction,  and  we  could  not 
take  advice  on  it,  because  we  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  that  that  particular 
method  would  be  adopted.  That  illegal 
method  of  carrying  out  a  proceeding 
legal  in  itself  was  the  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstance which  has  led  to  all  the  pre- 
sent embarrassments.  Then  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  also 
see  that,  if  an  illegal  act  has  been  done, 
it  is  impossible  to  make  conditions  with 
reference  to  an  act  illegal  in  itself.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
— **  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  The 
Bosphore  JSgyptien  will  not  re-appear  in 
its  former  shape?"  Well,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  already  stated  that  on 
the  subject  of  its  re-appearance  we  are 
in  communication  with  the  French  Go- 
vernment. That  was  what  I  referred  to 
when  I  said  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  had  been  answered 
by  anticipation.  Is  it  reasonable  upon  a 
transaction  of  this  character,  which  is 
not  24  hours  old,  to  demand  an  answer 
from  the  Government  whilst  they  are 
still  in  communication  with  a  Foreign 
Power  with  regard  to  it  ?  Unless  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  de- 
sires— which  I  am  sure  he  does  not — to 
force  on  a  hostile  attitude  between  the 
Government  of  England  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  France,  it  is  surely  unreason- 
able to  insist  upon  a  categorical  public 
statement  upon  this  subject.  That  is 
my  answer  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  first  question.  The  Prime 
Minister  has  indicated  to  him  how  it  is 
impossible  to  give  an  answer  to  that 
point.  My  answer  on  the  second  point  is 
precisely  the  same.  What  is  this  event 
with  reference  to  the  revocation  of  the 
Khediveal  Decree  ?  Why,  it  is  not  24 
hours  old  yet !  It  is  a  question  which 
involves  the  Government  of  Egypt  and 
the  Government  of  England  and  the 
Gbreat  Powers  of  Europe,  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  comes 
down  and  says — "  We  demand  that  you 
shall  give  us  an  answer  before  the  face 
of  the  House  as  to  the  course  you  intend 
to  take  in  reference  to  aU  these  Great 
Powers,  and  we  shall  consider  you  have 
done  us  a  great  wrong  if  you  do  not 
give  an  answer  to  that  question,  al- 
diough  the  matter  is  only  24  hours  old." 
It  would  be  unstatesmanlike  to  give 
an  answer,    A  course  of  that  kind  could 
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only  lead  to  great  International  embar- 
rassment, and  possibly  to  grave  Inter- 
national consequences.  I  saj  that  it  is 
not  fair  on  the  part  of  men  occupying 
the  responsible  position  which  the  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  upon  the  opposite  Bench 
do  to  seize  upon  every  difficulty  which 
arises  for  this  country  instantly,  and  to 
say,  "Give  us  an  answer,"  when  they  know 
that  an  answer  cannot  be  given  without 
leading  to  grave  International  complica- 
tions. I  say  that  isnot  fair  conduct  on 
the  part  of  any  Opposition,  and  it  is  not 
conduct  in  which  any  responsible  Qt)- 
vemment  can  consent  to  acquiesce. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTE:  We 
are  accustomed  to  lectures  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) ;  but  there  are  one  or  two  con- 
siderations which  the  House  ought  to 
bear  in  mind.  With  regard  to  the  first 
of  the  two  points  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred,  and  wmch 
were  touched  on  by  myj  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  and 
by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr  Gibson),  as  to  the  course 
of  the  Government  in  supporting  and 
advising,  and  prompting,  I  may  almost 
say,  the  Egyptian  Government  in  this 
matter,  and  inducing  —  which  they 
distinctly  did  —  the  Government  of 
Egypt  to  put  itself  in  a  false  posi- 
tion, from  which  it  had  to  withdraw 
with  an  apology,  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  very  necesdarily,  I 
think,  but  very  painful  to  the  country, 
had  to  associate  themselves,  what  we 
say  is  this — **  You  may  be  right  in  find- 
ing at  the  end  that  it  was  necessary  that 
an  apology  should  be  offered  for  the 
manner  in  which  Th$  Bosphore  £gypti$n 
was  suppressed,  but  you  ought  to  have 
known  mat  before  ;  and  it  is  no  excuse 
to  give  the  sort  of  answer  which  the 
Home  Secretary  gave,  *  that  we  did  not 
advise  with  regard  to  the  mode  in  which 
this  thing  was  to  be  done.'  "  We  knew 
beforehand  that  the  Government  of 
Egypt  thought  it  necessary  to  take 
steps  against  this  newspaper  on  account 
of  its  language.  The  Government  of 
this  country  assented,  and  encouraged 
the  Egyptian  Government  to  go  on  and 
suppress  the  newspaper.  They  must 
have  known  that  in  a  matter  of  that 
kind  everything  turned — ^the  main  ques- 
tion upon  which  most  things  torn— on 
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the  manner  in  which  this  was  to  be  exe- 
cuted ;  and  it  is  absurd,  and  it  is  more 
than  absurd,  for  them  to  withdraw 
themselves,  and  to  think  they  get  out  of 
the  responsibility  by  sa3^g — **  Oh,  we 
never  went  into  the  question  of  how 
this  particular  thing  was  to  be  done.'' 
Well,  that  is  what  we  say  has  charac- 
terized your  conduct  with  regard  to 
Egypt  all  through.  You  have  always 
been  getting  Egypt  into  a  difficulty,  and 
then  withdrawing  yourself  from  respon- 
sibility by  saying — "Oh,  that  was  a 
question  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
tiling  was  to  have  been  done,  and  we 
were  not  responsible  for  that."  Take 
that  serious  question  we  have  so  often 
referred  to— the  abandonment  of  the 
Soudan.  There  was  a  question  as  to 
which,  it  being  one  of  the  highest  im- 
portance. Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment 
said — "  This  is  to  be  done ;  but  we  need 
not  say  how  it  has  to  be  done."  And 
then  they  would  keep  themselves  out  of 
the  responsibility,  and  wouldnot  g^veany 
advice  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
to  be  done,  and  their  failing  to  do  so  led 
to  the  great  misfortunes  which  have  hap- 
pened since.  The  same  has  been  the 
case,  on  a  different  scale,  with  this 
newspaper.  You  were  responsible  for 
the  act  of  the  Egyptian  Government. 
You  failed  to  point  out  to  them  what 
you  might  have  pointed  out — the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  to  be  avoided  in  the 
manner  of  executing  the  Decree — and 
then,  when  the  thingoomesto  the  last,  you 
have  to  humiliate  yourselves  in  the  eyes 
of  the  world  and  in  the  eyes  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Govemmentthemselves  by  having  to 
confess — "  We  did  not  give  sufficiently 
good  advice ;  we  had  not  considered  the 
matter  sufficiently;  when  we  came  to 
look  into  the  matter  and  take  the  opi- 
nion of  our  Law  Officers,  we  found  that 
the  way  this  was  done  was  illegal,  and 
therefore  we  have  to  associate  onrselvea 
with  an  expression  of  regret"  Sir,  that 
is  not  the  position  which  we  think  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  should  take  up, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  country  will 
be  satisfied  with  the  explanation  which 
has  been  tendered  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. But,  Sir,  we  have  the  other  point, 
which  is  the  re-appearance  of  TJU  J?m- 
phor0  Egyptim,  When  we  had  that  not 
particularly  agreeable  statement  made 
to  us  of  the  terms  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  agreed,  and  the 
apology  with  which  they  were  to 
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ciate  themselves,  they  were  distinctly 
asked — I  myself  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter— whether,  as  a  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment, the  paper  was  to  be  suppressed, 
or  whether  it  was  again  to  appear  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  gave  me,  in  a  most  dis- 
tinct manner,  the  assurance  that  it  was 
not  to  appear.  I  see  now — and  I  put  a 
Question  on  the  subject  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  evening — that  in  the  very 
last  of  Earl  G-ranville's  despatches  on 
this  subject  he  tells  Nubar  Pasha,  or 
desires  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  to  teU  Nubar 
Pasha,  in  the  most  distinct  terms,  that 
although  the  opening  of  the  printing 
office  should  be  tmconditional,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Q-ovemment  have  reason  to  be 
convinced  that  I^  Bosphore  JEgyptUn 
will  not  appear  for  a  certain  time,  and 
that,  meanwhile,  the  French  Govern- 
ment will  be  ready  to  exchange  views  on 
the  question  of  the  application  of  the 
Press  Laws  to  newspapers  published 
by  French  citizens  in  Egypt.  Well,  I 
asked  whether  any  communication  had 
taken  place,  whether  any  exchange  of 
views  had  taken  place,  in  conformity 
with  that  which  we  were  told  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  expected  as  far  back 
as  the  28th  of  April  ?  The  answer  we 
get  is — "  Oh,  this  matter  of  Tk$  Bosphore 
£gypU§n  is  only  24  hours  old,  and  how 
can  you  expect  that  we  should  answer  in 
24  hours  upon  this  matter  ?  Communi- 
cations are  going  on,  and  views  are 
being  exchanged  upon  this  subject." 
But  we  want  to  know  what  has  been 
going  on  between  the  28th  of  April  and 
the  20th  of  May?  We  were  told,  as 
part  of  this  arrangement,  that  there 
were  to  be  negotiations  and  an  exchange 
of  views,  and  we  want  to  know  has  there 
been  such  exchange  of  views — has  the 
matter  been  touched  since  the  28th  of 
April,  or  has  it  been  left  until  now, 
when  we  have  had  it  forced  upon  us  ? 
I  think  the  House  has  every  reason  to 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  been  dealt  with  with  regard  to 
this  incident.  It  may,  in  itself,  be  con- 
sidered as  a  comparatively  small  inci- 
dent— but  it  is  not  so  when  we  consider 
all  the  points  raised  by  it — ^the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government  both  with 
respect  to  the  Gbvemment  of  Egypt, 
which  they  have  misled,  and  the  credit  of 
this  country,  which  they  have,  I  think, 
so  deeply  involved.  We  ought,  there- 
fore, to  have  explanations  on  this  matter. 
As  to  the  other  important  question  of 


the  proceedings  as  to  the  Guaranteed 
Loan,  I  do  most  distinctly  say  that  the 
House  was  coerced  by  the  majority,  who 
in  their  turn  were  coerced — the  minority 
was  coerced  by  the  majority,  who  were 
in  their  turn  coerced  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  his  Colleagues  by  the  state- 
ment which  we  believed,  and  by  which 
we  were  strongly  impressed  with  all  the 
authority  of  the  Government,  but  which 
we  now  look  upon  in  a  somewhat  diffe- 
rent light.  We  were  led  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
urgent  necessity  for  our  passing  at  once 
this  Besolution  forming  the  financial 
arrangement,  without  which  we  were 
told  that  foreign  nations  would  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  business,  and  we  were 
given  to  understand  that  if  we  did  so 
proceed  and  did  give  the  guarantee 
further  difficulties  were  not  to  be  ex- 
pected, and  the  Foreign  Governments 
would  proceed  with  the  matter.  Well, 
they  have  not  proceeded  with  it,  and  we 
see  the  difficulties  which  have  now  come 
upon  us.  We  want  some  advice  and 
information  from  the  Government .  on 
these  matters.  We  are  told  it  is  im- 
reasonable  to  ask  it.  I  think  we  are 
closing  the  Session  for  the  present  ad- 
journment in  a  very  tmsatisfactory  man- 
ner. I  think  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try have  every  reason  to  complain  of 
the  position  in  which,  as  it  now  ap- 
pears, we  are  placed  with  regard  to  this 
particular  question  of  the  newspaper 
and  the  fair  settlement  of  the  financial 
arrangement ;  and  we  are  placed,  let  me 
add  also,  in  an  unsatisfactory  position 
with  regard  to  a  very  important  ques- 
tion which  I  do  not  think  has  been  men- 
tioned to>night  —  I  mean  the  arrange- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Suez  Can^. 
Upon  that  question  we  ought  to  have  more 
assurances  than  we  have  yet  received ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  that  the  GOvemment  have  a  right 
to  use  to  us  the  language  of  rebuke  in 
which  both  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Home  Secretary  have  so  freely  indulged. 
Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  the  Government 
asserted  that  they  had  no  means  of  in- 
forming themselves  as  to  the  mode 
which  would  be  adopted  of  suppressing 
The  Boiphore  Egypt%$n:  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  suppression  of  the  paper,  as 
it  had  taken  place,  was  merely  a  second 
edition  of  a  former  suppression  that  was 
attempted  in  February,  1884.  On  that 
occasion  the  Egyptian  Government  su.^^* 
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pressed  the  paper  by  Decree ;  but  that 
Goyemment  was  informed  by  its  Legal 
Adviser  that  the  action  they  had  taken 
was  illegal.  When  they  went  to  the 
office  of  the  paper  they  were  told  that  if 
they  attempted  to  put  their  Decree  into 
force  they  would  be  met  by  armed  re- 
sistance. The  French  Consular  autho- 
rities had  not  been  notified.  Informa- 
tion was  sent  to  them,  and  they  de- 
spatched an  agent  to  the  newspaper 
office,  upon  whose  representation  the 
Egyptian  Government  withdrew.  That 
was  the  history  of  the  first  effort  to  sup- 
press the  newspaper,  and  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  aware,  was  the  only  authority 
for  the  later  suppression.  Those  facts 
were  notorious  in  Egypt — ^in  fact,  all 
over  Cairo—and  they  must  have  been 
pretty  well  known  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
and  those  who  acted  on  behtdf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Therefore,  the 
Gt>vemment  had  no  right  whatever  to 
come  to  the  House  and  say  that  they 
were  not  aware  of  the  illegality  of  the 
course  they  were  pursuing  in  connection 
with  this  paper.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  character  of  T^e  Bosphore  Egyptien, 
he  must  say  that  he  had  felt  very  much 
astonished  at  the  statements  made  both 
in  that  House  and  by  the  Press  of  this 
country  on  the  subject.  He  had  been  a 
very  constant  reader — almost  a  daily 
reader — of  the  journal,  and  he  thought 
that  if  there  was  any  real  ground  of  ob- 
jection to  it,  or  any  sufficient  ground  for 
its  suppression,  it  would  be  the  in- 
variable support  it  had  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  their  conduct 
of  the  affairs  of  Egypt.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  that  what  was  done 
was  done  by  the  action  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  responsible,  that 
was  a  mere  play  upon  words.  It  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  there  was 
no  real  Egyptian  Government — that  the 
Egyptian  Government  was  a  mere 
marionette;  we  pulled  the  strings  and 
it  jumped.  As  to  Nubar  Pasha,  he  was 
not  an  Egyptian  but  a  Christian  Arme- 
nian officer,  who  was  kept  at  the  head 
of  affairs  in  Egypt  by  our  bayonets,  and 
who  would  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
24  hours  in  Egypt  after  those  bayonets 
disappeared  from  it.  And  that  was  the 
man  whose  action  Her  Majesty's  Gt)- 
vemment  called  the  action  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Government.  If  there  was  any- 
thing that  was  absolutely  plain  to  any- 
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one  who  was  not  a  thick-and-thin  sup- 
porter of  the  English  clique  in  Cairo,  it 
was  that  Th$  Boiphore  Egypiien  repre- 
sented the  opinion  not  only  of  the 
Egyptian  Gh>vemment  and  the  French 
Colonists,  but  of  all  other  Colonists  with 
regard  to  the  British  Gh>vemment  and 
their  acts  towards  the  officials  in  Egypt. 
Therefore,  the  action  which  had  been 
taken  in  the  case  of  this  newspaper  was 
not  the  action  of  any  real  Egyptian  Gb- 
vemment,  but  was  an  action  for  which 
Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment  were  pri- 
marily responsible.  It  was  an  act  done 
by  an  Agent  of  theirs  who  called  him- 
self a  litOnister  of  the  Khedive,  and  it 
was  upon  that  ground  that  France  had 
demanded  from  them,  and  had  com- 
pelled them  to  join  in,  the  expression  of 
regret  which  had  been  made  for  this  act 
of  invading  the  domicile  of  a  French- 
man in  Cairo.  With  regard  to  the 
question  as  to  the  legality  or  illegality 
of  this  act,  it  did  not  require  any  very 
extensive  knowledge  of  the  laws  under 
which  Englishmen  lived  in  Efl;ypt  to 
know  that  any  violation  of  the  domicile 
of  a  foreigner  in  that  country  would  be 
a  breach  of  International  Law.  That 
must  have  been  patent  to  the  British 
authorities  and  to  those  who  advised 
this  action  in  Egypt,  and  he  supposed 
that  it  was  something  that  was  not 
unknown  to  the  gentlemen  who  ruled 
over  the  destinies  of  the  foreigner.  He 
supposed  they  knew  enough  about 
foreign  affairs  to  know  that  the  laws 
under  which  foreigners  lived  in  Egypt 
were  different  from  those  under  which 
they  lived  in  any  European  country. 
And  now  he  meant  to  pass  from  that 
point.  He  just  wished  to  say  one  word 
with  regard  to  a  phrase  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister used  as  he  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  came 
into  the  House  with  respect  to  the  Son- 
dan  Expedition.  There  were  plenty  of 
books  concerning  Egypt  which  would 
supply  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
all  the  information  about  that  country 
which  he  could  possibly  desire  to  have. 
If  the  British  Government  had  it  in 
contemplation  to  send  an  Expedition  up 
the  Nile,  it  was  evident  that  the  only 
time  at  which  such  an  Expedition  could 
have  been  properly  sent  was  the  time 
when  the  Nile  was  at  the  flood.  That 
time  the  Government  deliberately  lei 
pass.  They  said  they  had  no  notice  of 
it.  Perhaps  it  might  appear  a  little 
egotistical;  but  he,  in  some  letters  he 
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had  the  honour  to  write,  called  attention 
as  early  as  May  to  the  necessity  of 
sending  the  Expedition  up  the  Nile  not 
later  than  the  1st  of  July.  His  letters, 
no  doubt,  escaped  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers ;  but  still  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s  Ministers  must  haye  had  agents 
who  were  able  and  clever  aU  throughout 
Egypt.  They  had  the  officers  of  their  In- 
telligence Department  scattered  through- 
out Egypt  at  that  time ;  and,  therefore, 
how  could  the  Government  have  been 
ignorant  as  to  what  was  the  proper  time 
to  send  an  Expedition  up  the  Nile  ?  If 
they  were  ignorant  it  was  because  they 
did  not  take  the  trouble  to  inform  them- 
selves on  a  matter  of  vital  importance 
to  the  safety  of  the  garrison  of  E[har- 
toum.  The  excuses  they  attempted  to 
make  to  the  House  were  lame  and  in- 
effective, and  if  the  country  were  satis- 
fied with  them  they  were  very  easily 

AJl.tl  Rm  An 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  matter  of  The  Boephore  Egyptien  was 
not  important  in  itself,  but  it  was  im- 
portant as  showing  the  want  of  bene- 
volence on  the  part  of  the  French.  It 
really  seemed  that  there  was  a  com- 
bination of  European  Powers  against 
us,  in  spite  of  the  continual  assertion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
did  not  seek  any  special  privileges  in 
Egypt,  but  that  they  wished  to  get  out 
of  Egypt  as  soon  as  they  could,  and 
that  &ey  wished  to  make  the  Suez  Canal 
a  channel  of  commerce  open  to  all  na- 
tions. This  country  spoke  before  Egypt 
with  two  voices — one  the  voice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  the  other 
the  voice  of  an  irresponsible  Press,  a 
voice  which  was  mistaken  for  that  of 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country.  The 
Press  was  continually  hounding  on  the 
(Government  to  take  in  Egypt  a  position 
superior  to  that  which  other  Powers 
had.  He  did  not  think  the  Government 
had  any  grounds  for  doing  so.  It  was 
argued  by  the  Press  of  this  country  that 
they  had,  in  the  exercise  of  their  discre- 
tion, gone  to  Egypt;  that  they  had 
several  times  spilt  their  blood  and  trea- 
sure there;  and  that,  therefore,  they 
were  entitled  to  remain  there.  The  Go- 
vernment must  decide  either  that  they 
would  remain  in  Egypt,  or  tell  the  Euro- 
pean Gt)vemment8  that  they  need  not 
be  jealous.  Personally,  he  Uiought  the 
Canal  ought  to  be  subjected  to  Inter- 
national control. 

VOL.  COXOVIII.    [thiej)  sbbibs.] 


Mr.  WAETON  said,  the  time  spent 
upon  this  Vote  had  not  been  wasted,  be- 
cause the  discussion  had  elicited  from 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  his  ap- 
probation of  the  language  which  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
used  in  1881  in  the  Gandahar  debate, 
and  which  had  been  quoted  that  night 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot).  It  was  not,  however,  his 
(Mr.  Wlarton's)  province  to  interfere  in 
matters  of  high  policy.  He  had  tried 
to  do  what  he  could  to  improve  in  a 
small  degree  the  procedure  of  the  House. 
In  the  matter  of  the  introduction  of  Bills 
brought  down  from  the  other  House  he 
had  already  succeeded.  In  consequence 
of  his  humble  efforts,  it  was  now  the 
practice  of  the  Speaker  to  announce 
from  the  Chair  when  the  first  reading  of 
a  Bill  brought  from  the  other  House 
was  to  be  taken:  formerly  such  Bills 
used  to  be  introduced  in  the- House  of 
Commons  without  anyone  being  aware 
of  the  fact.  There  was  another  little 
matter  which  still  awaited  settlement — 
namely  the  appointment  of  casual  Chair- 
men. At  present,  when  the  Chairman 
(Sir  Arthur  Otway)  was  not  in  the  House, 
and  the  Committee  on  a  Bill  was  reached, 
some  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  or  it  might  possibly  be  someone 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  quietly 
slipped  into  the  Chair.  The  consent  of 
the  House  was  in  no  way  asked  with 
regard  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
should  fill  the  Chair.  He  maintained  that 
that  was  a  state  of  things  which  ought 
not  to  be.  That  was  not  his  view  only, 
but  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
because,  in  1882,  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  intended  to  bring  for- 
ward some  Eules  with  regard  to  that 
important  question.  At  a  later  period 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  when  he  would  be 
able  to  put  on  the  Paper  the  proposed 
Eegulation  regulating  the  appointment 
of  casual .  Chairmen.  The  answer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  returned  was  that 
the  Government  had  no  intention  at 
present  to  make  any  proposal  on  the 
subject.  A  hint  was  thrown  out  from 
the  Government  Bench  that  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  if  there  was  a  panel  of 
Gentlemen  capable  of  sitting  in  the 
Chair.    If  that  suggestion  were  aoted 
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upon,  tbej  would  not  see  what  posi- 
tively happened  on  some  occasions — a 
kind  of  scramble  for  the  Ohairman's  seat. 
He  had  not  a  word  to  say  against  any  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  occasionally 
occupied  the  Chair;  but,  nevertheless, 
he  thought  there  should  be  some  Bules 
to  regulate  the  appointment  of  Chair- 
men. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
minutes.  He  should  not  have  done  so 
if  it  had  not  been  for  a  remark  which 
fell  from  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  that  evening.  He 
(Mr.  Ashmead  -  Bartlett)  ventured  to 
cheer,  not  immoderately,  but  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  a  quotation  from  a  newspaper, 
with  regard  to  the  squeezability  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  then  reading  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  once  founded  the  enorm,ous  charge 
against  him  of  want  of  patriotism; 
he  said  there  was  a  great  want  of 
patriotism  in  cheering  the  statement 
that  the  Government  was  squeezable  by 
foreign  nations.  Well,  were  they  not 
squeezable  ?  Could  any  intelligent  man 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  say 
they  were  not  squeezable?  When  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  drew  attention  to 
the  squeezability  of  the  Government, 
their  object  was  not^to  encourage  foreign 
nations  to  squeeze  the  Government,  but 
to  encourage  the  Government  to  resist 
the  squeezing.  They  wished,  if  they 
could,  to  arouse  what  latent  sense  of 
shame  was  in  the  Government.  The 
squeezability  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  nothing  new.  The  whole 
Continent  of  Europe  was  weU  acquainted 
with  it.  Every  foreign  organ  of  intelli- 
gence was  at  that  moment  writing  about 
it.  The  only  way  which  the  House 
had  of  checking  that  fatal  squeezability 
of  the  Government  and  averting  war — 
for  it  was  certainly  bringing  about  war — 
was  to  put  such  pressure  upon  Ministers 
as  would  prevent  their  being  squeezed. 
It  was  remarkable  to  listen  to  the  Prime 
Minister  indulging  in  a  eulogy  of  peace. 
Did  the  Prime  Minister  or  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  really  think  that  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
peaceful  ?  Did  they  not  know  that  these 
constant  surrenders  to  a  Power  which 
only  respected  force  were  the  certain 
means  of  leading  to  war  ?  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  only  war  in  which  this  ooun- 
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try  had  been  engaged  with  Eussia  was 
caused  by  a  Liberal  Government,  of 
which  the  present  Prime  Minister  was  a 
Member,  and  was  caused  by  the  same 
course  of  feebleness  and  inability  to 
speak  their  own  mind  which  the  present 
Government  were  now  following.  The 
more  they  gave  up  to  Bussia  the  more  she 
would  demand.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  course  which  he 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  was  following 
was  detrimental  to  the  public  interest. 
He  confessed  he  had,  with  very  little 
support,  tried  to  induce  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  declare  what  their  policy 
with  regard  to  the  Afghan  Frontier  was. 
He  deeply  grieved  to  be  at  varianoe  with 
the  Prime  Minister  on  that  point.  He 
believed,  however,  that  what  he  wanted 
was  not  at  variance  with  the  public  inte- 
rest; because,  in  his  opinion,  the  only 
means  of  preventing  war  was  to  make 
the  Government  lay  their  hand  on  the 
Table  and  state  how  much  they  were 
prepared  to  defend,  and  see  whether  pub- 
lic opinion  would  support  them  in  what 
they  called  a  national  and  Imperial 
policy,  but  which,  so  far,  had  been 
nothing  of  the  kind.  He  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  could  deny 
that  if  the  Bussian  despatch  of  the  16th  of 
January  had  been  made  known  to  this 
country  at  the  time  such  strength  would 
have  been  given  by  public  support  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  make  the 
invasion  of  Afghanistan  and  the  attack  on 
and  slaughter  of  their  allies  absolutely 
impossible  ?  On  the  16th  of  Januaiy 
last  the  Eussians  demanded  Zulfikar, 
Penjdeh,  and  other  places;  and,  further- 
more, that  the  Ameer  should  not  have 
the  right  to  fortify  his  own  country. 
Was  there  a  Minister  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  who  could  deny  that  if  the  de- 
spatch containing  those  demands  had 
been  made  known  to  the  country  at  the 
time  there  would  have  been  such  a 
display  of  public  feeling  as  would  have 
made  the  Government's  subsequent  sur- 
render impossible?  In  condusion,  he 
asked  the  Government  to  state  what  was 
the  Frontier  agreed  upon  last  Monday 
or  Tuesday  between  Earl  Granville  and 
M.  de  Staal,  so  that  the  country  might 
know  how  much  further  pressure  waa 
being  put  upon  Ministers,  and  where 
this  insidious  encroachment  of  Buasia 
was  to  make  its  next  move?  The 
Opposition  were  told  that  they  were 
a  War  Party.     That  they  were   tdd 
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by  a  G-overnment  who  had  just  spent 
£13,600,000  on  war  preparations ;  who 
had  a  Budget  of  £100,000,000  and  a 
deficit  of  £15,000,000;  a  Government 
who  had  involved  them  in  wars  in  the 
Transvaal  and  the  Soudan,  who  had 
rendered  war  with  Bussia  all  but  in- 
evitable— ^yes,  in  spite  of  the  sneers  of 
the  Home  Secretary  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  he  maintained  that  the  yielding 
policy  of  the  Government  was  making  war 
with  Bussia  absolutely  certain.  There 
were  no  possible  meansof  preventing  war 
with  Bussia  but  by  telling  her  she  was 
not  to  overstep  a  certain  line.  Let 
Bussia  know  clearly  that  if  she  con- 
tinued to  encroach  she  would  be  con- 
fronted by  the  whole  Forces  of  the 
Empire — in  India,  the  Baltic,  and  the 
Black  Sea ;  and  by  every  ally  we  could 
get — ^in  Turkey,  in  China,  and  wherever 
we  could  obtain  support,  would  be  used 
against  her.  That  was  the  only  way  in 
which  war  was  to  be  prevented.  There 
was  no  Peace  Party  in  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment ;  there  were  two  Parties— one 
which  believed  that  more  could  be  gained 
in  the  future  by  temporary  delay  now, 
and  another  which  thought  that  Herat 
ought  to  be  seized  at  once.  As  to  M. 
de  Giers,  of  whose  peaceful  intentions 
the  House  had  heard  so  much,  he  asked 
hon.  Members  to  read  the  Blue  Book  and 
see  whether  M.  de  Giers  was  not  the 
most  convenient  stalking  horse  that  any 
War  Party  in  any  coimtry  ever  possessed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Reiohed,  That  this  House,  at  its 
rising  on  Friday,  do  adjourn  till  Thurs- 
day the  4th  of  June. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Postponed  Besolution  [7th  May]  eon- 
iidered, 

(2.)  **  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £38,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Administration  of  Military  Law,  which 
wUl  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of  March  1886." 

Mr.  sexton  wished  to  know  what 
steps  the  Government  had  taken,  or 
meant  to  take,  respecting  a  series  of 
outrages  committed  in  Downpatrick  on 
the  night  of  the  30th  of  April  by  a 
number  of  men  of  the  Down  Militia  ?  As 
far  as  he  could  ascertain,  the  outrages 
bad  been  followed  by  complete  immu- 
nity. When  he  last  brought  the  sub j  ect 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  he  pointed 


outthat  the  Government  had  deliberately 
abstained  from  using  the  best  ground  iu 
the  vicinity  of  Downpatrick  for  the 
Militia ;  that  they  had  not  made  use  of 
any  of  the  unoccupied  houses  in  the 
town  for  the  billeting  of  the  men ;  but 
that  they  had  billeted  them  promis- 
cuously through  the  town,  which  meant 
the  complete  destruction  of  military  dis- 
cipline and  opening  the  door  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace  ill  a  part  of  Ireland  where 
Party  feeling  ran  notoriously  high.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
in  replying  to  his  complaint,  said  that 
the  private  houses  were  not  suitable  to 
the  purpose.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
since  ascertained  that  the  unoccupied 
houses  in  the  town  of  Downpatrick  had 
been  actually  inspected  by  a  sergeant  of 
the  Staff,  who  found  that  one  of  them 
was  capable  of  accommodating  80  men — 
that,  in  fact,  there  was  abundant  accom- 
modation in  such  houses  for  the  whole 
of  the  men,  190  in  number.  However, 
the  War  OflBce  refused  to  accept  the 
suggestion  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  made, 
and,  as  he  had  said,  the  men  were  bil' 
leted  promiscuously  through  the  town. 
The  conduct  of  16  of  them  who  were 
billeted  in  one  house  was  so  bad  on  one 
occasion  that  the  sergeant  was  obliged 
to  remove  13  of  them  to  other  quarters. 
The  War  Office  refused  to  take  warning 
from  that  circumstance.  The  moment 
the  regiment  came  into  the  town  early 
last  month  disorder  and  breaches  of  the 

Eeace  were  feared.  That  might  have 
een  because  the  character  of  the  regi- 
ment was  known  to  the  townspeople — it 
might  be  due  also  to  the  political  cha- 
racter of  the  Commanding  Officer.  Co- 
lonel Waring  was  an  extreme  Orange- 
man ;  he  was  one  of  the  magistrates  who 
signalized  themselves  in  the  matter  of 
Lord  Rossmore's  removal  from  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace ;  he  was  the  man 
who  led  an  armed  and  violent  mob  at 
Saintfield  some  two  or  three  years  ago  ; 
and  he  was  only  prevented  by  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  from  making  an  armed  and 
murderous  attack  upon  an  orderly  or- 
ganized public  meeting.  Major  Stewart, 
the  Adjutant  of  the  regiment  was  also 
a  partizan,  and  after  the  Militiamen  had 
been  allowed  to  march  through  the  town 
drunk  and  shouting  "  to  Hell  with  the 
Pope,"  he  was  the  officer  who  had  not 
the  courtesy  or  the  common  sense  of 
duty  to  reply  to  the  complaints  made  by 
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as  that  be  had  made  there  that  evening 
without  being  able  to  give  some  buV 
stantial  authority  for  their  denial.  He 
did  not  rely  altogether  on  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Gilmore ;  but  he  had  in  his  pos- 
session a  great  many  other  declarations 
which  fully  corroborated  Gilmore's  tes- 
timony in  regard  to  the  breaking  of  his 
windows,  &c.  One  of  the  persons  in 
the  house  at  the  time  of  the  occurrence, 
Patrick  John  M*Intosh,  gave  corrobora- 
tive testimony,  and  so  did  another  man, 
Patrick  Cunningham  ;  but  it  was  useless 
for  him  to  go  into  any  more  of  those 
statements.  Would  the  noble  Marquess 
repeat  his  denial,  or  would  he  get  up 
and  admit  that  it  was  no  longer  tenable  ? 
Colonel  Galbraith,  an  official  of  the  Go- 
vernment, had  been  sent  down  to  make 
an  inquiry  into  those  statements ;  but  he 
should  like  to  know  what  was  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  ?  Would  the  noble  Mar- 
quess get  up  and  state  what  the  result 
of  that  inquiry  was  ?  Everybody  knew 
what  was  coming.  All  those  Militiamen 
were  connected  with  the  Orange  Society, 
and  the  people  were  Catholics,  and  when 
the  former  were  given  liberty  to  go 
about  as  they  liked  the  result  was  in- 
evitable. Ever  since  they  had  been  in 
the  town  of  Downpatrick  they  had  gone 
out  of  their  way  to  insult  tiie  people. 
One  of  their  favourite  amusements  had 
been  to  stand  outside  the  places  of  wor- 
ship of  the  people  as  the  people  came 
out  and  insult  them  and  their  religion. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
denial  was  maintained,  and  whether  if 
the  case  he  had  made  out  was  admitted — 
and  it  was  vouched  for  by  all  the  priests 
in  Ulster — would  the  Government  free 
the  town  from  all  this  riotous  element  ? 
If  they  refused,  and  this  conduct  was 
allowed  to  be  continued,  he  could  not 
believe  but  that  those  outrages  would 
be  renewed  and  the  peace  would  be 
broken.  The  magistrates  had  refused 
to  go  into  the  provocation  which  the 
people  had  received,  and  nothing  had 
been  done  to  bring  the  Militiamen  to 
justice.  When  would  those  men  bo 
taken  away  ?  Would  the  Government 
be  good  enough  to  take  those  men  awaj 
from  Downpatrick,  where  the  fear  of 
those  riots  occurring  was  constant? 
They  might  take  them  away  to  Limo- 
rick  or  any  other  place  where  thero 
would  be  no  fear  of  their  breaking 
the  public  peace  or  raising  riots. 
What  steps  had  ever  been  taken  to 


the  Catholic  clergy.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
made  a  complaint  of  these  proceedings 
in  that  House ;  but  he  was  met  with  a 
**  categorical  denial,'*  and  the  Govern- 
ment took  no  steps  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  affairs  or  what  was  taking 
place.  On  the  evening  of  the  30th  of 
April,  about  40  men  from  the  regiment 
formed  themselves  into  military  order, 
and,  headed  by  two  civilians,  they 
marched  through  the  town  attacking 
every  Catholic  in  the  streets  and  the 
houses  of  the  Catholics  along  the  line 
of  route.  During  the  evening  they 
made  an  incursion  upon  the  premises 
of  a  man  named  Gilmore,  and  violently 
attacked  and  beat  some  people  who  were 
in  the  shop,  and  then  made  their  way 
back  to  barracks  after  breaking  the 
glass  in  Mr.  Gilmore' s  windows.  The 
noble  Marquess  seemed  to  think  that 
that  was  a  proper  kind  of  conduct.  It 
was  well  known  in  the  town  of  Down- 
patrick that  the  police  had  orders  not  to 
arrest  Militiamen,  and  the  result  of  that 
was  very  naturally  to  try  the  tempers  of 
the  population  of  the  town  and  to  bring 
about  ill-feeling.  He  did  not  know 
which  side  got  the  upper  hand  in  the 
disturbances  which  took  place ;  but  this 
they  did  know — that  the  civilian  inva- 
riably got  punished  and  the  Militiaman 
went  free.  Why  did  the  noble  Mar- 
quess mention  this  **  categorical  denial " 
at  all  unless  he  had  meant  it  to  go  in 
palliation  of  what  had  taken  place  ?  He 
met  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  statement  by 
saying  that  a  '^  categorical  denial "  had 
been  made ;  but  he  did  not  say  who  had 
made  that  *^  categorical  denial."  Was 
it  Colonel  Waring  or  Major  Stewart,  for 
he  held  that  a  denial  from  such  men 
was  entitled  to  no  credence  ?  It  was  one 
of  the  grievances  in  the  town  that  such 
a  man  as  Major  Stewart  should'  have 
been  allowed  to  occupy  his  position  for 
eight  years.  He  wished  to  inform  the 
House  that  he  had  declarations  proving 
the  accuracy  of  his  statements,  and 
therefore  he  was  anxious  to  know  who 
had  made  the  denials.  He  had  a  decla- 
ration made  by  Mr.  Gilmore  himself, 
saying  that  every  one  of  the  statements 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  made  was  correct, 
and  going  particularly  into  the  question 
of  how  the  people  in  his  shop  were 
knocked  down  by  these  drunken  Militia- 
men. It  was  a  very  serious  thing  when 
people  got  up  in  that  House  and  denied 
statements  which  were  so  undeniable 
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find  out  the  MilitiaTnen  who  had  com- 
mitted outrages?  Civilians  had  been 
punished;  but,  as  he  had  said  before, 
Militiamen  went  free,  and  he  contended 
that  it  was  the  immunity  from  punish- 
ment that  gave  an  impetus  to  those  men 
to  commit  outrage,  because  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  they  would  not  be 
charged  with  their  crimes.  He  thought 
that  the  Military  Authorities  ought  to 
co-operate  with  the  Civil  Authorities  in 
this  matter,  and  endeavour  to  punish 
the  real  culprits.  He  should  be  very 
much  surprised  if  any  of  the  claims  he 
had  put  forward  that  evening  were 
shown  to  be  unreasonable.  It  was  al- 
most hopeless  for  them  to  expect  to  ob- 
tain justice  from  the  Military  Authori- 
ties in  those  matters ;  but  he  should  use 
every  effort  on  that  and  every  other  oc- 
casion to  obtain  justice  for  the  people. 
The  effect  of  allowing  people  in  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  Crown  to  do  as  they  liked 
must  produce  bitterness  in  the  minds  of 
the  people,  and  induce  them  to  retaliate. 
If  the  War  Office  took  steps  to  put  a 
stop  to  this  kind  of  thing  they  would 
probably  have  no  more  trouble ;  but  if 
not  they  might  depend  upon  it  there 
would  be  much  rioting,  and  many 
heads  broken.  As  long  as  this  state 
of  things  existed  the  prospect  of  any- 
thing like  peace  was  anything  but  cer- 
tain. 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber appeared  to  attach  an  exaggerated 
importance  to  this  matter.  He  was  not 
aware  of  what  was  the  direct  bearing  of 
the  hon.  Member's  speech,  and  he  could 
not  remember  what  were  the  statements 
to  which  he  had  given  a  categorical 
denial.  The  War  Office  had  referred 
the  matter  to  Colonel  Galbraith,  and  had 
directed  him  to  inquire  into  the  dis- 
turbances. Although  they  had  not  yet  re- 
ceived his  fullEeport,  they  had  received 
a  telegram  from  Colonel  Galbraith  on  the 
subject,  in  which  he  said  that  the  dis- 
turbances were  not  commenced  by  the 
Militia,  and  that  they  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated.  The  telegram  was  not  a 
very  long  one  however,  and  he  would 
not  altogether  rely  upon  it,  for  Colonel 
Galbraitib  might,  of  course,  be  led  to 
modify  his  opinion  by  subsequent  in- 
formation. He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  it  necessary  to  im- 
pute bad  conduct  to  the  Militia  on  this 
particular  occasion,  and  in  this  partiular 


way.  The  fact  of  Militia  regiments 
being  billeted  on  the  towns  was  not 
generally  deprecated  by  the  people,  but, 
as  a  rule,  was  regarded  as  a  matter  to 
be  desired,  as  it  brought  money  into  the 
town,  and  was  a  source  of  profit  to  some 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  towns- 
people. Those  men  had  been  previously 
quartered  in  Downpatrick,  and  Major 
Stuart  desired  to  obtain  the  same  barrack 
accommodation  which  they  had  had 
before  in  order  to  have  the  men  the 
better  under  his  control.  That,  how- 
ever, was  found  to  be  impossible.  The 
billeting,  therefore,  was  not  a  matter 
which  was  altogether  under  the  control 
of  the  Military  Authorities.  Neverthe- 
less, the  recruits  assembled  in  the  town 
on  the  6th  of  April ;  and,  as  far  as  he 
could  ascertain,  no  disturbance  occurred 
until  the  29th  of  April.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said  that  a  disturbance  occurred 
the  day  before  the  races ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  that  disturbance  was  caused 
by  an  assault  on  a  Militiaman,  and  was 
caused  by  a  well-known  disturber  of  the 
public  peace,  who  was  now  undergoing 
punishment  for  offences  of  that  kind. 
On  the  following  day,  as  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member,  the  disturbance  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Gilmore's  shop  took  place. 
Neither  he  nor  anyone  else  had  been 
able  to  identify  any  of  the  civilians  who 
took  part  in  the  disturbance.  It  was 
true  that  the  windows  of  several  houses 
were  broken ;  but  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  was  informed  that  some  of 
the  houses  were  inhabited  by  Protes- 
tants. Since  the  occurrence,  however, 
the  regiment  had  been  in  camp  outside 
the  town,  it  was  now  under  strict  mili- 
tary control,  and  the  Commanding  Officer 
did  not  apprehend  a  renewal  of  the  dis- 
turbance. The  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
what  measures  had  been  taken  by  the 
Military  Authorities  to  prevent  any  fur- 
ther breaches  of  the  peace.  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  informed 
that  the  town  had  been  patrolled  at 
night  by  a  strong  picket  under  the  com- 
mand of  an  officer,  and  that,  in  addition, 
other  precautionary  measures  had  been 
taken.  He  had  not  obtained  full  in- 
formation on  the  subject;  but  there 
seemed  to  be  no  reason  whatever  to 
doubt  that  what  took  place  on  the  30th  of 
April  had  been  very  greatly  exaggerated. 
It  was  perfectly  clear  to  him  that  the 
disturbance  was  provoked  not  by  the 
Militiamen,  but  by  certain  civiliaiis  of 
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the  town.  Every  facility  had  been  given 
by  the  oflficers  for  the  identification  of 
those  who  took  part  in  the  breach  of  the 
peace,  but  up  to  the  present  without 
success.  As  to  the  Commanders  of  the 
regiment  being  Members  of  the  Orange 
Society  be  knew  nothing ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  Colonel  Waring  or  any 
one  of  the  officers  would  allow  their 
political  opinions  to  interfere  with  the 
discharge  of  their  military  duties.  If 
anything  in  the  nature  of  Party  spirit 
or  feeling  entered  into  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  of  Militia  officers  a  Eeport  to 
that  effect  would  be  immediately  made 
by  the  superior  officer,  and  proper  steps 
taken  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  compensation 
had  been  granted  to  the  people  whose 
property  had  been  destroyed  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  not  aware  that  any  claim 
for  compensation  had  been  made. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said  the  state- 
ment  of  the  noble  Marquess  was  not  al- 
together satisfactory.  The  noble  Mar- 
?uess,  who  had  been  Chief  Secretary  for 
reland,  and  therefore  must  know  very 
well  what  the  Party  feeling  in  that 
country,  especially  in  the  North,  was,  was 
scarcely  justified  in  instituting  an  analogy 
between  the  riots  which  took  place  in 
English  and  Scotch  towns,  and  the  riots 
which  took  place  between  the  Irish 
Parties.  If  there  were  merely  drunken 
rows'  between  Militiamen  and  low-class 
civilians  no  one  would  say  anything  about 
them.  But  the  complaint  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  was,  in  the  first 
place,  that  this  Militia  regiment  was 
commanded  by  an  officer  notorious  for 
his  Orange  proclivities,  and  his  parti- 
cipation in  Orange  manifestoes  and 
Orange  proceedings  of  all  kinds.  Under 
the  influence  of  an  officer  of  that  kind, 
the  regiment  had  been  led  to  insult  and 
provoke  the  Catholic  inhabitants  of  the 
town  of  Downpatrick.  He  put  it  to  the 
noble  Marquess  whether  it  was  good  for 
the  Militia,  for  the  Army  generally,  or 
good  on  any  ground  of  public  policy  that 
such  a  state  of  things  should  be  allowed 
to  continue  in  the  town  ?  The  noble  Mar- 
quees had  said  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
Orange  proclivities  of  Colonel  Waring. 
It  was  strange  he  did  not,  for  there 
was  not  a  man  in  Ireland  who  did 
not  know  Colonel  Waring.  Colonel 
Waring,  as  the  Deputy  Grand  Master  of 
the  Orange  Society  of  County  Down, 

The  Marquess  of  Sartington 


had  lately  affixed  his  name  to  the  most 
inflammatory  placards;  he  was  un- 
doubtedly a  most  active  member  of  the 
Orange  Society,  and  therefore  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  War  Office  to  remove  him 
from  the  command  of  this  Militia  regi- 
ment. The  noble  Marquess  complained 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  had  led  the  House  to  suppose 
that  there  was  some  Party  or  religious 
feeling  mixed  up  with  this  matter. 
There  was  no  one  who  regretted  Party 
conflicts  more  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Sexton) ;  but  the  facts  remained. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  Party  feeling 
was  mixed  up  in  this  matter.  One 
woman  of  the  town  had  deposed  that 
she  was  terrified  on  account  of  her 
young  children.  Was  it  not  an  intoler- 
able state  of  things  that  a  woman, 
whose  respectability  was  attested  by  a 
clergyman,  should  be  afraid  of  her  own 
life,  and  of  the  lives  of  her  children, 
because  a  Militia  regiment  was  allowed 
to  go  about  insulting  and  attacking  the 
Catholic  inhabitants  of  the  town?  As 
a  ride,  the  Orange  body,  bad  as  they 
were,  drew  the  line  at  insulting  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  Catholic  faith ;  but  Father 
O'Hara,  of  Downpatrick,  had  been  pub- 
licly insulted  by  some  of  those  men, 
one  of  whom  cursed  the  Pope  twice. 
Those  might  appear  very  small  things  ; 
but  they  were  things  which  ought  not 
to  be  aUowed  to  occur  with  impunity. 
Though  those  matters  were  small  in 
themselves,  they  became  greatly  exag- 
gerated in  a  town  like  Downpatrick, 
where  religious  and  political  feeling  ran 
extremely  high  on  all  occasions.  Now, 
as  to  what  should  be  done  in  the  future. 
The  only  thing  that  the  noble  MarqoeM 
could  do  to  save  the  people  of  the  town 
from  those  annoyances  was  to  show 
them  that  the  law  was  supreme  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  the  Authorities  were  de- 
termined to  protect  all  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  that  coold  only 
be  done  by  removing  the  regiment  from 
Downpatrick  or  its  vicinity.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  that  the  regiment  was 
in  camp  outside  the  town.  That  was 
true ;  but  a  large  portion  of  the  regi- 
ment came  into  the  town  every  OTening, 
and  anyone  who  was  at  all  acquaint^ 
with  the  state  of  feeling  there  most  be 
convinced  that  those  nightly  iacnmont 
or  excursions  of  the  Militia  were  at- 
tended with  the  most  serious  dangers  to 
the  peace  of  the  towns,  and  e«iN?«ta]ly 
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propensities  as  Colonel  Waring,  should 
be  in  command  of  a  regiment  in  that 
place.  He  would  like  to  know  what  the 
noble  Marquess  would  say  if  he  foimd  a 
gentleman,  equally  outspoken  in  Nation- 
alist opinions,  in  command  of  a  regiment? 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  such  a 
man  would  be  immediately  removed 
from  his  position.  The  War  Office 
ought  to  administer  even  justice  between 
the  two  Parties.  For  some  time  to  come 
Party  conflicts  in  Ulster  were  almost 
certain ;  and  if  this  regiment  was  not  to 
be  removed,  every  measure  should  be 
takep  to  keep  the  men  out  of  Down- 
patrick.  If  they  were  allowed  to  enter 
the  town,  it  should  be  under  such  con- 
ditions as  would  prevent  them  insulting 
and  provoking  the  people. 

Eesolution  agreed  to. 


to  the  safety  of  the  property  and  per- 
sons of  the  Catholic  inhabitants.  What 
the  noble  Marquess  had  said  was  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  there  was  great 
danger  of  the  peace  being  broken ;  he 
had  said  a  strong  picket,  under  the  com- 
mand of  an  officer,  patrolled  the  town 
every  night.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
did  not  know  enough  about  military 
matters  to  know  whether  that  was  un- 
usual. [**  It  is  not  unusual."]  He  had 
been  in  garrison  towns,  and  he  had 
always  understood  that  a  sergeant  was 
the  highest  officer  sent  out  with  a  picket. 
That  a  picket  was  sent  out  in  command 
of  an  officer  showed  that  in  the  case  of 
Downpatrick  it  was  necessary  to  take 
exceptional  measures  —  he  interpreted 
the  allusion  of  the  noble  Marquess  to 
the  picket  to  mean  that  exceptional 
precautions  for  the  safety  of  the  town 
had  been  taken.  Why  should  the  noble 
Marquess  put  the  regiment  or  himself 
to  the  trouble  of  taking  those  special 
precautions  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  the  to^n,  when  there  was  the 
much  more  ready  and  satisfactory  means 
of  doing  so — namely,  the  removal  of 
the  regiment  from  the  town?  What- 
ever feeling  there  was  in  the  town  itself, 
he  could  assure  the  noble  Marquess  that 
on  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's)  part,  and 
that  of  his  hon.  Friends,  there  was  no 
Party  feeling  whatever  in  the  matter. 
They  deplored  the  existence  of  Party 
spirit,  a  great  deal  of  which  was  irra- 
tional and  barbarous;  but  they  must 
take  things  as  they  were,  in  Ireland. 
He  thought  that  nothing  tended  to 
produce  that  spirit  more  than  the  feel- 
ing that  the  lives  and  liberties  of  Ca- 
tholics were  at  the  mercy  of  a  number  of 
Militiamen  and  Orangemen,  and  that 
the  law  would  not  step  in  to  protect 
them. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M^CAETHY  said,  he 
thought  the  inhabitants  of  Downpatrick 
would  feel,  after  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
that  they  had  no  chance  of  getting  jus- 
tice done  between  them  and  those 
Militiamen.  The  Irish  Members  were 
entitled  to  press  the  noble  Marquess  to 
remove  the  regiment  to  some  place 
where  its  presence  would  not  be  so 
objectionable.  Nothing  could  be  more 
unfortunate  than  that  an  officer,  so  well 
known  in  Downpatrick  for  his  Orange 


HONORARY  FREEDOM  OF  BOROUGHS 

BILL  [Lord:*.]— [Bill  163.] 

(Mr,  Norwood.) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mb.  WAETON  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  *^  a  ma- 
jority of  the,"  and  insert  the  words 
**not  less  than  two-thirds  of  their." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
bring  the  Bill  to  its  original  form  in  this 
respect.  He  felt  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Nor- 
wood) accepted  the  words  **  a  majority 
of  the  "  without  due  consideration.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  see  that  if  a  mark 
of  distinction  was  to  be  conferred  by  a 
borough  upon  an  eminent  person,  that 
mark  of  distinction  would  come  with 
much  better  grace  if  there  were  two- 
thirds  of  the  people  in  favour  of  be- 
stowing it  than  if  there  were  only  a 
bare  majority.  If  he  (Mr.  Warten) 
were  an  eminent  person,  and  a  borough 
wished  to  confer  a  mark  of  distinction 
upon  him,  he  should  feel  very  annoyed 
if  he  thought  it  was  only  carried  by  a 
mere  majority  of  one  vote.  He  had 
great  confidence  in  submitting  this 
Amendment  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  a  majority  of  the,"  and  insert  the  words  **  not 
less  than  two-thirds  of  their/* — {Mr,  Warion,) 

— instead  thereof. 
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Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  thatthe  Amend- 
ment was  made  in  Committee  upon  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton),  who,  in  a  speech  of  some 
force,  pointed  out  that  the  body  wbo  had 
the  power  to  elect  a  Sheriff  and  Mayor 
by  a  majority  of  one  ought  to  be  com- 
petent to  decide  by  a  mere  majority  whe- 
ther a  mark  of  distinction  should  be 
bestowed  upon  anyone.  He  (Mr.  Nor- 
wood) did  not  think  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Warton)  need 
have  much  fear  on  that  score,  because 
honours  and  distinctions  would  never  be 
conferred  when  there  was  only  a  ma- 
jority of  one  in  favour  of  conferring 
them.  It  would  be  a  distinction  worth 
nothing,  and  would  be  scarcely  ac- 
ceptable. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  there  was  a 
difference  between  conferring  appoint- 
ments such  as  that  of  Mayor  and  Sheriff 
and  the  bestowal  of  the  honorary  distinc- 
tions dealt  with  in  the  Bill.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Corporation  to  appoint  those 
officers,  and,  therefore,  it  was  right  that 
a  majority  should  suffice;  but,  in  re- 
gard to  conferring  the  honorary  freedom 
of  towns,  that  was  a  mere  complimen- 
tary business,  and  the  circumstances 
were  very  different.  He  would  say  that 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  the  distinction 
conferred,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  towns 
themselves.  A  compliment  of  this  kind 
ought  to  carry  with  it  the  general  sense 
of  the  town,  and  that  could  not  be  ex- 
pressed by  a  baro  majority  of  the  Cor- 
poration. It  could  only  be  shown  by 
the  fact  of  a  considerable  proportion  of 
the  Corporation  being  in  favour  of  it. 
He  thought  that  must  have  been  the 
idea  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
in  drawing  the  Bill  in  this  form. 

Mr.  SI&TON  said,  that  it  was  a  little 
absurd  to  question  the  authority  of  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  to 
confer  its  freedom  upon  a  distinguished 
person  when  a  majority  of  one  could 
confer  upon  Mr.  Speaker  the  dignity  of 
First  Commoner  of  England. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORWOOD :  I  would  now  ask 
the  House  to  permit  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  third  time. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paesed, 
with  an  Amendment. 


WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 

AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  152.] 

(Afr.  Daniel  Grant,  Mr.  Torrent,  Mr,  Seiater- 

Booth,  Mr,  Arthur  Cohen,  Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr, 

William  Latcrence,  Baron  Henry  De  Worm:) 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'* — {Mr.  Daniel  Grant,) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  with  regard 
to  this  Bill,  he  only  wished  to  make  this 
final  con^plaint — namely,  that  it  had 
passed  through  a  curious  change  in  its 
passage  through  the  House.  ["  Di- 
vide ! "]  He  would  merely  say  that  he 
had  hoped  the  Bill  would  have  been  kept 
in  its  original  form,  and,  as  it  had  not 
been,  he  trusted  that  it  would  be  put 
back  into  that  form  in  the  House  of 
Lords. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  timt,  and  paued. 

MOTIONS. 


INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION, 
WALES,  BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVE. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  At  this  late  hour 
I  will  confine  myself  to  explaining 
only  two  or  three  points  of  the  measure 
which  I  am  about  to  introduce.  I 
should  have  been  glad,  if  the  oppor- 
tunity had  been  atforded  me,  to  hare 
made  a  statement  in  detail ;  but  as  that 
is  not  possible  at  this  hour,  perhaps  the 
House  will  permit  me,  just  very  briefly, 
to  state  two  or  three  of  the  leading 
features  of  the  Bill,  and  to  defer  to  an- 
other stage  the  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing more  fully  its  provisions.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  remind  the  House,  and  I 
shall  assume  for  the  purposes  of  tiie  Bill 
that  the  House  is  fully  aware,  of  the 
great  deficiency  in  intermediate  educa- 
tion in  Wales,  which  is  of  an  exceptional 
character,  and  far  beyond  anything  we 
are  acquainted  with  in  any  other  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Briefly,  there 
are  two  points  I  would  lay  before 
the  House— first,  that  it  was  shown 
clearly  by  the  Keport  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  presided  over  by 
Lord  Aberdare  that  only  16  children  in 
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1,000  attend  intermediate  schools  in 
Wales,  and  only  one  in  1,000  attend 
public  intermediate  schools.  The  total 
number  was  so  small  that  there  was  no 
parallel  for  it  in  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  other  point  is 
the  small  amount  of  the  endowments  in 
"Wales  and  the  utter  inadequacy  of  them 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  interme- 
diate education  in  that  country.  The 
whole  endowment  in  North  and  South 
Wales  for  educational  purposes  is  only 
£10,000  a-year.  The  endowments  of 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire  are  covered 
by  £14,000  a-year,  a  sum  less  in  itself 
than  that  possessed  by  the  town  of 
Coventry,  and  only  half  the  amount  that 
a  scheme  now  before  the  House — the 
Elliot  scheme  in  Edinburgh — will  cost. 
It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
condition  of  intermediate  education  in 
Wales  is  as  deplorable  as  I  have  stated 
to  the  House.  The  Departmental  Oom- 
mittee  have  made  a  recommendation 
that  the  whole  of  the  endowments  of 
Wales,  including  educational  endow- 
ments, should  be  made  available  for  in- 
termediate education,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  small  fixed  rate  also,  limited 
to  something  like  a  halfpenny  in  the 
pound,  and  a  draft  on  the  Treasury  for 
the  establishment  of  intermediate  edu- 
cation, and  to  meet  the  defects  of  the 
present  system.  Now,  in  order  to  meet 
the  existing  deficiencies  we  are  bringing 
in  this  Bill.  The  4th  clause  practically 
states  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Bill — 
which  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  Saturday  morning,  I  hope,  when 
hon.  Members  will  be  able  to  see  the 
whole  scope  of  the  measure.  The 
clause  runs  to  this  effect — 

"An  Education  Committee  shall  be  estab- 
lished in  every  county  in  Wales,  and  in  the  ; 
county  of  Monmouth ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  | 
of  sudi  Committee  to  submit  to  the  Education  l 
Commissioners  for  Wales,  appointed  as  in  this  I 
Act  mentioned,  a  plan  or  plans  for  the  inter-  | 
mediate  education  of  the  inhabitants  of  their 
county.**  I 

What  we  were  met  with  on  the  threshold  i 
of  this  measure  was  the  difficulty  of  I 
calling  into  existence  some  Local  Au- 1 
thority  to  deal  with  the  question  ofi 
education.  We  have  now,  we  hope, 
surmounted  that  difficulty,  and  the 
4th  clause  of  this  Bill  creates  an  Edu-  \ 
cation  Committee  in  every  county  in ! 
Wales  and  in  the  county  of  Monmouth. 


This  special  Committee  will  consist  of 
the    Members   of   Parliament   for  the 
time  being  in  every  county ;  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  time  being  of  every  Parlia- 
mentary borough  in   the  county;  two 
Members  for  every  municipal  borough 
of  over  50,000  inhabitants ;  one  Mem- 
ber for  every  municipal  borough  under 
50,000  inhabitants ;  the  representatives 
of  the  School  Boards,  &c.    Well,  then, 
Sir,  to  this  county  Committee  is  re- 
mitted the  duty  of  recommending  plans 
for  the  providing  of   schools,  for  the 
establishment  of  new  schools  and  altera- 
tions or  additions  to  old  ones ;  also  the 
providing  for  scholarships,  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  rates,  and  the  provid- 
ing of  all  things  necessary  for  the  estab- 
lishment   and    successfid    working;   of 
schools  in  Wales.     They  will  also  have 
the  power  of  dealing  with  such  endow- 
ments as  are  necessary  for  the  work- 
ing of  this  Act.    Another  feature,  and 
a  most  important  feature,  of  this  Bill, 
is    that    the    Educational    Committee 
will    have  power  to   give  the  consent 
which  was  formerly  vested  in  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  endowments.     That  is  the 
recommendation  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Com- 
mission.    In    ordinary    circumstances, 
the  powers  of  this  Bill  would  have  been 
worked  through  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  we  have  had  some  experi- 
ence which  goes  to  prove  that  we  shall 
do  more  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  Wales 
in    appointing  a  Special   Commission. 
Therefore,  we  propose  to  provide  such  a 
Special  Commission  for  Wales  as  exists 
in  Scotland,  where  we  appointed  a  Spe- 
cial Commission,  which  has  rapidly  re- 
organized the  whole  of  the  educational 
endowments  of  Scotland.     This   Com- 
mittee will  have  the  advantage  of  the 
assistance  of  six  gentlemen   who  have 
rendered  valuable  assistance  in  the  in- 
quiry, and  who  know  all  the  wants  of 
Wales  in  respect  of  education,  and  who 
know  all  its  resources.    We  think  we 
may  be  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  some 
of  these  gentlemen  in  this  connection, 
and  we  shall  bring  to  bear  on  the  Com- 
mittee that  knowledge  of  schools  which 
will  be  so  usefid.    Well,  Sir,  these  two 
bodies — the  local  Committee  to  initiate, 
and  the  Boyal  Commission  to  frame  the 
plans   and   deal    with    the   schemes — 
are  the  twd  bodies,  both  Welsh,  both 
conferring    together    in    the    locality, 
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who  are  to  have  the  power  of  reor- 
ganizing the  schools  and  making  pro- 
vision for  the  locality.  The  power 
of  rating  will  originate  with  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  the  rate  is  strictly  con* 
fined  to  the  sum  of  a  halfpenny  in  the 
pound.  To  meet  that  there  is  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  in  which  the  Treasury  is 
empowered  or  required  to  pay  annually, 
out  of  the  moneys  provided  hy  Parlia- 
ment in  aid' of  the  county  schools,  a  sum 
that  shall  be  equivalent  to  the  amount 
of  the  rate  levied  in  the  county.  There 
is  also  a  borrowing  power  for  building 
purposes,  on  the  same  terms  as  those 
granted  to  the  School  Board,  by  which 
the  Loan  Commissioners  lent  for  a  term 
'  of  50  years.  I  should  like  to  explain 
the  operation  of  this.  Let  me  take  the 
case  of  the  county  of  Glamorgan.  The 
population  of  that  county  is  550,000. 
We  will  say  that  the  educational  en- 
dowment of  the  county  amounts  to 
£1,500  a-year;  a  halfpenny  rate  under 
the  Bill  wiU  supply  an  additional  £4,600, 
and  the  Government  grant  will  give  an 
equal  sum.  That  would  give  a  sum  of 
£10,700  a-year  for  intermediate  educa- 
tion in  Glamorganshire.  The  result  for 
the  whole  of  Wales  will  be  that  there 
would  be  an  annual  sum  of  £536,000 
obtained  for  this  purpose ;  and,  in  addi- 
tion to  this,  there  will  be  the  increase 
of  fees  and  the  increase  of  scholarships 
and  local  aid  due  to  the  increased  con- 
fidence of  the  people  in  the  schools. 
There  is  one  other  point,  and  that  is 
this — it  is  provided  that  the  meetings 
of  the  Governing  Body  should  partake 
much  more  of  a  public  character  than 
hitherto.  I  regret  that  I  have  been 
compelled  to  make  so  brief  and  hasty  a 
statement ;  but  I  should  like  to  say,  in 
conclusion 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  brought  in. 

Bill  for  the  promotion  of  Intermediate 
Education  in  Wales,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr. 
OsBOBNE  Morgan,  and  Lord  Bichard 
Qrosvenor. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BUI  196.] 

Mr,  Mundella 


PUBLIC  HEALTH    (SCOTLAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  under  "  The 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,"  relating 
to  the  Burgh  and  Parish  of  North  Berwick, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord  Adto- 
catb and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 
Bill i»re#«n^^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 

DRAINAGE    AIH)    IMPROVEMENT    OF    LANDS 

(IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 

(no.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order,  under  "The  Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act^ 
1863,"  relating  to  the  Ballyteigne  and  Kilmoro 
Drainage  District,  in  the  county  Wexford, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert  and 
Mr.  Campbbll-Baknbrman. 
'Biilpreientedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  192.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o^clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  22nd  May,  1885. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  —  (9rAfr#<f—JP«r»< 
Reading  —  Local  Grovernment  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  6)»  [196];  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  •  [197];  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  9)*  [198]. 

Second  Reading  —  Telegraph  Acts  Amendmmt 
[121];  Criminal  Law  Amendment  [159^ 
debate  adjourned. 

Considered  at  amended  —  Tramways  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  •  [131]. 

QUESTIONS. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— CAVAN  UNION 
—MR.  JAMES  HARTLY. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  a  fact  that  Mr.  James  Hartlj,  J. P. 
is  an  ex-officio  guardian  for  Caran 
Union,  and  also  a  contractor  with  the 
guardians^  whether  Mr.  Hartly  haa 
signed  an  undertaking  to  act  aa  guar- 
dian ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  illegal  for 
him  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  and 
also  a  contractor;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
take  means  to  have  the  Law  enforced  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
It  appears  that  Mr.  Hartly  is  qualified 
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Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVRE :  No  charge 
is  ever  entertained  against  a  Post  Office 
servant  until  he  has  had  full  opportu- 
nity of  answering  it ;  but,  of  course,  in 
forwarding  the  answer  the  superior 
officer,  whether  a  postmaster  or  super- 
intendent, is  required  to  express  his  own 
opinion  on  the  case,  and  to  state  the 
general  character  of  the  officer  whose 
conduct  is  impugned ;  and  the  report  in 
which  these  particulars  are  given,  though 
not  marked  confidential,  is  of  a  con- 
fidential nature.  The  same  practice 
prevails,  I  believe,  in  other  Public  De- 
partments, and  I  see  no  reason  to  alter 
it. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE— HARBOUR  AP- 
POINTMENTS IN  DUBLIN. 

Me.  KENNY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  are 
any  situations,  under  the  Harbour  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
Dublin,  filled  by  persons  who  have  been 
in  the  Eoyal  Navy,  and  who  have  re- 
ceived therefrom  a  commutation  allow- 
ance or  pension ;  if  so,  how  many ;  why 
they  left  the  Navy ;  what  their  ages  are ; 
what  rank  they  held  in  the  Navy  and 
what  rank  they  hold  now ;  on  what 
qualifications  and  by  what  authority 
they  were  re-appointed  to  the  public 
service  ;  and  will  they  receive  any  com- 
mutation allowance  or  pension  on  giving 
up  their  present  appointments  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  not  being  in 
his  place,  the  following  M.S.S.  reply 
was  read  to  the  House  for  him : — 

"There  are  two  appointments  under  the 
Marine  Department  (not  Harbour  Department) 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  Dublin  filled  by  per- 
sons who  haye  been  in  the  Royal  Navy.  One 
holds  his  appointment  direct  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  is  in  receipt  of  retired  pay ;  the  other 
is  appointed  by  the  Local  Marine  Board  for  duties 
connected  with  the  mercantile  marine,  and  has 
commuted  his  retired  pay.  In  the  first-named 
ease  the  officer  retired  in  1873  at  his  own  re- 
qaest.  being  then  a  Staff  commander.  He  is  at 
present  61  years  of  age,  and  holds  the  appoint- 
ment of  principal  officer  at  Dublin.  He  was 
specially  appointed  in  1876  by  the  l^en  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  one  of  the  in- 
spectors to  detain  unseawortiiy  ships.  He  will 
M  entitled  to  pension,  subject  to  the  regulations 
applicable  to  nayal  officers  holding  civU  appoint- 
ments. In  the  second  case  the  officer  was  in 
1877  placed  on  the  retired  list  as  physically 
nnfit  for  serrice,  he  being  at  that  time  a  nayi- 
gating  lieutenant.  He  is  now  41  years  of  age, 
and  has  since  1878  held  the  appointment  of 
superintendent  of  the  mercantile  marine  office 
at  Dublin,  examiner  for  certificates  of  masters 
snd  mates,  and  secretary  to  the  Local  Marino 
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Board.  He  was  appointed  by  the  Local  Marine 
Board  in  1878  after  advertisement,  and  his  ap- 
pointment was  recognized  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  after  he  had  passed  a  satisfactory  tech- 
nical examination.  He  is  regarded  as  entitled 
to  pension.*' 

UNIVERSITY  COLLEGE— INDIAN 
CANDIDATES. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  (for 
Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler,  Lord  Mayor)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  the  Coun- 
cil of  University  College,  applying  for 
his  sanction  to  their  announcement,  in 
the  Circular  which  is  on  the  point  of 
being  issued  by  th6  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners to  candidates  selected  for  the 
Civil  Service  of  India,  that  residence  at 
the  College  is  permitted  in  the  houses 
of  persons  approved  by  the  Council,  on 
the  same  terms  as  have  been  sanctioned 
at  other  places  of  education ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  to  refuse  such 
sanction  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  received  a  communication 
from  the  Council  of  University  College 
adking  that  selected  Indian  candidates 
passing  their  two  years'  probation  at 
that  College  may  be  allowed  to  reside 
either  in  the  University  Hall,  or  with  one 
of  the  Professors,  or  with  a  person  ap- 
proved by  the  Council.  That  application 
is  now  under  consideration. 

CRIMES  (IRELAND)— RETURN  OP   STA- 
TISTICS, JANUARY  1  TO  APRIL 
30,  1885. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Wliether  he  will  furnish  a  Return,  simi- 
lar to  that  presented  for  1880,  showing 
all  crimes  against  public  life,  firing  into 
dwelling  houses,  administering  unlaw- 
ful oaths,  demands  for  money,  threaten- 
ing letters  or  other  intimidation,  in- 
cendiary fires,  robbery  of  arms,  which 
have  been  reported  by  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  between  the  1st  day  of 
January  1885,  and  the  30th  day  of  April, 
inclusive,  distinguishing,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. Agrarian  Crimes,  and  showing  (1) 
number  and  names  ot  persons  convicted, 
(2)  number  and  names  of  persons  made 
amenable,  but  not  convicted,  (8)  number 
of  oases  in  which  no  person  was  made 
amenable  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  •  B ANNERMAN : 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  production 
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of  the  EeturDy  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  it. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)- BANFF- 
SHIRE ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEERS. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  re- 
ported to  have  been  addressed  to  the 
4th  (Portsoy)  Battery,  Banflfehire  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers,  to  the  effect  that  Lieu- 
tenant Findlay  was  to  be  promoted  to 
the  rank  of  Captain ;  whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported,  that  in  consequence  of  that 
announcement,  fifty-seven  men  belong- 
ing to  the  battery  had  resigned;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  before  promoting  Lieu- 
tenant Findlay  to  the  command  of  the 
battery,  he  will  institute  inquiries  as  to 
the  cause  of  his  unpopularity  with  the 
men? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  Question ; 
but  at  present  no  promotion  to  the  com- 
mand of  the  battery  has  been  submitted 
to  the  War  Office.  I  should  prefer  not 
to  express  any  opinion  until  all  the  cir- 
cumstances are  before  me. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH-CHOLERA  VACCINA- 
TION. 
Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
experimental  test  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
system  of  protective  vaccination  against 
cholera,  at  present  being  carried  on  by 
Dr.  Ferran  at  Alcira,  an  insular  town 
of  the  province  of  Valencia ;  whether 
he  has  oeen  made  aware  that,  of  the 
16,000  inhabitants  of  Alcira,  Dr.  Ferran 
asserts  that  between  the  1st  and  18th  of 
the  present  month  5,432  have  been  in- 
oculated according  to  his  method,  and 
that  among  them  the  number  attacked 
with  cholera  has  been  7,  or  1  in  every 
776  persons,  and  the  number  of  deaths 
nil ;  while,  among  the  iminoculated  re- 
mainder, the  number  of  attacks  has 
been  64,  or  1  in  every  163  persons,  and 
the  number  of  deaths  30,  or  1  in  every 
352  persons ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Dr.  Ferran  is  desirous  that  an  English 
Commission  should  be  appointed  to 
verify  the  results  he  claims ;  and,  whe^ 
ther,  in  view  of  the  re-appearance  of 
cholera  in  the  South  of  France,  and 
the  special  importance  of  questions  re- 
lating to  that  msease  to  Great  Britain  as 
possessor  of  India,  he  will  consider  the 
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propriety  of  nominating  a  small  Com- 
mission to  visit  Alcira,  and  Beport  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  I  am 
aware  that  Dr.  Ferran  is  testing  the 
efficacy  of  the  system  known  as  **  pro- 
tective vaccination  against  cholera;" 
and  I  have  seen  a  telegram  from  him 
containing  the  statement  of  facts  men- 
tioned in  the  Question,  and  asking  that 
an  English  Commission  may  be  sent 
out.  We  are  considering  whether  we 
can  comply  with  this  request ;  but  the 
telegram  was  only  placed  in  our  hands 
yesterday.  I  will,  however,  at  once 
bring  the  proposal  under  the  notice  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  as  India 
is  even  more  directly  interested  than 
England  in  means  for  the  prevention  of 
cholera. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMAI^ 
.   ACT— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE 
(YORKSHIRE). 
Colonbl  GUNTER  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  at 
Settle,  in  Yorkshire,   on  the   farm  of 
Messrs.  Dugdale,  as  stated  in  The  Terh" 
shire  Post  of  Thursday,  and  if  the  report 
is  true ;  and,  if  so,  if  this  is  the  only 
known  case  at  present  existing  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  An  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  was  reported  on 
Wednesday  at  Settle,  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  in  a  herd  of  10 
cattle,  of  which  one  only  was  attacked. 
This  was  at  a  farm  belonging  to  Messrt. 
Lord.  Yesterday  a  further  outbretk 
on  adjoining  premises,  belongini?  to 
Mr.  Dugdale,  was  reported  in  a  h^ 
of  189  cattle,  of  which  two  are  affected. 
The  Department  have  telegraphed  to 
one  of  the  travelling  Inspectore  to  Tisit 
the  place  and  see  that  all  precautiooi 
are  taken.  These  are  the  only  oases  in 
which  foot-and-mouth  disease  is  re- 
ported to  exist. 

EGYPT    (WAR     IN     THE     SOTJDA5}- 
EUROPEAN  PRISONERS   OP  THK 
KAHDI. 
Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  telegraph  to  General  Boiler 
authorizing  him  to  send  a  Natire  £mi>- 
sary  to  the  Mahdi  to  offer  a  ranaom  kf 
M.  Guzze,  General  GK>rdon*8  Agent  at 
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Berber,  Lupton  Bey,  and  other  Euro- 
pean prisoners  of  the  Mahdi  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
In  reply  to  a  question  I  addressed  to 
Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject  of  White 
prisoners  said  to  be  surviving  at  Khar- 
toum, he  forwarded,  on  the  2nd  of  May, 
a  Report  from  Sir  Charles  Wilson,  in 
which  the  following  passage  occurred : — 

'*  Oar  messeng^ers  have  been  told  they  woald 
receive  large  present  if  they  brought  back 
letter  from  any  Burviving  European  ;  they  have 
brought  none,  and  have  never  mentioned  any 
European  women  except  the  Sieteni.  No  means 
of  communication  with  view  to  ransom.'* 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  doubt  if 
anything  more  can  be  done  at  present ; 
but  I  will  address  a  further  question  to 
Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I  am 
sorry  to  press  the  noble  Lord,  but  this 
is  a  question  of  great  urgency,  because 
the  Forces  are  about  to  retire  from 
Dongola ;  and  we  have  information  that 
not  only  is  M.  Cuzzi,  General  Gordon's 
agent  at  Berber,  a  prisoner,  but  several 
ladies,  the  families  of  Turkish  officers 
and  other  Europeans  resident  in  Khar- 
toum, have  been  placed  in  a  state  of 
slavery  by  the  capture  of  that  place.  I 
would,  therefore,  beg  the  noble  Lord  to 
telegraph  to  Lord  Wolseley  to  communi- 
cate directly  with  General  Buller,  autho- 
rizing him  to  send  a  Native  messenger  to 
the  Mahdi  with  a  distinct  offer  of  ran- 
som.   Surely  that  could  be  done  at  once. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  already  stated  that  Lord  Wolse- 
ley's  attention  was  called  to  the  subject 
at  the  beginning  of  the  month,  and  that 
he  then  stated  that,  having  oonsulted  Sir 
Charles  Wilson  in  reference  to  it,  the 
latter  replied  that  no  means  of  com- 
munication with  the  Mahdi  then  existed. 
I  cannot  pretend  to  say  that  I  know 
better  than  Sir  Charles  Wilson ;  but  I 
will  make  further  inquiry  of  that  officer 
in  reference  io  the  matter. 

EaYPT— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE 
"  B08PH0RB  EGYPTIEN." 

Mb.  GIBSON  (for  Sir  B.  Asshbtoit 
Cross)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Gt>vemment, 
before  the  sending  of  the  Despatch  of 
the  Ist  of  April  by  Lord  Granville  to 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  to  ascertain  what 
steps  could  be  legally  undertaken  to 
suppress  The  Bo^hare  Efypiim  f 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Her  Majesty's  Government  accepted  the 
assurances  of  the  Egyptian  Government 
that  they  were  entitled  to  suppress  Th$ 
JBoaphore  £gypiisn,  and  that,  if  any 
illegality  were  committed,  the  case  could 
be  tried  before  the  International  Tri- 
bunals. No  question  arose  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  suppression,  but  only  as 
to  the  procedure  adopted.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  informed 
that  the  French  Consul  opposed  the 
measure,  or  that  what  amounted,  at 
least  technically,  to  the  use  of  force 
would  be  made  against  him. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN —  THE  RUSSIAN  ATTACK  AT 
PENJDEH— PROCLAMATION  OF  THE 
AMEER. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Has 
Her  Majesty's  Government  received  con- 
firmation of  the  statement  in  The  Times 
of  May  19th,  that  the  Ameer  had  issued 
a  proclamation  complimenting  his  troops 
on  their  gallantry  at  Penjdeh,  and  lay- 
ing stress  on  the  value  of  the  British 
alliance;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  a 
Copy  of  the  Ameer's  Proclamation  upon 
the  Table? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  can  only  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  reply  on  this  subject  which 
I  gave  yesterday,  when  I  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  no 
information  respecting  the  contents  of 
this  Proclamation.  The  question  of  its 
publication  must  be  deferred  until  the 
receipt  of  the  text ;  but  I  do  not  antici- 
pate that  there  will  be  any  objection. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  The  reason  I  put  down 
the  Question  again  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  noble  Lord  had  written  out 
to  ask  for  the  terms  of  the  Proclamation. 
Will  the  noble  Lord  undertake  that  his 
department  will  telegraph  out  for  the 
terms  of  the  Proclamation  and  lay  it 
upon  the  Table  when  the  House  re-as- 
sembles on  the  4th  of  June  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE :  I 
imagine  that  any  such  direction  would 
more  properly  come  from  the  India 
Office ;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  have 
no  doubt  whatever  that  no  special  in- 
structions are  necessary.  An  important 
Proclamation  of  this  kind  will  naturally 
be  sent  home  in  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  will  renew  the 
Question  on  the  4th  of  June* 
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of  the  EeturDy  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  it. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)- BANFF- 
SHIRE ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEERS. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  re- 
ported to  have  been  addressed  to  the 
4th  (Portsoy)  Battery,  Banflfehire  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers,  to  the  effect  that  Lieu- 
tenant Findlay  was  to  be  promoted  to 
the  rank  of  Captain ;  whether  it  is  true, 
as  reported,  that  in  consequence  of  that 
announcement,  fifty-seven  men  belong- 
ing to  the  battery  had  resigned;  and, 
if  so,  whether,  before  promoting  Lieu- 
tenant Findlay  to  the  command  of  the 
battery,  he  will  institute  inquiries  as  to 
the  cause  of  his  unpopularity  with  the 
men? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  Question ; 
but  at  present  no  promotion  to  the  com- 
mand of  the  battery  has  been  submitted 
to  the  War  Office.  I  should  prefer  not 
to  express  any  opinion  until  all  the  our- 
cumstances  are  before  me. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— CHOLERA  VACCINA- 
TION. 
Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
experimental  test  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
system  of  protective  vaccination  against 
cholera,  at  present  being  carried  on  by 
Dr.  Ferran  at  Alcira,  an  insular  town 
of  the  province  of  Valencia;  whether 
he  has  oeen  made  aware  that,  of  the 
16,000  inhabitants  of  Alcira,  Dr.  Ferran 
asserts  that  between  the  1st  and  18th  of 
the  present  month  5,432  have  been  in- 
oculated according  to  his  method,  and 
that  among  them  the  number  attacked 
with  cholera  has  been  7,  or  1  in  every 
776  persons,  and  the  number  of  deaths 
nil ;  while,  among  the  iminoculated  re- 
mainder, the  number  of  attacks  has 
been  64,  or  1  in  every  163  persons,  and 
the  number  of  deaths  30,  or  1  in  every 
352  persons ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Dr.  Ferran  is  desirous  that  an  English 
Commission  should  be  appointed  to 
verify  the  results  he  claims ;  and,  whe^ 
ther,  in  view  of  the  re-appearance  of 
cholera  in  the  South  of  France,  and 
the  special  importance  of  questions  re- 
lating to  that  msease  to  Oreat  Britain  as 
possessor  of  Lidia,  he  will  consider  the 
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propriety  of  nominating  a  small  Com* 
mission  to  visit  Alcira,  and  Beport  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  I  am 
aware  that  Dr.  Ferran  is  testing  the 
efficacy  of  the  system  known  as  **  pro- 
tective vaccination  against  cholera;" 
and  I  have  seen  a  telegram  from  him 
containing  the  statement  of  facts  men- 
tioned in  the  Question,  and  asking  that 
an  English  Commission  may  be  sent 
out.  We  are  considering  whether  wo 
can  comply  with  this  request ;  but  the 
telegram  was  only  placed  in  our  hands 
yesterday.  I  will,  however,  at  once 
bring  the  proposal  under  the  notice  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  as  India 
is  even  more  directly  interested  than 
England  in  means  for  the  prevention  of 
cholera. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS) 
.   ACT— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE 
(YORKSHIRE). 

CoLONBL  OUNTER  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth  disease  at 
Settle,  in  Yorkshire,  on  the  farm  of 
Messrs.  Dugdale,  as  stated  in  The  York- 
shire  Post  of  Thursday,  and  if  the  report 
is  true ;  and,  if  so,  if  this  is  the  only 
known  case  at  present  existing  in  the 
United  Eangdom  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  An  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  was  reported  on 
Wednesday  at  Settle,  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  in  a  herd  of  10 
cattle,  of  which  one  only  was  attacked. 
This  was  at  a  farm  belonging  to  Messrs. 
Lord.  Yesterday  a  further  outbreak 
on  adjoining  premises,  belonging  to 
Mr.  Dugdale,  was  reported  in  a  herd 
of  189  cattle,  of  which  two  are  affected* 
The  Department  have  telegraphed  to 
one  of  the  travelling  Inspectors  to  visit 
the  place  and  see  that  all  precautions 
are  taken.  These  are  the  only  oases  in 
which  foot-and-mouth  disease  is  re- 
ported to  exist. 

EGYPT    (WAR     IN     THE     SOUDAN)— 
EUROPEAN  PRISONERS  OP  THE 
MAHDI. 
Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  aaked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  telegraph  to  General  Boiler 
authorizing  him  to  send  a  Native  Emis- 
sary to  the  Mahdi  to  offer  a  ransom  for 
M.  Guzz6,  Oeneral  GK>rdon*s  Agent  at 

Digitized  by  VjiJUV  IC 


1149       Central  Aiich-Rmiia       {May  22,  1885}  and  Afghanutan.  1160 


Berber,  Lupton  Bey,  and  other  Euro- 
pean prisoners  of  the  Mahdi  ? 

Thb  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
In  reply  to  a  question  I  addressed  to 
Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject  of  White 
prisoners  said  to  be  suryiying  at  Khar- 
toum, he  forwarded,  on  the  2nd  of  Miy, 
a  Report  from  Sir  Charles  Wilson,  in 
which  the  following  passage  occurred : — 

"  Our  meflsengera  have  been  told  they  woald 
receive  large  present  if  they  brought  back 
letter  from  any  sarriving  European ;  they  have 
brought  none,  and  have  never  mentioned  any 
European  women  except  the  Sisters.  No  means 
of  communication  with  view  to  ransom.*' 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  doubt  if 
anything  more  can  be  done  at  present ; 
but  I  will  address  a  further  question  to 
Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I  am 
sorry  to  press  the  noble  Lord,  but  this 
IB  a  question  of  great  urgency,  because 
the  Forces  are  about  to  retire  from 
Dongola ;  and  we  have  information  that 
not  only  is  M.  Cuzzi,  General  Gordon's 
agent  at  Berber,  a  prisoner,  but  several 
ladies,  the  families  of  Turkish  officers 
and  other  Europeans  resident  in  Khar- 
toum, have  been  placed  in  a  state  of 
slavery  by  the  capture  of  that  place.  I 
would,  therefore,  beg  the  noble  Lord  to 
telegraph  to  Lord  Wolseley  to  communi- 
cate directly  with  General  Buller,  autho- 
rizing him  to  send  a  Native  messenger  to 
the  Mahdi  with  a  distinct  offer  of  ran- 
som.   Surely  that  could  be  done  at  once. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  have  already  stated  that  Lord  Wolse- 
ley's  attention  was  called  to  the  subject 
at  the  beginning  of  the  month,  and  that 
he  then  stated  that,  having  oonsulted  Sir 
Charles  Wilson  in  reference  to  it,  the 
latter  replied  that  no  means  of  com- 
munication with  the  Mahdi  then  existed. 
I  cannot  pretend  to  say  that  I  know 
better  than  Sir  Oharles  Wilson ;  but  I 
will  make  further  inquiry  of  that  officer 
in  reference  io  the  matter. 

EaYPT— SUPPRESSION  OF  THE 
"  B08PH0RE  EGYPTIEN." 

Mb.  GIBSON  (for  Sir  R.  Asshxtoit 
Cboss)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any 
steps  were  taken  by  the  Government, 
before  the  sending  of  the  Despatch  of 
the  1st  of  April  by  Lord  Granville  to 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  to  ascertain  what 
steps  could  be  legally  undertaken  to 
suppress  The  Boiflme  Mgypiim  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Her  Majesty's  Government  accepted  the 
assurances  of  the  Egyptian  Government 
that  they  were  entitled  to  suppress  Th$ 
Bosphore  Bgypiim,  and  that,  if  any 
illegality  were  committed,  the  case  could 
be  tried  before  the  International  Tri- 
bunals. No  question  arose  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  suppression,  but  only  as 
to  the  procedure  adopted.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt)vernment  were  not  informed 
that  the  French  Consul  opposed  the 
measure,  or  that  what  amounted,  at 
least  technically,  to  the  use  of  force 
would  be  made  against  him. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN —  THE  RUSSIAN  ATTACK  AT 
PENJDEH— PROCLAMATION  OF  THE 
AMEER. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Has 
Her  Majesty's  Government  received  con- 
firmation of  the  statement  in  The  Times 
of  May  19th,  that  the  Ameer  had  issued 
a  proclamation  complimenting  his  troops 
on  their  gallantry  at  Penjdeh,  and  lay- 
ing stress  on  the  value  of  the  British 
alliance;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  a 
Copy  of  the  Ameer's  Proclamation  upon 
the  Table  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  can  only  refer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  reply  on  this  subject  which 
I  gave  yesterday,  when  I  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  no 
information  respecting  the  contents  of 
this  Proclamation.  The  question  of  its 
publication  must  be  deferred  until  the 
receipt  of  the  text ;  but  I  do  not  antici- 
pate that  there  will  be  any  objection. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  The  reason  I  put  down 
the  Question  again  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  noble  Lord  had  written  out 
to  ask  for  the  terms  of  the  Proclamation. 
Will  the  noble  Lord  undertake  that  his 
department  will  telegraph  out  for  the 
terms  of  the  Proclamation  and  lay  it 
upon  the  Table  when  the  House  re-as- 
sembles on  the  4th  of  June  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE :  I 
imagine  that  any  such  direction  would 
more  properly  come  from  the  India 
Office ;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  have 
no  doubt  whatever  that  no  special  in- 
structions are  necessary.  An  important 
Proclamation  of  this  kind  will  naturally 
be  sent  home  in  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  will  renew  the 
Question  oii  the  4th  of  June* 
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EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN- 
ORGANIZATION  OF  A  LOCAL  FORCE. 

Mb.  ASHMEADBARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  great  sacrifice  of  life  and 
treasure  incurred  in  the  Soudan,  and 
the  decline  of  the  moYement  in  favour 
of  the  Mahdi,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
will  organise  an  Asiatic  or  African  force 
under  British  officers  in  order  to  restore 
order  and  put  down  slavery  in  the 
Soudan  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir.  We 
are  not  aware  of  any  rational  plan  by 
which  the  Force  described  in  the  Ques- 
tion could  be  organized. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  LOAN— THE  JOINT 
GUARANTEE. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  by  any  of  the  oUier  Powers 
joining  in  the  guarantee  of  the  Egyptian 
Loan  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  their 
Legislatures ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay,  and  what  steps  will 
be  taken,  pending  the  issue  of  the  loan, 
to  find  funds  for  meeting  the  adminis- 
trative and  other  expenses  of  Egypt  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE,  who  was  most  in- 
distinctly heard,  was  understood  to  say : 
The  information  in  possession  of  the 
Foreign  Office  is  as  follows  :  —  The 
French  Government  have  brought  in  a 
Bill  authorizing  the  Convention — prac- 
tically for  the  ratification  of  the  Conven- 
tion—  I  am  not  sure  if  ratification  is 
technically  correct— but,  at  any  rate,  to 
give  full  effect  to  the  Convention.  This 
Bill  has  been  favourably  reported  upon 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Chambers  to 
which  it  was  referred ;  and  we  presume 
that  it  will  proceed  in  the  usual  course. 
The  Italian  Government  have  also  in- 
troduced a  Bill  into  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  to  authorize  the  ratification  of 
the  Convention.  No  steps  have  yet  been 
taken  by  the  Governments  of  Germany 
and  Austria-Hungary  to  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  their  Parliaments  to  the  Conven- 
tion. I  understand  that  there  is  a  Dis- 
solution either  taking  place  or  about  to 
take  place  immediately  in  Austria,  and 
I  have  heard — but  I  cannot  say  posi- 
tively— that  the  German  Parliament  does 
not  meet  for  some  time.  We  are  under 
the  impression  that  in  these  circum- 
stances no  ratification  by  these  Parlia- 
ments will  take  place  until  the  dose  of 


the  Summer.  I  ought  to  mention  that, 
with  respect  to  the  causes  of  delay,  I  am 
not  sure  that  we  should  be  justified, 
without  much  fuller  knowledge  of  the 
forms  and  the  usual  methods  of  pro- 
cedure, in  stating  that  there  is  any  undue 
delay  in  the  ratification  of  the  Conven- 
tion in  the  case  of  France  and  Italy. 
With  regard  to  the  other  Powers,  I  have 
stated  aU  we  know.  As  to  the  steps 
that  will  be  taken  pending  the  issue  of 
the  loan  for  meeting  the  administrative 
and  other  expenses  of  Egypt,  I  have  not 
seen,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  Gro- 
vemment  have  received,  any  statement 
of  the  present  condition  of  the  Egyptian 
Treasury  with  regard  to  cash  which 
would  enable  us  to  pass  any  judgment 
on  the  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  upon  the  subject.  My  impression 
is  that  the  time  of  the  year,  on  which, 
of  course,  a  great  deal  depends,  is  one 
of  comparative  ease  to  the  Egyptian  Gt>- 
vemment ;  but  I  must  not  be  understood 
to  say  that  no  difficulty  will  arise. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL,  in  refer- 
ence to  a  statement  which  had  appeared 
in  The  Times  of  that  morning,  that 
Messrs.  Kothschild  had  notified  with  re- 
gard to  the  Unified  Debt  that  the  5  per 
cent  on  the  coupons  would  not  be  de- 
ducted, asked.  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  state  whether  the 
Government  of  Egypt,  acting  under  the 
advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
had  accepted  the  necessity  of  consider- 
ing that  the  decree  of  the  Khedive  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Convention  would  not  come 
into  force  until  the  Powers  had  agreed 
to  the  loan  of  £9,000,000  ? 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked,  whe- 
ther there  was  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  German  and  Austrian  Govern- 
ments had  any  objection  to  the  Conven- 
tion, or  whether  the  delay  in  the  ratifi- 
cation of  it  arose  simply  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary system  of  the  two  countries  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Convention, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows,  waa 
concluded  with  the  fiiU  assent  of  the 
authorized  Eepresentatives,  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries of  Germany  and  Aartria, 
and  no  communication  has  reached  us 
from  either  of  these  Governments,  nw 
has  anything  occurred  that  would  justify 
us  in  assuming  that  there  is  any  objec- 
tion or  difficulty.  As  far  as  we  are  able 
to  judge  upon  the  facts  before  us — 
although  I  am  not  officially  informed 
on  the  point — ^the  delay  is  simply  an  in* 
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cident  connected  with  the  arrangements 
of  the  year  for  the  transaction  of  Parlia- 
mentary Business  in  these  countries. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
now  indicate  any  time  at  which  the 
Alexandria  indemnities  were  likely  to 
be  paid  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid, 
Sir,  that  would  depend  on  the  time  of 
the  raising  of  the  loan,  and  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  indicate  a  time  when  that 
loan  could  be  raised,  because  that  mat- 
ter is  at  this  moment  under  legal  inves- 
tigation. I  believe  that  a  conclusion 
will  be  arrived  at,  so  far  as  we  are  able 
to  do  it,  in  a  very  short  time.  What 
that  conclusion  may  be  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  say.  Of  course,  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  law  under  the  terms  of  the  Con- 
yention. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that,  as  the  Aus- 
trian Parliament  did  not  meet  until 
October,  he  wished  to  know  what  was 
to  be  done  with  the  coupons  which  fell 
due  before  that  time.  Would  the  deduc- 
tions be  made  from  them  also  as  had 
been  done  with  those  of  the  past  half- 
year? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  say.  All  I  can  say  is  that  we 
shall  adopt  the  best  course  in  our  power 
to  provide  for  the  case  in  anticipation. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  asked  whe- 
ther  he  was  to  understand  that  the  legal 
question  referred  to  related  to  the  reduc- 
tions to  be  made  on  the  coupons  or  to 
the  fact  that  the  loan  could  not  be  issued 
without  the  consent  of  the  Legislatures 
of  Germany  and  other  Powers  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  really  cannot 
undertake,  in  answer  to  a  Question,  to 
state  the  nature  of  a  reference  on  a 
point  of  law.  I  must  leave  that  to  the 
production  of  the  case  after  we  are  in 
possession  of  the  opinions  which  we  may 
receive  upon  the  best  authority. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether,  if  the  5  per  cent  deduction  on 
the  coupons  had  already  been  made  on 
the  Ist  of  May,  it  would,  if  illegal,  be 
repaid  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
said,  that  he  could  not  give  any  precise 
answer  to  the  Question.  Communietf- 
tions  were  passing  upon  the  subject, 
aad,  until  they  were  concluded,  he  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  prudent  to 
make  any  further  statement  in  reference 
to  it. 

yOL.  COXCyill.    [third  sbrhs.] 


Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  notice  which  appeared  in 
that  morning's  papers  by  the  Messrs. 
Rothschild  that  there  was  to  be  no  de- 
duction from  the  coupons  was  issued 
with  the  authority  of  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  cannot  say. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  really  consider 
he  will  see  that  this  is  a  question  which 
it  is  impossible  for  us  to  settle  without 
communication  with  anybody  else.  Sorry 
as  I  am  to  do  so,  I  must  impress  upon 
him  the  importance  of  exercising  pa- 
tience, and  the  necessity  of  cultivating 
that  virtue. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  other  Powers  of  Europe 
had  been  consulted  before  the  issue  of 
the  Khedivial  Decree  imposing  a  tax  of 
5  per  cent  on  the  coupon's ;  whether  their 
consent  had  been  asked;  and,  if  not, 
whether,  since  that  Decree  was  issued, 
they  had  unanimously  repudiated  it  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  make  any  statement  on  this 
matter  without  Notice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  that  his  Question  involves 
an  exceedingly  delicate  subject.  Of 
course,  just  as  the  House  is  going  to 
rise,  I  am  unwilling  to  ask  for  Notice ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  really  hope  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse  my  de- 
clining to  answer  his  Question. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  BAY. 
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(ifr.  Shaw  Lefevre^  Mr,  Eibbert.) 

[bill    121.]         SECOND   EEADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Shaw  Zefevrs,) 

Me.  Aldebman  W.  LAWRENCE, 
who  had  the  following  Amendment  on 
the  Paper : — 

"That,  in  order  that  sixpenny  telegrams  may 
become  a  reality  and  a  great  boon  to  large 
classes  of  the  community  now  debarred  from 
telegraphic  communication  by  the  heavy  mini- 
mum charge  of  two  shillings  for  a  telegram 
and  reply,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that,  if 
any  charge  is  made  for  addresses,  it  should  be 
a  fixed  one,  and  not  varying  with  the  number 
of  words,  figures,  or  letters,  and  such  charge 
should  not  exceed  threepence,*' 

said,  that  many  suggestions  had  beenj 
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made  in  various  quarters  as  to  tlie  best 
system  for  cheapening  telegraphic  com- 
munication, and  estimates  had  been 
made  of  the  loss  which  would  be  sus- 
tained by  the  Post  Office  if  one  or  other 
method  were  adopted.  Whatever  might 
be  the  merits  of  the  different  proposi- 
tions which  had  been  made,  it  was  clear 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House  would 
not  materially  reduce  the  price  of  tele- 
grams. In  fact,  it  might  suitably  be 
called  ''  a  Bill  to  abbolish  \b.  telegrams 
of  20  words  and  free  addresses,  and  for 
establishing  a  new  tariff  by  means  of 
which  6(f.  telegrams  would  become  im- 

?08sible  except  to  the  favoured  few." 
'he  Postmaster  General  had  said  that 
it  was  not  fair  to  eive  people  who  chose 
to  send  long  addresses  an  advantage 
over  those  who  were  more  concise.  That, 
however,  was  not  a  fair  argument,  as 
people  had  no  control  over  the  names  of 
the  streets  in  which  they  lived ;  and 
in  large  towns,  and  London  particularly, 
addresses  were  necessarily  longer  than 
in  the  country.  He  had  found,  from 
a  pretty  extensive  examination,  that 
names  and  addresses  on  the  average 
amounted  to  12  words  in  each  telegram. 
Thus,  instead  of  telegraphing^,  as  now, 
20  words  for  1«.,  it  would  only  be  pos- 
sible to  telegraph  12.  In  London  great 
particularity  of  address  was  frequently 
required,  as  the  same  names  of  streets 
and  squares  were  frequently  repeated, 
and  even  in  the  same  postal  district. 
Por  example,  "  Gloucester  Place,  W.," 
was  not  sufficient,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  add  **Hyde  Park"  or  '*Portman 
Square,"  as  the  case  might  be,  and  thus 
in  either  case  two  words  were  added.  The 
more  humble  the  individual  the  longer  the 
address,  whilst  for  Barings,  Bofchschilds, 
and  Gosohens,  "London"  was  sufficient 
address.  Then  there  was  some  difficulty 
in  deciding  what  was  to  be  considered  as 
one  word.  "  Bedroom  "  was,  he  believed, 
reckoned  as  one,  while  ''  Sitting-room  " 
was  counted  as  two  words.  Under  the 
Bill  this  difficulty  would  be  fi^eatly  in- 
creased, and  much  waste  of  time  and 
labour  thereby  involved.  Why  could 
not  the  Gt>vemment  show  the  same 
courage  and  enterprize  which  were 
manifested  when  the  1  J.  post  was  in 
troduced  ?  No  doubt,  officials  always 
dreaded  change.  When  the  \d>  post 
was  proposed.  Lord  Lichfield,  then 
Postmaster  General,  declared  the  toheme 
impracticable ;  and  a  4i.  post  was  in- 
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troduced,  and  proved  a  failure.  Expe- 
rience abundantly  proved  that,  when- 
ever methods  of  communication  were 
made  cheaper  and  more  accessible,  the 
increase  of  business  done  far  more  than 
compensated  in  the  long  run  any  loss 
which  was  at  first  incurred.  The  esti- 
mates of  loss,  also,  were  for  the  most 
part  wholly  inaccurate  and  misleading. 
There  was  no  distinction  observed  be- 
tween capital  expenditure  and  revenue 
accoimt,  and  it  was  clear  that  new  wires 
and  increased  plant  should  be  dassed 
under  the  former  and  not  under  the 
latter  head.  Then  no  account  was  taken 
of  the  use  of  the  telegraphs  for  official 
purposes  generally.  There  were  wires 
between  ail  the  Government  Offices,  and 
all  the  police  stations  in  the  country 
and  in  London,  for  which  no  royalty 
was  paid.  The  Id.  post  had  been  a 
marvellous  success.  The  universal  1«. 
telegram  had  also  more  than  answered 
expectations.  The  Railway  Companies, 
when  first  established,  had  no  third- 
class  carriages;  and  now,  by  the  uni- 
versal adoption  of  third-class  trains, 
had  so  largely  increased  their  rere* 
nues  that  the  revenue  from  third- 
class  passengers  largely  exceeded  that 
from  the  first  and  second  class  com- 
bined. And  there  was  no  doubt  that 
like  results  would  follow  a  reduction  in 
the  cost  of  telegrams.  In  one  respect, 
indeed,  the  acquisition  of  the  telegraphs 
by  the  Gt)vernment  had  increased  the 
cost  of  telegrams,  for  previously  there 
were  6d,  telegrams.  The  increase  of 
telegraphic  business  had  been  amazing. 
In  1871  the  number  of  telegrams  in  the 
Provinces  was  5,300,000,  and  in  London, 
2,900,000;  in  Scotland,  about  1,000,000; 
and  in  Ireland,  606,000.  But  in  188S-4 
the  Provinces  sent  15,000,000  ;  London. 
12,700,000;  Scotland,  3,300,000;  and 
Ireland,  2,000,000;  making  a  total  of 
32,000,000,  as  against  the  9,000,000  of 
1871.  The  number  was  still  increasing 
at  the  rate  of  about  2^  per  oent  per 
year.  What  he  wished  was  that  the 
addresses  of  sender  and  reoeiver  should 
be  charffed  a  fixed  sum  of  3i^.,  that  Are 
words  should  be  another  Bd.,  that  five 
words  more  should  be  Sd,  more,  making 
9«^.,  and  that  the  charge  of  It.  for  20 
words  should  remain  as  at  present.  In 
the  hope  that  the  Government  would 
further  consider  the  matter  during  the 
short  Becess,  he  would  refrain  from 
moving  his  Amendment  tft  present 
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Mr.  PULESTON  said,  that  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  appeared  to  be 
proceeding  on  a  wrong  hypothesis.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron),  which  he  (Mr.  Puleston) 
seconded,  was  discussed  and  carried 
two  years  ago,  with  the  idea  that  we 
were  to  have  6d.  telegrams  just  as  we 
now  had  U.  telegrams.  The  late  Post- 
master General  told  him,  in  conversa- 
tion, that  after  the  passing  of  the  Eeso- 
lution,  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Post  Office  and  of  the  Treasury  im- 
pressed him  with  their  belief  that  the 
adoption  of  6d,  telegrams,  pure  and 
simple,  would  involve  a  loss.  But  the 
convenience  of  not  having  to  count 
the  words  of  an  address  was  a  very 
great  one.  If  the  present  Is.  telegrams 
were  given  up,  the  loss  would  be  far 
greater  than  that  which  would  follow 
the  adoption  of  free  addresses  in  cheaper 
telegrams.  If  the  sender  were  given  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  curtailment  of 
the  address,  the  insufficiency  of  addresses 
would  occasion  much  greater  trouble 
and  cost  to  the  Post  Office  than  it  would 
lose  from  free  addresses.  The  public 
would  be  exposed  to  the  risks  of  miscar- 
riage. But  they  ought  not  to  consider 
too  minutely  the  loss  or  gain  in  one 
branch  of  the  business  of  a  great  De- 
partment like  the  Post  Office.  He  did 
not  wish  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  but  he 
hoped  that  the  Postmaster  General 
would  see  his  way  to  considerably  mo- 
dify the  present  proposals.  For  some 
time  past  he  had  taken  a  note  of  the 
number  of  words  in  the  address  of 
every  telegram  that  he  had  received  or 
sent  out,  and  he  had  been  unable  to 
arrive  at  the  average  given  by  th^  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  experience  of 
other  people  had  been  the  same  as  his 
upon  this  matter.  He  felt  sure  that 
by  passing  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
they  would  be  depriving  themselves  of 
the  U,  telegram  of  20  words.  It  neces- 
sarily followed  that  the  telegraph  under 
the  new  arrangement,  as  at  present 
proposed,  would  be  used  less  rather  than 
more,  and  his  contention  was  that  the 
loss  from  that  circumstance  would  be 
far  greater  than  any  loss  that  might  be 
incurred  by  giving  free  addresses.  He 
believed  that  the  result  of  having  a  6d. 
telegram  with  free  addresses  would,  in 
the  end,  be  far  more  profitable  to  the 
Poet  Office  Department  than  anything 
like  the  system  which  was  now  proposed 


to  be  introduced  by  the  Bill.  If  the 
measure  passed  in  its  present  form,  it 
would  diminish  rather  than  increase  the 
business  of  the  Telegraph  Department, 
and  instead  of  conferring  a  boon  upon 
the  public  would  absolutely  prevent  the 
development  of  the  telegraph  system. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  his  Resolution, 
two  years  ago,  was  in  favour  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  minimum  charge,  and  not 
in  favour  of  any  hard-and-fast  line  of 
6d.  or  any  other  sum  for  telegrams. 
That  was  an  important  feature  to  bear 
in  mind.  As  the  Member  at  whose  in- 
stance the  Motion  with  regard  to  reduc- 
tion of  telegraph  tariff  was  passed,  he 
might  naturally  be  supposed  to  be  as 
much  interested  in  securing  a  boon  for 
the  public  as  any  Member  of  the  House. 
When  the  Resolution  had  been  pro- 
posed, it  was^but  fair  to  say  that  Mr. 
Fawcett  had  already  explained  his 
scheme  of  a  id.  a- word  telegram,  with  a 
minimum  charge  of  6(f.,  and  had  ex- 
pressed his  readiness  to  carry  it  into 
operation  if  the  Treasury  would  give  its 
assent.  In  moving  his  Resolution,  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  did  not  pretend  to  dic- 
tate as  to  what  the  Post  Office  should  do, 
and  framed  the  Resolution  in  the  most 
general  terms.  After  that  Resolution 
was  carried,  communications  went  on 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Post 
Office,  various  proposals  passed,  and 
three  main  schemes  were  broached. 
The  one  was  a  id.  a-word  telegram, 
with  a  minimum  charge  of  6^.,  which 
was  virtually  that  embodied  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  That,  Mr.  Fawcett  estimated, 
would  involve  a  loss  upon  the  telegraph 
revenues  of  £160,000  or  £170,000, 
which  could  not  be  recouped  before  12 
months  had  passed.  The  second  scheme 
was  that  of  free  address  to  the  receiver 
and  a  reduced  number  of  words,  he 
thought,  in  the  body  of  the  telegram. 
That  was  calculated  to  involve  a  much 
more  considerable  loss,  and  required  a 
longer  time  in  order  that  the  loss  should 
be  made  good.  The  third  scheme  pro- 
posed was  that  both  the  addresses  of 
the  sender  and  receiver  should  be  sent 
free,  a  limited  number  of  words  in  the 
body  of  the  telegram,  and  a  minimum 
charge  of  6^;.  in  all  cases ;  and  that,  of 
course,  was  calculated  to  involve  upon 
the  Treasury  a  still  greater  loss,  and 
would  require  a  much  longer  time  to 
make  good  that  loss.  Now,  he  never 
concealed  his  belief  that  the  figures  on 
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wWch  these  estimates'  were  founded 
were  rather  gloomy.  He  was  always 
of  opinion  that  they  were  rather  the 
figures  of  an  official — a  red-tape  official 
— rather  than  that  of  an  enterprizing 
man  of  business.  Mr.  Fawcett  himself 
acknowledged  that  the  estimate  he 
quoted — especially  that  quoted  on  the 
occasion  of  the  first  debate — was  that 
relating  to  the  ^d,  a-word  system  pure 
and  simple  ;  and  in  his  speech  Mr.  Faw- 
cett admitted  that  the  calculation  had 
been  designedly  made  in  order  that  the 
interest  of  the  Treasury  should  be  pro- 
tected. Mr.  Fawcett,  who  was  a  great 
political  economist,  saw  nothing  adverse 
to  business  principles  in  writing  off  a 
large  amount  of  the  capital  which  had 
been  wasted  owing  to  the  extravagance 
which  had  been  unearthed  in  connection 
with  the  new  telegraph  system.  On 
that  and  on  other  grounds  the  House 
were  entitled  to  infer  that  the  accounts 
as  kept  by  the  Treasury  showed  a  less 
favourable  state  of  revenue  than  they 
would  have  shown  if  they  had  been 
kept  in  accordance  with  strict  business 
principles.  Mr.  Fawcett  had  proposed 
to  write  off  a  large  portion  of  the  capital 
account,  and  that  would  at  once  have 
the  effect  of  showing  a  large  percentage 
of  profit  on  the  capital.  Then  there  was 
the  mode  of  distributing  the  expense 
between  the  Postal  and  the  Telegraph 
Departments.  The  custom  was  to  charge 
a  very  large  fraction,  almost  one- 
half,  as  against  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment. .  He  thought  further  that 
if  alterations  were  made  in  other  matters 
they  should  have  a  revenue  apparently 
very  much  more  satisfactory  to  show  in 
connection  with  the  postal  telegraph 
system.  That  was  the  view  of  many 
hon.  Members  who  had  voted  in  support 
of  his  Motion  in  1883.  But  they  must 
remember  that  the  Treasury  must  be 
guided  by  official  estimates,  and  these 
estimates  were  made  by  postal  officials 
with  a  Postmaster  (Mr.  Fawcett)  at 
their  head,  who  was  most  eager  for  im- 
provements, and  who  even  was  con- 
sidered rather  extravagant  in  that  direc- 
tion. After  Mr.  Fawcett  had  heard  of 
the  recommendations  and  the  arguments 
of  the  Committee  which  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  subject,  neither 
the  Committee  nor  Mr.  Fawcett  had  ever 
claimed  that  the  Postal  Telegraph  De- 
partment should  be  conductea  at  a  loss 
to  the  public,  or  that  the  country  should 
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be  taxed  in  order  that  the  senders  of 
telegrams  should  have  the  benefit.  The 
Department  had  already  expended 
£500,000  in  increasing  the  accommoda- 
tion in  the  main  system  of  telegraph 
wires.  Now,  after  such  large  prepara- 
tions and  after  a  number  of  young  tele- 
graphists had  been  trained  in  order  to 
undertake  the  additional  work,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  if  the  proposal  for  a  reduction  of 
the  price  of  telegrams  were  to  fall 
through.  It  was  not  to  be  forgotten 
that  this  reform  had  been  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  the  House.  The 
Government  had  shown  themselves  will- 
ing to  fulfil  their  pledge  as  far  as  Mr. 
Fawcett  had  pledged  them ;  but  as  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  understood  them,  they 
were  not  prepared  to  go  beyond  that 
pledge.  He  understood  that  they  were 
quite  willing  to  consider  amendments 
on  matters  of  detail ;  but  if  the  House 
determined  to  force  on  them  free  ad- 
dresses, the  Government  would  abandon 
the  project  altogether  rather  than  face 
the  loss  which  they  believed  would  be 
incurred  by  such  a  change  in  their  ope- 
rations; and  that  the  Treasury  at  least 
would  not  be  unwilling  to  abandon  the 
business  which  had  been  thus  forced  upon 
them,  he  thought,  was  shown  by  the 
fact  that  last  year,  after  having  spent 
large  sums  in  increasing  the  telegraph 
plant  on  the  main  lines,  they  were  omy 
too  willing  to  postpone  its  coming  into 
operation  for  another  nine  months,  even 
at  the  expense  of  the  waste  of  the  in- 
terest on  the  money  which  they  had 
spent  in  increasing  the  plant.  There- 
fore, it  was  fair  for  the  House  to  infer 
that  the  Treasury  were  not  over  eager 
to  incur  anything  beyond  what  they 
were  strictly  pledged  to,  and  that  if  the 
House  did  not  accept  that  the  Treasury 
would  not  be  very  unwilling  to  be  re- 
lieved of  the  whole  thing.  Now,  the 
question  the  House  had  to  consider  was 
whether  the  subject  proposed  by  the 
Postmaster  General  would  really  be  a 
boon  to  the  public  or  whether  it  would 
be  so  little  of  a  boon  that  they  had 
better  reject  it  altogether.  On  that 
subject  he  entirely  differed  from  the 
views  that  had  been  expressed  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend  had  told 
them  that  he  had  taken  careful  note 
during  several  weeks  lately  of  all  the 
telegrams  which  he  had  seen,  and  that 
the  inference  he  drew  was    that    he 
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would  be  a  loser  rather  tLan  a  gainer 
under  the  system  proposed  by  the  Post- 
master Oeneral.  And  he  had  also  told 
them  that  some  of  his  friends  had  done 
the  same,  and  with  the  same  result  as 
the  conclusion  arrived  at.  And,  there- 
fore, judging  by  his  own  experience  in 
this  respect  and  that  of  his  friends,  his 
hon.  Friend  had  told  the  House  that  he 
was  inclined  to  question  the  averages 
quoted  by  the  Postmaster  General. 
Now,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  should  say  that, 
for  his  own  part,  he  felt  more  inclined  to 
place  reliance  on  the  averages  derived 
by  the  Postmaster  General  from  the 
millions  of  telegrams  to  which  he  had 
access  for  the  purpose  of  forming  an 
opinion  on  this  point  than  upon  the 
conclusion  drawn  by  his  hon.  Friend 
from  the  few  weeks'  experience  of  him- 
self and  his  friends  as  quoted  by  him. 
Therefore,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  wished  to 
state  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
boon  to  the  public  would  be  real  and 
substantial.  They  should  consider  the 
matter  in  the  light  of  general  averages, 
and  not  in  the  light  of  anomalies ;  nor 
should  they  ask  themselves  how  the 
doing  away  with  one  or  other  anomaly 
among  the  many  which  at  present  dis- 
figured the  system  would  affect  the  De- 
partment, but  how  on  the  whole  it 
would  affect  the  public.  At  the  present 
moment  it  appeared  that  the  average 
number  of  words  sent  in  every  message 
was  28,  and  the  average  cost  of  the 
message  was  U.  Id.  Those  28  words 
consisted  of  11  words  of  address  and  17 
in  the  body  of  the  message.  But  in 
town  addresses  there  must  be  numbers 
in  the  streets,  and  all  numbers  under  10 
were  counted  as  a  single  word ;  but  if 
the  address  either  of  the  sender  or  the 
receiver  of  the  message  contained  two 
or  more  figures  in  the  number,  the  result 
would  be  that  if  they  counted  under  the 
new  system  the  number  as  a  single 
word,  whether  of  one  or  two  figures,  the 
number  of  words  in  the  address  would 
be  nine,  so  that  they  would  thus  find 
that  nine  words  in  the  address  and  17  in 
the  message  would  be  the  present  ave- 
rage, and  these  26  words  were  trans- 
mitted at  an  average  rate  of  U,  Id. 
They  had  thus  26  words  for  Is.  l(f.,  or 
Ji.  a- word.  What  was  proposed  was 
id.  a- word,  and  the  sole  difference,  so  far 
as  the  public  was  concerned,  which  they 
would  thus  inflict  upon  the  public  was 
that  they  would  inflict  an  average  charge 


of  Is.,  while  they  got  the  minimum 
charge  reduced  to  6d.  At  present 
everyone  acknowledged  that  there  were 
a  great  number  of  superfluous  words 
put  into  addresses  of  telegrams.  That 
was  the  case  to  a  large  extent  not  only 
in  the  address  of  the  sender,  but  also  in 
that  of  the  receiver  of  the  message ;  and 
that  that  was  so  was  shown  in  the  ex- 
perience of  all  countries — in  the  United 
States,  in  France,  Belgium^  Germany, 
&c.  There  were  also  a  great  number  of 
superfluous  words  introduced  into  the 
body  of  the  messages  themselves.  For 
his  own  part,  he  made  it  a  matter  of 
principle  to  cram  into  a  message  every 
word  he  possibly  could ;  and  it  was  not 
an  uncommon  thing  for  some  people  to 
fill  up  their  telegrams  with  some  such 
patriotic  sentiments  as  ^*  Britannia  rules 
the  waves,"  or  *'  Britons  never  will  be 
slaves,"  &c.,  in  order  to  secure  their  get- 
ting their  full  money's  worth.  Now,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Post  Office  was 
amply  justified  in  saying  that  imder  the 
proposed  system  the  price  of  telegrams 
would  be  reduced  from  Is.  to  Sd.,  with  a 
curtailment  of  redundancies ;  and,  at  any 
rate,  if  it  should  be  contended  that  those 
sending  20-word  messages  would  be 
losers,  the  senders  of  messages  of  other 
numbers  of  words  would  be  found  to  be 
gainers.  Under  the  system  now  pro- 
posed by  the  Postmaster  General  he  be- 
lieved that  on  the  average  the  public 
would  have  a  great  and  substantial  gain 
as  compared  with  the  existing  arrange- 
ments. In  no  other  country  but  this 
did  the  system  of  free  addresses  prevail ; 
and  even  in  this  country  the  old  Tele- 
graph Companies  restricted  the  number 
of  words  in  addresses.  The  Cable  Com- 
panies also  charged  by  the  word  and  for 
every  word  in  the  address.  Much  had 
been  said  in  connection  with  that  sub- 
ject, and  of  the  poor  man's  case.  Well, 
he  should  say  with  regard  to  the  poor 
man  that  it  was  fair  that  in  discussing 
that  argument  that  they  must  remember 
that  the  telegraph  was  not  a  necessity  of 
life,  and  therefore  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  community  at  large  should  be 
taxed  that  the  poor  man  might  receive 
his  telegrams  at  cost  price.  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  poor  man  made  very 
little  use  of  the  telegraph.  The  Post- 
master General  had  told  them  that 
out  of  20,000  telegrams  which  were 
examined,  only  150  or  160  were  found 
to  have    been    sent    by  the    working 
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classes ;  and  of  that  number  there  were 
only  about  a  score  which  could  not  have 
been  easily  sent  at  the  proposed  &d. 
rate.  The  messages  of  the  working 
classes  were  generally  very  short,  being 
sent  to  tell  relations  about  a  sickness  or  a 
death,  and  they  rarely  filled  up  20  words 
in  their  telegrams.  Much  criticism  had 
been  published  on  the  proposed  system, 
and  imaginary  cases  had  been  put  for- 
ward to  show  that  the  addresses  of  poor 
people  were  necessarily  so  lengtliy  that 
that  class  would  not  profit  by  the  new 
scale  if  the  addresses  were  charged  for ; 
but  an  analysis  of  such  cases  proved 
that  those  persons  could  really  obtain 
the  advantage  of  the  Qd.  rate,  or  might 
send  a  number  of  extra  words,  and  still 
pay  considerably  less  for  their  telegrams 
than  was  now  charged  under  the  Is,  rate. 
Whether  the  extra  word  raised  the  price 
of  the  telegram  to  Id,,  Sd.,  9i.,  lOd.^  or 
lld.y  the  sender  would  gain  by  the  re- 
duction of  the  1«.  scale.  The  Post  Office, 
under  the  proposed  scheme,  made  an 
important  concession.  It  was  obliged 
with  every  message  to  send  certain  ser- 
vice words,  such  as  the  name  of  the  office 
at  which  the  message  was  handed  in, 
the  number  of  words  which  the  message 
contained,  and  the  hour  at  which  it  was 
handed  in,  &o.,  and  the  amount  of  this 
work  was  the  same  whether  the  message 
was  long  or  short.  To  his  mind  a  uni- 
form word  rate  of  id,  per  word,  without 
distinction  between  the  address  and  the 
body  of  the  message,  was  much  prefer- 
able to  and  far  more  elastic  than  any 
proposal  to  give  an  unlimited  number  of 
words  for  the  address  at  the  expense  of 
curtailing  the  words  of  the  body  of  the 
message.  As  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners),  he 
should  say  that  it  appeared  to  him  to 
have  come  with  a  very  bad  grace  from 
him,  because  when  the  noble  Lord  was 
Postmaster  General  they  had  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  thepostal 
telegraph  system,  of  which  Committee  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  was  a  Member,  and  acted 
as  the  advocate  of  the  public  as  against 
the  Post  Office  and  the  Treasury.  The 
Post  Office  Department  recommended 
that  the  charge  upon  telegrams  should 
be  increased  in  order  to  increase  the 
postal  revenue,  and  that  for  that  pur- 
pose every  telegram  handed  in  between 
8  at  night  and  8  in  the  morning  should 
be  charged  6d,  extra,  and  that  every 
telegram  handed  in  on  a  Sunday  should 
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be  charged  6d.  extra,  and  that  every 
one  handed  in  at  a  railway  station  should 
be  charged  Sd,  extra.  He  had  to  con- 
tend with  very  strong  opposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Post  Office  Department 
in  resisting  these  charges.  His  object 
was  to  secure  cheapness  of  telegraph 
service  compatible  with  the  improve- 
ment and  efficiency  of  the  service  for  the 
public.  The  only  assistance  the  Com- 
mittee received  from  officials  of  the  De- 
partment was  from  Colonel  (then  Ma- 
jor) Webber,  C.E.,  and  the  Postmaster 
of  Glasgow  (Mr.  B.  Hobson),  and  so 
little  disposed  were  the  Department  to 
place  any  information  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Committee,  or  otherwise  assist  them, 
in  any  way  in  their  investigation,  that 
they  wrote  to  Mr.  Hobson  reprimanding^ 
him  for  having  given  information  to  the 
Committee.  The  Committee,  however, 
in  reply,  passed  a  Besolution  stating  that 
the  letter  written  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  to  Mr.  R.  Hobson  was  cal- 
culated to  impede  the  investigation  of 
the  Committee.  That  Besolution  was 
carried  by  10  to  2  in  the  Committee. 
The  result  of  the  Committee's  investiga- 
tion was  already  known  to  the  Hoose, 
and  he  had  been  able  to  get  them  to 
adopt  unanimously  the  principle  that 
the  true  method  of  making  the  telegraph 
system  at  once  cheap  and  remunerative 
was  not  by  curtailing  the  facilities  offered 
to  the  public  or  by  increasing  the  charges, 
but  by  increasing  the  faciUlites  and,  at 
the  proper  time,  diminishing  the  charges. 
This  was  really  a  question  for  indepen- 
dent Members,  such  as  had  supported  his 
Motion  on  a  former  occasion,  and  en- 
abled him  to  carry  it  even  in  the  teeth 
of  the  two  Front  Benches.  For  those 
reasons  he  should  support  the  scheme 
as  being  a  very  substantial  and  the 
most  substantial  boon  they  were  likelj 
to  get  at  present.  When  it  went  into 
Committee  he  should  endeavour  to  se* 
cure  some  improvements — and  he  thought 
those  facilities  which  it  offered  might  be 
improved  without  in  the  smallest  degree 
departing  from  the  principle,  and  at  a 
merely  nominal  expense.  The  Post- 
master General  proposed,  for  example, 
that  after  the  minimum  was  reached  an 
extra  ld»  should  be  charged  for  each 
extra  word  or  two  words.  But  that  was 
not  the  plan  proposed  by  his  Prede- 
cessor, the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  He  pro- 
posed the  plan  of  a  uniform  ^^.per  word, 
and  a  id,  was  not  an  unknown  ooin 
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in  connection  with  this  matter.  On  the 
question  of  figures,  why,  he  asked,  not 
adopt  the  system  followed  in  interna- 
tional messages  and  count  groups  of  five 
fig^es  and  less  than  five  figures  as  a  single 
word?  To  adopt  such  a  course  would 
prove  of  great  convenience  in  many 
cases,  and  would  also  be  in  the  direction 
of  assimilating  the  Inland  and  the  In- 
ternational Departments  of  the  Postal 
Telegraph  Service.  Another  very  im- 
portant improvement  he  wished  to  sug- 
gest  was  that  in  large  towns  the  Post 
fiice  should  codify  the  streets.  It  would 
be  an  easy  matter  in  the  Metropolis,  for 
instance,  to  have  a  code  signal  for  every 
street.  The  practice  was  already  fol- 
lowed in  regard  to  telegraph  stations, 
the  names  of  which  were  never  spelt  out 
fully  in  the  course  of  telegraphing  by 
the  Department.  The  system  being  found 
a  convenient  and  practicable  one  in  re- 
gard to  telegraph  stations,  he  maintained 
that  it  would  be  equally  easy  to  apply 
the  system  to  the  nomenclature  of  streets. 
It  would  be  possible  to  take  every  street, 
court,  Jane,  crescent,  or  terrace  in  the 
Metropolis,  and  by  the  permutations  of 
three  or  four  letters  or  figures  reduce 
the  names  to  a  code ;  and  there  was  not 
the  smallest  reason  why  that  code  should 
not  be  published  in  The  Foetal  Guide,  so 
that  a  person  who  wished  to  send  a 
message  to  a  particular  address  would 
only  have  to  refer  to  the  code,  and  write 
down  a  few  letters,  thus  enabling  the  ad- 
dress to  be  got  over  the  wire  as  one  word. 
Another  improvement  he  begged  to  sug- 
gest was  the  cheap  registration  of  ad- 
dresses. At  present  anyone  could  regis- 
ter his  address  for  telegraph  purposes 
for  21«.  a-year ;  but  there  was  no  valid 
reason  why  a  man  should  not  be  able  to 
register  his  address  for  2b.  6d.  or  5«.  per 
annum.  By  sending  that  with  the  name 
of  the  town,  three  words  would  suffice 
for  the  necessities  of  the  address,  leaving 
the  other  nine  words  for  the  body  of 
that  message.  Thus,  by  a  system  of  incre- 
ments of  aid.  per  word  instead  of  a  Id., 
by  the  codification  of  streets  in  large 
towns,  by  a  cheap  system  of  registration 
of  addresses,  without  any  departure 
from  the  general  lines  of  the  Bill,  at  a 
merely  nominal  expense,  with  an  in- 
creased security  against  any  miscarriage 
of  telegrams,  with  the  advantage  of  as- 
similating the  Inland  and  International 
branches  of  our  Postal  Telegraph  System, 
he  believed  that  a  great  boon  would  be 


afforded  to  the  telegraphing  public  by 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  that,  too,  on  a  principle 
compatible  with  the  sound  economic 
rule  of  payment  for  work  done.  It 
would  not  be  appreciably  inferior  to  the 
fancy  modification  suggested  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  the  adoption  of  which  he 
believed  the  Postmaster  General  was 
convinced  would  be  fatal  to  the  proposed 
scheme. 

Mb.  Alderman  COTTON  said,  he 
thought  that  the  rejection  of  free  ad- 
dresses on  the  part  of  the  Postmaster 
General  took  away  all  the  good  that 
would  otherwise  arise  from  the  reduction 
of  the  Is.  telegram.  The  codification  of 
addresses,  taking  into  account  the  mil- 
lions of  messages  sent,  was  too  much  to 
undertake  successfully.  This  was  not  a 
question  as  to  the  convenience  and  profit 
of  the  State ;  it  was  a  question  of  the 
immense  convenience  to  the  general 
public,  financially  as  well  as  commer- 
cially. Viewed  from  a  domestic  point 
of  view,  the  services  which  the  telegraph 
rendered  to  the  people  at  large  were  very 
important,  and  any  impediment  placed 
in  the  way  of  telegraphing  ought  not  to 
be  tolerated  for  a  moment  by  the  Post- 
master General.  He  understood  that 
when  the  Besolution  on  this  subject  was 
carried  in  that  House,  the  intention  was 
to  introduce  the  6^.  message  pure  and 
simple.  Further,  when  the  Telegraph 
Companies  were  first  started  the  entire 
charge  for  the  message  was  6d.  The 
increased  charge  to  Is,  arose  in  conse- 
quence of  a  storm  which  destroyed  con- 
siderable lengths  of  the  wires;  but  it 
was  always  promised  that  when  the 
Companies  were  recouped  then  the  6d. 
charge  was  to  be  restored ;  but  pending 
that  time  the  Government  went  into 
treaty  for  the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs 
and  took  them  over  upon  the  U.  charge 
— hence  its  continuance.  But  now  the 
Government  insisted  that  the  addresses 
should  be  paid  for,  and  this  resolve,  he 
maintained,  was  wrong.  The  Govern- 
ment should  accept  in  its  entirety  the 
Resolution  which  was  passed  two  years 
ago,  allow  free  addresses,  and  reduce 
the  charge  to  6d.  for  10  words.  By 
doing  so  they  would  save  an  incalculable 
amount  of  work  to  the  Post  Office  offi- 
cials, would  prevent  many  blunders  from 
being  committed,  and  would  confer 
a  great  and  desirable  boon  on  the 
public. 
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Mb.  AETHUE  ARNOLD  said,  lie 
thought  the  country  was  yery  much  in- 
dehted  to  the  Postmaster  General  for 
his  scheme,  though  he  admitted  the 
commercial  community  had  heen  some- 
what slow  in  expressing  their  apprecia- 
tion of  its  value.  This  remark,  however, 
did  not  apply  to  the  Manchester  Chamher 
of  Commerce ;  and  he  desired  to  hring 
under  the  notice  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral two  suggestions  of  that  body — 
first,  that  five  consecutive  figures  should 
be  counted  as  one  word ;  and  secondly, 
that  it  should  be  optional  for  the  sender 
to  include  his  name  and  address  in  the 
message. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  this 
discussion  was  probably  only  a  rehearsal 
of  the  debate  that  would  arise  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  John  Manners) ;  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  excuse  him 
if  he  did  not  now  reply  to  all  the  points 
that  had  been  raised.  He  did  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Alderman  Cotton)  to  be 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
only  to  propose  an  alternative  plan. 
"When  in  Committee  he  should  be  happy 
to  consider  fully  any  Amendments  that 
might  be  brought  forward,  provided  they 
did  not  involve  a  grater  burden  on  the 
Telegraph  Department  than  the  plan  laid 
down  in  the  Bill.  It  had  been  urged 
that  the  Post  Office  and  the  Telegraph 
Department  should  be  considered  as  one, 
and  that  the  profits  of  the  one  might 
very  fairly  be  applied  to  cover  the  loss 
on  the  other — ^that  any  loss  in  the  Tele- 
graphic Department  ought  to  be  re- 
couped by  the  profits  from  letters. 
That  was  a  proposition  which  could  not 
and  never  for  a  moment  had  been  en- 
tertained by  that  House.  Since  the 
purchase  of  the  telegraphs  it  had  been 
well  understood  that  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment should  be  treated  by  itself, 
and  that,  as  far  as  possible,  it  should  be 
made  self-supporting ;  and  it  had  always 
been  considered  that  the  tariff  should  be 
such  as  would  allow  the  operations  to 
be  carried  on  at  a  profit  such  as  to  pay 
a  reasonable  rate  of  interest  on  the  pur- 
chase money  paid  for  the  acquirement 
of  the  telegraphs.  He  thought  that  a 
sound  principle,  and  was  not  prepared 
to  depart  from  it.  It  would  not  be  right 
or  fair  that  tho  general  public  should 
be  taxed  in  order  that  a  small  part  of 
the  coaimuuitv  should  be  able  to  send 
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their  telegrams  at  a  price  less  than  the 
cost  price.  He,  therefore,  could  not  ac- 
cept any  proposition  that  would  involve 
a  heavy  loss.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Telegraph  Service  was  not  now 
in  so  flourishing  a  condition  as  it  was 
two  years  ago.  Owing  to  the  increaae 
of  remuneration  paid  to  0mphyi$y  and 
also  to  the  competition  with  the  tele- 
phone, there  had  been  a  great  reduction 
in  the  profits  of  the  Telegraph  Service. 
Taking  the  most  favourable  view  of  the 
account  the  profits  had  fallen  from 
£450,000  to  at  the  outside  £250,000 
a-year,  and  out  of  this  £250,000  there 
remained  to  be  paid  the  interest  on 
the  £11,000,000  which  was  paid  for 
the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs,  and 
this  reduced  the  interest  to  a  very  low 
rate.  The  plan  that  he  now  proposed 
had  been  carefully  worked  out  by 
experts  in  the  Post  Office,  and  it  was 
calculated  that,  allowing  for  an  increase 
of  30  per  cent  in  the  number  of  messagea 
sent,  there  would  during  the  first  year 
be  a  reduction  of  the  Telegraph  Depart- 
ment profits  by  about  £180,000,  and 
this  would  reduce  the  profits  to  £70,000 
a-year,  which  was  a  very  small  margin 
of  profit  on  a  business  of  such  magni- 
tude, and  some  further  reductions  pro- 
bably would  have  to  be  made.  The 
reduction  of  the  price  of  telegrams  from 
Iff.  to  6d,  really  involved  a  much  larger 
financial  risk  than  most  persons  sup- 
posed. There  were  certain  expenses 
connected  with  telegrams  which  were 
incurred  whatever  the  length  of  the 
telegram — such  as  the  receipt  of  the 
telegram  over  the  counter  and  its  de- 
livery within  the  radius.  It  had  been 
estimated  that  the  average  necessaiy 
cost  for  these  purposes  of  each  telegram, 
irrespective  of  its  length,  was  2)^., 
and  that  left  the  sum  available  for  the 
cost  of  telegraphing  out  of  the  amount 
charged  now  and  to  be  charged  under 
this  Bill  at  9J</.  and  3i</.  respectively; 
and,  therefore,  the  proposed  reduction 
was  really  about  one- third.  Every  tele- 
gram wns  accompanied  by  certain  official 
words,  eight  in  number,  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  information  to  the  I>e- 
partment.  The  average  length  of  ad- 
dresses had  been  found  to  be  1 1  words, 
and  therefore  the  average  length  of  an 
ordinary  message  under  present  otrcnm* 
stances  was  39  words  —  the  messsge 
20  words,  the  address  11,  and  the 
ollieittl  words  eig^t.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
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reduce  the  number  of  words  to  20 — 
namely,  12  words  in  the  message  and 
address,  and  the  eight  official  words  ;  the 
length  of  the  message,  therefore,  would  be 
reduced  from  39  words  to  20  words,  or  one- 
half,  while  the  price  was  being  reduced 
from  9^d,  to  S^d,  It  was  accordingly 
necessary  that  there  should  be  some  eco- 
nomy of  work.  It  was  well  known  that 
there  was  an  enormous  waste  of  words  in 
the  sending  of  telegrams,  and  an  amount 
of  useless  labour  was  thus  thrown  on  the 
Department.  A  large  number  of  tele- 
grams had  been  carefully  examined, 
and  it  was  found  that  the  number  of 
superfluous  words  amounted  to  about 
25  or  30  per  cent ;  and  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  superfluous  words  occurred, 
it  was  found,  in  the  addresses.  These, 
on  an  average,  now  consisted  of  11 
words,  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  com- 
petent persons  that  the  address,  as  a 
rule,  need  not  occupy  more  than  five 
words.  A  saving  or  six  words  could 
thus  be  effected  in  each  telegram,  which, 
multiplied  by  32,000,000,  which  they  had 
calculated  would  be  the  number  of  tele- 
grams under  the  new  system,  resulted 
suited  in  this— that  the  amount  saved  by 
the  non-transmission  of  192,000,000 
of  useless  words  would  be  at  least 
£200,000  a-year.  He  quite  admitted 
that  free  addresses  had  some  conveni- 
ence ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  were 
a  very  expensive  luxury,  as  they  cost 
the  Service  £200,000  a-year.  He  had 
observed  in  the  newspapers  various 
alternative  suggestions  to  his  proposal. 
They  all  resulted  in  loss  to  the  Depart- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  who  last  spoke  proposed  that 
a  free  address  and  10  words  should  be 
given  for  6d,  He  had  had  the  cost  of 
that  calculated.  It  showed  that,  assum- 
ing an  increase  in  the  number  of  telo- 
frams  sent  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
uced  tariff  to  the  extent  of  30  per  cent, 
the  loss  to  the  Service  would  be £560,000 
per  year.  This  was  not  the  worst  part 
of  the  case,  for  a  tariff  of  that  kind 
would  enormously  stimulate  business, 
and  would  greatly  increase  the  working 
expenses.  They  believed  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  send  free  addresses  and 
10  words  for  6d,  without  in  a  short  time, 
by  reason  of  the  enormous  increase  of 
business,  incurring  a  much  greater  loss 
than  £560,000  a-year  to  the  Department. 
Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  inquired  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calculated 


the  loss  to  the  Department  by  rule  of 
three  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that  the 
figures  he  had  quoted  were  from  calcula- 
tions made  by  the  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment. The  loss  from  the  hon.  Member's 
suggestion  would  be  so  great,  therefore, 
that  a  tariff  of  that  kind  was  altogether 
out  of  the  question.  The  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Davenport  (Mr. 
Fuleston),  that  there^  should  be  a  free 
address  and  six  words  for  6(f.,  it  had  been 
calculated,  would  cause  a  loss  of  £  1 1 0, 000 
a-year  more  than  the  proposal  submitted. 
The  tariff  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  who  spoke 
first,  that  a  free  address  and  five  words 
should  be  allowed  for  6d,,  would  result, 
as  far  as  he  oould  make  out,  although  it 
was  somewhat  difficult  to  state  the  actual 
cost,  in  a  loss  of  £  1 00, 000  a-year  more  than 
his  proposal.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  be  of  opinion  with 
him  that  these  various  suggestions  were 
all  out  of  the  question  without  inflicting 
heavy  loss  upon  the  Department,  and 
therefore  upon  the  Public  Revenue.  The 
tariff  which  was  proposed  under  their 
Bill  was  a  word  rate  of  a  Id,  for  two 
words  or  Jrf.  a- word,  with  a  minimum 
of  12  words  for  6d,  It  was  calculated 
that  five  words  would  on  the  average 
be  used  for  the  address,  and  seven  would 
remain  for  the  message.  That  was 
the  opinion  formed  from  a  careful 
examination  of  the  existing  telegrams 
by  officials  of  the  Department.  They 
could  not  but  think  that  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  misunderstanding  upon 
the  subject  of  addresses.  The  belief 
had  been  expressed  by  the  officials  that 
the  sender's  address  would  in  future 
average  only  one  word.  In  support  of 
that  view  they  had  before  them  the  ex- 
perience of  foreign  telegrams  and  also 
telegrams  to  France  and  Germany.  It 
was  found  that  foreign  telegrams  sent 
to  this  country  in  a  large  majority  of 
cases  contained  no  address  at  all  of  the 
sender.  The  message  itself,  no  doubt, 
would  show  clearly  to  the  receiver  from 
whom  it  came,  A  large  proportion 
of  the  foreign  telegrams  had  only  one 
word  to  indicate  the  sender.  It  was 
believed  that  in  future,  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Bill  were  adopted,  senders 
would  in  a  very  large  proportion  of 
cases  indicate  themselves  by  one  word, 
and  in  very  few  cases  would  it  be  neces- 
sary to  use  more  than  one  word.     If 
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it  were  necessary  for  the  sender  of 
the  telegram  to  give  a  full  description 
of  his  address,  that  was  information 
that  ought  to  be  contained  in  the  text 
of  the  message  and  ought  to  be  paid 
for.  The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold)  had  quoted  the  unani- 
mous Eesolution  of  the  Manchester 
Chamber  of  Commerce  approving  the 
Bill,  and  he  had  asked  that  in  future 
the  suggestion  of-  the  Chamber  should 
be  adopted — namely,  that  five  numbers 
should  be  counted  as  one  word,  and 
that  it  should  not  be  necessary  to  in- 
sert the  sender's  name  in  the  address. 
He  was  in  a  position  to  answer  both  those 
questions  in  the  affirmative,  and  they 
would  in  future  be  the  rule.  As  re- 
garded the  name  of  the  town  from  which 
the  message  was  sent,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  put  it  in  the  address,  because  it 
was  always  sent  for  official  purposes, 
and  there  was  no  necessity  that  the 
sender  should  put  it  in  as  one  of  the 
words  of  the  message.  Neither  was  it 
obligatory  on  the  sender  to  give  his  own 
name  in  the  address,  and  in  a  large 
proportion  of  cases  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  do  so.  While  he  believed 
that  on  an  average  one  word  would  in- 
dicate the  sender,  a  careful  examination 
of  telegrams  led  to  the  belief  that  the 
receiver  would  be  indicated  on  an  ave- 
rage by  four  words.  A  large  propor- 
tion of  the  foreign  telegrams  sent  into 
this  country  contained  only  three,  and 
in  some  cases  four,  words  of  address. 
No  great  hardship  would  result  if  an 
extra  word  or  two  had  to  be  inserted  in 
an  address,  as  the  rate  would  be  two 
words  for  Id,  The  objections  which 
had  been  raised  to  this  proposal  rested 
mainly  on  two  points.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  said  that  the  abolition  of  free  ad- 
dresses would  lead  to  uncertainty  and  to 
extra  labour  on  the  Department ;  and  se- 
condly, it  was  said  that  it  would  be  a 
hardship  on  certain  classes  of  persons. 
As  to  the  first  point,  the  officials  in  the 
Department  did  not  think  that  any  extra 
difficulty  would  be  thrown  on  them, 
judging  by  the  large  experience  they 
had  had  of  foreign  telegrams,  and  also 
by  the  fact  that,  although  the  addresses 
in  those  telegrams  were  shortened,  little 
confusion  or  trouble  had  resulted. 
There  was  also  the  experience  of  foreign 
countries  to  guide  them,  where  a  word- 
rate  prevailed.  In  Germany  there  was 
no  freQ  address,  and  it  was  found  that 
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addresses  averaged  only  four  words; 
again  in  France  a  word-rate  only  ex- 
isted and  no  difficulty  was  found  with  re- 
spect to  the  address.  Theotherobjection, 
that  this  proposal  would  press  hardly  on 
certain  classes  of  people  in  this  coun- 
try, was  one  into  which  he  went  at  some 
length  inintroducing  the  Bill.  Withsome 
difficulty  he  had  obtained  a  number 
of  telegrams  sent  by  working  people, 
and  although  it  appeared  that  their 
addresses  averaged  somewhat  longer 
than  those  of  other  telegrams,  it  was 
found  that  the  messages  as  a  rule 
were  very  short  and  simple,  and  that 
about  60  per  cent  would  admit  of  cur- 
tailments of  the  addresses,  and  could 
be  sent  for  6(f.  without  any  trouble  or 
difficulty  being  occasioned.  It  had 
been  pointed  out  that  the  proposed 
tarifiF  did  not  compare  favourably  with 
the  present  tariff  at  the  rate  of  1«.  By 
the  present  tariff  20  words  were  allowed 
for  !«.,  with  a  free  address,  whereas 
under  this  proposal  24  words  would  be  al- 
lowed for  1«.,  with  no  free  address.  But 
the  higher  they  went  in  the  tariff  the 
more  favourable  it  appeared ;  and,  more- 
over, it  should  be  recollected  that  be- 
tween Qd,  and  1«.  there  were  several 
grades.  It  was  assumed  that  there  would 
be  only  the  6^.  and  la,  rate,  and  nothing 
between ;  but  that  was  not  the  case,  and 
any  number  of  words  between  12  and 
24  would  be  inserted  in  the  message  at 
Id.  for  two  words.  They  believed  that 
a  very  large  proportion  of  the  messages 
sent— about  30  or  40  per  cent — would 
be  at  the  6i.  rate.  But  they  also  thought 
that  a  very  large  proportion  would  be 
sent  the  cost  of  which  would  be  between 
td.  and  1«.  They  thought  that  undor 
the  proposed  tariff  not  more  than  one 
telegram  out  of  10  would  be  sent  at 
the  1«.  rate.  Before  resuming  his  seat 
he  wished  to  say  that  to  his  knowledge 
no  important  commercial  body  had  peti- 
tioned against  the  Bill,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce of  Manchester  and  Glasgow  and 
of  other  large  towns,  had  spoken  of  the 
tariff  proposed  as  one  very  favourable 
to  the  working  classes.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not  reject  the  boon 
that  he  was  able  to  offer  to  the  country. 
He  should  be  perfectly  ready  to  con- 
sider in  Committee  any  alternative  tariff 
that  might  be  suggested  which  would 
not  impose  a  greater  burden  on  the 
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finances  of  the  Department;  but  he 
should  not  be  able  to  agree  to  any  tariff 
which  would  have  that  effect,  for  such 
a  tariff  could  not  be  established  without 
infringing  on  the  principles  th&t  the 
Telegraphic  Service  should  be  indepen- 
dent of  the  Postal  Service,  and  that  it 
should  be  conducted  so  as  to  return 
some  profit  on  the  amount  invested  by 
the  State. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  there 
were  certain  public  commercial  opera- 
tions which  passed  from  the  hands  of 
individuals  to  the  State,  because  in  the 
course  of  time  it  had  been  found  that 
such  operations  could  be  carried  on  with 
greater  advantage  to  the  country  if 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  the  day.  Such  an  undertaking  was 
the  ^eat  enterprize  now  carried  on  by 
the  Fost  Office  in  connection  with  the 
electric  telegraph.  When  the  State 
originally  undertook  the  management 
of  the  Telegraph  Service  it  made  what 
was  apparently  an  exceedingly  bad 
bargain.  The  receipts  of  the  Service, 
however,  improved  to  such  an  extent 
that  two  years  ago  the  surplus  revenue 
amounted  to  3  per  cent  on  the  £10,000,000 
which  had  been  invested.  That,  to  his 
mind,  was  a  most  weighty  fact.  As  to 
the  Eesolution  which  was  the  origin  of 
the  proposed  change  in  the  price  of  tele- 
grams, and  which  he  regarded  as  unde- 
sirable and  ill-timed,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  take  care  that  in  carrying 
it  out  there  should  be  no  great  sacri- 
fice of  the  finances  of  the  State.  Bear- 
ing that  in  mind,  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
Bui  to  prevent  him  from  giving  his 
absolute  adhesion  to  the  plan  of  the 
Postmaster  General.  With  regard  to 
the  system  of  free  addresses,  he  feared 
that  was  a  part  of  the  scheme  which 
would  be  abused,  although  he  was  quite 
aware  that  at  the  present  time,  under 
existing  regidations,  the  telegraph,  as  a 
means  of  communication,  was  abused, 
especially  by  anxious  mothers  and  en- 
thusiastic lovers,  who  telegraphed  to 
each  other  two  or  three  times  a-day. 
There  would,  however,  in  his  opinion, 
be  no  hardship  caused  by  the  limitations 
which  it  was  proposed  to  place  on  ad- 
dresses. The  system  would  discourage 
surplusage  in  diction  and  would  foster 
the  art  of  concise  writing,  which  was  a 
very  valuable  acquirement. 

Mb.  EUSTON  said,  he  held  that  the 
Government  in  the  Bill  which  had  been 


introduced  had  loyally  adhered  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Besolutions  passed  in  a 
former  Session.  As  to  the  principles 
enunciated  that  day  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  they  were  perfectly  sound.  An 
instance  of  the  way  in  which  the  custom 
of  free  addresses  might  be  abused  had 
recently  come  under  his  notice.  A  tele- 
gram was  sent  to  him  in  which  the  ad- 
dresses occupied  20  words,  and  eight  of 
the  words  in  the  sender's  address  ought 
certainly  to  have  been  placed  in  the  body 
of  the  message.  He  strongly  approved 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  that  four  or  five  figures  should 
be  included  in  the  body  of  the  message 
as  one  word.  This  change,  if  agreed 
to,  would  be  an  immense  boon. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Postmaster  General  was 
clogged  with  such  restrictions  as  not  to 
give  in  reality  the  6(?.  telegram  which 
it  professed  to  give.  It  was  better  for 
the  Government  to  say  they  had  made  a 
great  mistake  in  promising  to  allow  Qd, 
telegrams  than  try  to  keep  the  promise 
to  the  ear  and  break  it  to  the  hope.  All 
sorts  of  dangerous  telegrams  might  be 
sent  under  the  scheme  without  any 
means  of  identifying  the  sender. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  result  of  abolishing  free  ad- 
dresses would  be  to  press  hardly  upon 
small  dealers  and  generally  upon  the 
working  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  remarked,  that  it 
was  his  firm  belief,  founded  upon  ob- 
servation not  so  much  in  London  as  in 
the  Provinces,  that  the  telephone  would 
come  in  time  more  and  more  in  com- 
petition with  the  telegraph.  At  all 
events,  so  far  as  commercial  telegrams 
were  concerned,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  telegraph  would  give  place  to 
the  telephone,  and  possibly  the  large 
increase  which  was  expected  in  the  tele- 
graph business  might  not  result. 

Mb.  DEASY  said,  that  he  desired 
to  make  a  few  observations  on  this  Bill 
as  representing  a  constituency  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  bo  largely  benefited 
by  its  provisions.  He  believed  the  Bill 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  districts 
like  the  South  of  Ireland,  which  were  a 
considerable  distance  from  the  great 
centres  of  industry  and  consumption. 
It  took  a  very  long  time  for  letters  to 
reach  the  South  of  Ireland,  and  in  con« 
sequence  many  of  the  business  people 
there  had  frequently  to  have  recourse  to 
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the  use  of  the  telegraph,  and  in  this 
way  telegrams  formed  a  very  large  item 
in  their  annual  expenditure.  This  item 
of  expenditure  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
very  materially  reduced  by  the  action 
of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  It 
would  be  of  especial  advantage  to  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  butter  trade  and  in 
the  other  large  businesses  carried  on  in 
the  South  of  Ireland.  At  present  these 
people  were  able  easily  to  confine  their 
messages  to  a  dozen  words  or  so,  and 
the  only  hardship  it  would  inflict  would 
be  on  those  persons  who  tried  to  get 
value  for  their  money  by  using  up  all 
the  20  words,  and  who  made  the  ad- 
dresses as  long  as  possible.  If  these 
people  still  desired  to  send  long  mes- 
sages, let  them  do  so  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, but  let  not  business  people  be 
expected  to  pay  dearly  for  short  mes- 
sages for  the  benefit  of  such  people. 
Considering  that  the  measure  would  be 
a  great  advantage  to  his  constituents, 
and  would  lead  to  the  development  of 
the  industry  and  trade  of  Ireland,  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  press 
forward  the  Bill  and  pass  it  into  law 
before  the  end  of  the  present  Session. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  4th  June. 

CRIMINAL    LAW    AMENDMENT 

BILL  [Lords]. 

(Mr.  Henry  Foxcler.) 

[bill  169.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  believed  that  both 
inside  and  outside  the  House  this  Bill 
was  looked  upon  with  great  interest  and 
with  a  great  desire  to  see  the  measure 
passed  into  law.  He  had  received  num- 
bers of  communications  from  all  parts 
of  the  country  and  from  all  classes  of 
society  upon  this  subject.  The  necessity 
for  legislation  of  this  character  had,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  in  recent  years  become 
more  and  more  apparent.  He  believed 
the  evil  of  juvenile  prostitution  had 
been  upon  the  increase.  All  the  evi- 
dence which  had  come  before  him  pointed 
in  that  direction,  and  everyone  would 
agree  that  nothing  could  be  more  in- 
jurious to  the  foundations  of  society 
than  that.    It  was  unnecessary  for  him 

Mr.  Deaey 


to  go  at  any  leng^  into  the  merits  of 
the  Bill.  A  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  sat  a  few  years  ago  and  made  an 
exhaustive  inquiry  into  this  subject,  and 
since  then  more  than  one  Bill  had  been 
introduced  into  Parliament  and  passed 
several^stages,  though,  unhappily,  with- 
out becoming  law.  He  hoped  that  the 
period  that  remained  of  the  existence  of 
the  present  Parliament  would  not  be 
allowed  to  go  by  without  this  Bill  being 
passed. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  foimd  present, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  was  very  glad  that  the  attempt  to 
count  out  the  House  upon  this  Bill  had 
not  succeeded.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
not  have  enhanced  the  reputation  of 
that  House  in  the  country  if  a  qaorom 
had  not  been  present  for  the  purpose  of 
endeavouring  to  pass  this  measure  into 
law.  The  Bill  was  founded  upon  a  re- 
commendation of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  which  had  sat  to  con- 
sider the  question,  and  the  measure  now 
came  down  to  that  House  after  having 
received  mature  consideration  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  There 
might  be  differences  of  opinion  upon 
the  subject  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
but  upon  its  object  and  meaning  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  division  of 
opinion.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
prevent  the  traffic  in  young  girls  who 
were  exported  for  the  purpose  of  prosti- 
tution abroad.  The  Bill  also  sought  to 
prevent  the  prostitution  of  children  of 
tender  years.  Was  there  anybody  who 
denied  the  existence  and  the  growing 
character  of  that  evil  ?  He  confidently 
laid  it  down  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  consequently  the  second  read- 
ing, demanded  the  unanimous  support 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  want  at  this 
stage  to  invite  a  minute  discussion  upon 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  prop^ 
stage  for  that  was  in  Committee  upon 
the  Bill.  He  was  afraid  they  had  the 
indirect  opposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  to  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  WAETON,  rising  to  Order, 
asked  whether  it  was  right  for  any  hoo. 
Member  to  charge  another  hon.  Membw 
with  adopting  indirect  methods  of  op- 
position ?  His  methods  were  perfectly 
direct  and  open. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HAHCOURT  said, 
he  did  not  mean  anything  offensive  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member;  but  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  complained 
of  the  charge  of  indirect  methods  of 
opposing  the  Bill,  it  really  was  an  as- 
sumption of  virtue  which  he  had  hardly 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  have  had  the  courage  to  profess. 
The  age  for  the  protection  of  girls  was 
now  13.  Everybody  felt  that  that  age 
was  a  great  deal  too  low,  and  ought  to 
be  raised ;  but  there  had  been  a  good 
deal  of  dispute  as  to  the  age  to  which  it 
ought  to  be  raised.  Some  people  had 
thought  15  too  low,  and  some,  he  be- 
lieved, had  thought  16  too  high.  All 
he  desired  to  say  was  that  he  considered 
himself,  as  having  the  conduct  of  the 
Billy  by  no  means  bound  to  the  age  of 
15.  If  the  House  should  be  of  opinion 
that  the  age  should  be  16,  he  considered 
that  would  be  a  decision  on  the  part  of 
the  House  that  he  should  be  entirely 
bound  to  respect.  Another  clause  was 
directed  against  the  keepers  of  improper 
houses.  Similar  provisions  in  that  re- 
spect had  been  in  force  in  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow,  and  the  clauses  of  this  Bill 
dealing  with  that  part  of  the  subject 
were  the  same  as  those  which  had 
already  been  successfully  accomplished 
in  legislation  of  that  character.  He  did 
noty  however,  wish  to  raise  any  dis- 
cussion which  properly  belonged  to  the 
stage  of  Committee,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  approve  of  the  general 
objects  of  the  measure  by  agreeing  to 
the  second  reading. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  a  Bill  of  this  cha- 
racter was  one  which  so  nearly  touched 
the  whole  social  life  of  the  country  that 
it  must  create  a  great  deal  of  interest, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  time  would 
never  come  when  the  House  would  re- 
fuse to  stand  up  in  the  interests  of 
morality  and  give  its  adhesion  and  sup- 
port to  a  measure  which  had  that  great 
object  in  view.  He  hoped,  moreover, 
that  they  would  not  shrink  from  dis- 
cussing its  provisions  on  account  of  the 
nature  of  the  Bill.  He  distinctly  was 
in  favour  of  the  second  reading,  and 
would  support  it,  for  he  quite  recognized 
that  the  Bill  contained  most  valuable 
clauses.  The  clause  for  the  protection 
of  children  was  one  which  must  com- 
mend itself  to  the  careful  and  sympa- 
thetic attention  of  every  Member  of  the 
Bouse )  and  the  clause  for  the  protection 


of  young  girls  who  were  allured  to  the 
Continent  was  one  which  must  commend 
itself  to  their  best  and  most  earnest  con- 
sideration. But  the  9th  clause  was  a 
clause  which,  he  feared,  might  pos- 
sibly lead  to  the  shipwreck  of  the  Bill. 
The  administration  of  the  clause  would 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police,  for 
whom  he  had  a  great  respect ;  but  no 
one  would  pretend  they  had  any  judicial 
training  necessary  for  the  discharge  of 
the  difficult  and  delicate  duties  which 
would  be  thrown  on  them  in  conse- 
quence of  the  passing  of  the  clause. 
Under  its  provisions  any  man's  life  might 
be  made  a  burden  to  him.  While  giving 
his  support  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  he  desired  to  reserve  to  the  full  his 
right  to  criticize  these  clauses  in  Com- 
mittee. He  heartily  approved  of  most 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  hoped 
they  would  pass  into  law  this  Session. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  remarked  that, 
although  he  intended  to  support  the 
second  reading,  he  should  in  Committee 
submit  certain  Amendments  with  the 
object  of  equalizing  the  treatment  of 
men  and  women.  With  regard  to 
Clause  9,  for  example,  he  was  unable  to 
see  why  men  should  not  be  punished  on 
precisely  the  same  grounds  as  women. 
As  the  Bill  stood  at  present,  it  was 
merely  a  little  sop  thrown  to  a  large  and 
an  increasing  popular  sentiment.  He 
did  not  believe  the  Bill  was  worth  much ; 
there  were  too  many  qualifying  pro- 
visions in  it.  There  was  much  inequality 
in  it,  and  the  provisions  relating  to  the 

Solice  ought  not  to  be  accepted.  He 
esired  to  bar  police  evidence  alone,  as 
he  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  connivance  by  the  police  in  the 
wrong- doing  of  the  well-to-do ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  it  was  a  good 
thing  to  vote  for  the  second  readmg, 
because  it  was  a  tiny  step  in  the  right 
direction. 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  his  hon.  Friend  who  last  spoke  as 
to  the  inefficiency  of  the  measure,  at 
least  in  the  points  indicated.  He  thought, 
however,  there  were  one  or  two  points  in 
regard  to  which  the  Bill  might  be  made 
stronger  with  a  very  satisfactory  result. 
Under  Clause  6  any  householder  might 
be  punished  for  misdemeanour  who  ad- 
mitted these  malpractices  to  take  place 
on  his  premises  in  the  case  of  girls 
under  15.  He  thought  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  ezteiid  the  age  to  16,  or  even 
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to  1 7.  He  believed  much  would  be  done 
for  the  emancipation  of  some  of  those 
unfortunate  women  if»  in  the  event  of 
their  leaving  the  houses  with  clothes 
claimed  by  the  proprietor  of  the  estab- 
lishment, they  should  not  be  liable  to  be 
proceeded  against  for  theft.  As  they 
were  going  to  raise  the  age  of  the 
female  they  should  also  raise  the  age  of 
the  male.  Such  acts  were  of  too  fre- 
queQt  occurrence  between  young  persons 
of  equal  age  at  that  period  when  the 
curiosity  of  the  female  was  more  pre- 
cocious than  that  of  the  male,  who  be- 
came at  the  utmost  not  more  than  her 
accomplice.  In  his  opinion,  the  Bill  was 
of  the  greatest  possible  moment  to  the 
country,  and  the  Home  Secretary  might 
rely  on  the  cordial  co-operation  of  both 
Parties  in  the  House  in  carrying  an 
efficient  and,  at  the  same  time,  a  mode- 
rate measure. 

Me.  WILLIS  protested  against  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  many  of  its 
clauses  would  tend  to  multiply  criminals 
while  they  would  not  promote  morality. 
He  would  do  all  in  his  power  to  pass 
those  parts  of  the  Bill  which  protected 
young  women  from  being  entrapped  to 
enter  brothels  and  suppressed  brothels ; 
but  many  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
went  far  beyond  each  of  these  points. 
According  to  one  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  a  man  might  be  sentenced 
to  tyro  years'  imprisonment  for  bring- 
ing any  woman,  no  matter  what  her 
age  or  how  immoral  her  habits,  to  a 
brothel,  although  she  knew  well  the 
character  of  the  house  and  the  object  for 
which  she  was  brought  As  regarded  the 
limitaKon  of  age,  the  question  was  a 
most  difficult  one,  as  some  girls  were  at 
12  years  of  age  far  more  precocious 
than  others  at  14  and  15.  In  regard  to 
matters  between  men  and  women  they 
could  never  get  at  the  truth ;  and  there 
were  juries,  and  even  Judges,  who  some- 
times seemed  to  lose  their  good  sense 
whenever  they  had  a  case  before  them 
where  women  made  charges  of  immo- 
rality against  men.  He  objected  to 
multiply  criminals  out  of  the  passions  of 
mankind.  Nearly  tl^e  whole  of  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  were  in  a  wrong  direc- 
tion, and  he  refused  to  be  a  party  to 
legislation  of  such  a  character. 

Sir  HENET  HOLLAND  thought  the 
Bill  of  such  importance  that  he  should 
without  hesitation  support  the  second 
reading  of  it.    He  bweyed»  as  did  the 

Mr.  RaiUi 


hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Colchester 
(Mr.  Willis),  in  the  power  of  morality ; 
but  he  also  believed— a  belief  in  which 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  did  not 
seem  to  share— in  the  power  of  the  law 
to  restrain  immorality,  and  that  was  the 
object  and  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
measure  if  it  became  law.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
in  his  general  attack  on  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill;  and  as  regarded  the  special  case 
referred  to  by  him— the  Lupus  Street 
case — he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  thought 
that  it  did  not  come  within  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  observe  whether  the  age  of  the 
woman  had  been  given.  [Mr.  Wnxia : 
Yes,  31  years.1  Then  the  case  did  not 
come  within  Sub-section  4  of  Clauae  3, 
as  she  was  not  under  21  years,  and, 
moreover,  she  knew  the  cnaracter  of 
the  house,  and  was  a  party  to  the  in- 
tent. [Mr.  Willis  :  Look  at  Clause  2.] 
No ;  it  did  not  come  within  Clause  2,  as 
there  was  clearly  no  intent  to  make  her 
the  *' inmate  of  a  brothel.''  But,  any- 
how, a  difficulty  of  that  kind  could  be 
dealt  with  in  Committee.  He  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  James  Stuart)  that  this  Bill 
was  but  a  ''  little  sop,"  nor  did  he  fear 
the  taint  of  police  hanging  about  the 
Bill,  to  which  that  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  object.  He  thought  the  Bill  waa 
a  distinct  step  in  the  right  direction, 
though,  no  doubt,  some  of  the  details 
would  have  to  be  carefully  considered  in 
Committee.  But  he  cotdd  not  under- 
stand how  a  second  reading  could  be  re- 
fused by  the  House  if  the  main  piin* 
ciples  of  the  Bill  were  correct.  It  could 
hardly  be  denied  that  some  legislatioa 
was  needed,  and  Bills,  very  similar  to 
the  one  now  under  consideration,  had 
twice  passed  the  House  of  Lords.  Thia 
present  Bill  was  a  modification  in  some 
respects  of  the  former  Bills,  and  wisely 
so,  as  it  was  undesirable  to  go  beyond 
public  opinion.  The  Police  Clauses  had 
been  modified,  and  a  magistrate  woaM 
not  be  able  to  issue  a  warrant  upcm  the 
statement  of  the  polioe  only ;  but  swon 
information  was  required  by  a  imrsiit. 
guardian,  relatioui  or  friend  of  the 
girl.  Affain,  the  age  of  oooaent  had 
been  reduced  —  rightly  or  wrongly  — 
from  16  to  15.  He  would  not  now  dis- 
cuss Uie  details  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  fsh 
bound  to  state  that,  as  at  preaent  ad- 
vised, he  entirely  affreed  with  the  nght 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tw- 
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Tersity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  in  his 
condemnation  of  part  of  the  9th  olause. 
The  proviso  that  a  conviction  should  not 
take  place  on  the  evidence  of  one  wit- 
ness only,  really  afforded  no  adequate 
protection  against  trumped-up  charges. 
Nothing  would  be  easier  in  these  oases 
than  to  get  the  evidence  of  some 
woman,  or  even  of  a  policeman,  to  cor- 
roborate the  charge ;  and  the  unhappy 
man  who  was  charged  would  either 
have  to  pay  blackmail  if  he  feared  to 
have  the  case  made  public,  or  he  would 
have  to  appear  in  Court;  and  even 
though  he  were  acquitted,  the  fact  of 
such  a  charge  having  been  made  might 
seriously  damage  him  if  he  were  a  pro- 
fessionad  man.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
was  disposed  to  think  that  the  whole  of 
this  9th  clause  might  be  omitted,  and 
the  matter  left  to  police  regulations  for 
keeping  order  in  the  streets.  He  would 
conclude  by  repeating  his  belief  that 
the  Bill  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  support  the 
B6Cond  reading. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  (Lobd  Mayor) 
protested  against  the  aspersions  which 
nad  been  cast  upon  the  police,  upon 
whose  evidence  he  believed  implicit  re- 
liance might  be  placed. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEiaHTON  said, 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  more 
than  a  very  few  minutes,  because  he  be- 
lieved on  this  occasion  the  best  support 
lie  could  give  to  the  measure  was  not  to 
delay  the  debate ;  but  he  wished  to  re- 
cord his  sincere  support  of  the  second 
reading,  and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  make  a  point  of  pushing  it  through 
Parliament,  especially  the  essential  part, 
which  he  believed  to  be  the  age  of  pro- 
tection, and  that  ought  to  be  raised,  as 
hinted  by  the  Home  Secretary.  From 
what  had  been  said  he  hoped  the  Home 
Secretary  might  receive  quite  as  much, 
if  not  more,  support  from  that  side  of  the 
House  than  even  from  the  Ministerial 
side.  Of  course,  there  were  clauses  that 
must  be  very  carefully  considered,  as 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  said,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Colchester; 
and,  in  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing, he  would  say  at  once  that  he 
could  not  support  all  the  clauses  in 
their  present  form.  But  this  was  a 
measure  in  which  the  working  classes 
were  deeply  interested;  it  was  their 
children  and  tiieir  daughters  who  were 


chiefly  affected,  and  he  would  say  that, 
espedaUy  in  the  larger  towns,  they 
would  deeply  feel  and  deeply  resent  any 
trifling  with  the  more  important  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill.  Let  hon.  Members 
representing  populous  places  reckon 
with  their  constituencies  before  they 
ventured  to  act  so  as  to  shelve  and  shunt 
this  measure.  The  working  classes  were 
getting  exceedingly  impatient  at  the 
manner  in  which  all  these  social  ques- 
tions, greatly  affecting  their  interest 
and  comfort — he  might  almost  say  their 
existence — were  put  on  one  side  for  Party 
questions,  which  seemed  to  them  of  com- 
paratively small  importance,  andhe  would 
venture  respectfully  to  warn  hon.  Mem- 
bers how  they  trifled  now  with  this  Bill. 
Let  them  also  read  the  Beport  and  evi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  which 
it  was  founded,  before  they  came  there 
to  oppose  such  a  measure.  It  was  melan- 
choly reading  enough ;  but  no  Member 
ought  to  venture  to  oppose  this  measure 
until  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  acquaint 
himself  with  evidence  that  showed  the 
necessity  for  it. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that  while  he 
sympathized  with  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
he  thought  it  bristled  with  matters  which 
would  require  radical  amendment  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  pro- 
tested against  the  measure  being  brought 
on  that  afternoon,  when  there  was  a 
scant  attendance,  and  when  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Government  were  absent. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was.  It  had  many  principles, 
and  you  could  not  select  the  principal 
principle. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  To-morrow, 

M0TI0IT8. 


PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Ordend,  That  Standing  Orders  39  and  129 
be  tuspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Prorisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Oertifloate,  and  for  depositing  dupli- 
cates of  any  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to 
confirm  any  Prorisional  Order,  or  Provisional 
Certificate,  be  extended  to  Thursday  the  4th 
day  of  June.— (I%#  Chairman  of  Wayi  an4 
Meant,) 
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LOGAX  QOVS&NMENT  PAOVISIONAL  OBDEBS 
(iro.   5)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  George  Russell,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  relating  to  the  Special 
Drainage  District  of  Bracklej,  the  District 
of  BromsgroTe,  the  Boroughs  of  Darlington 
and  Stafford,  the  Local  Government  Districts 
of  Ulverston,  Warminster,  and  West  Ham,  and 
the  Borough  of  Wigan,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  3&.  Geobge  Bussell  and  Sir  Charles  W. 

DiLKE. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

LOCAL  GOYEBNMEirr  PBOVISIONAL   OBDEBS 

(KO.   6)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  George  Bussell,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  relating  to  the  Local  Gro- 
vemment  Districts  of  Barking  Town,  Brent- 
ford, and  Ealing  (two),  the  Hartlepool  Joint 
Hospital,  The  Lower  Thames  Valley  Main 
Sewerage  District,  the  Local  Gt>vemment  Dis- 
trict of  Oldbury,  the  Bural  Sanitary  District 
of  the  Penzance  TJnion,  the  Borough  of  Swan- 
sea, and  the  Local  GU>vemment  District  of  Swin- 
ton,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Georob 
Russell  and  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilkb. 
BiJl presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 

LOOAL    OOYEBKMENT  FBOYISIONAL  OBDEBS 
(POOB  law)   (no.   9)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  George  Russell,  Bill 
to  confirm  certain  Orders  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  under  the  provisions  of 
*•  The  Divided  Parishes  and  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  1876,"  as  amended  and  extended  by 
"The  Poor  Law  Act,  1879,"  relating  to  the 
Parishes  of  Abbotsley,  Astwood,  Castle  Church, 
Emberton,  Eynesbury,  Gayhurst,  Hardmead, 
Lathbury,  Lavendon,  North  Crawley,  Raven- 
stone,  and  Saint  Mary  and  Saint  Chad,  Staf. 
ford ;  to  the  Hamlet  of  Warrington ;  and  to 
the  Township  of  Hopton  and  Coton,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  George  Russell  and  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke. 

Billj9resented,&nd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  198.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before 

Seven  o'clock  till  Thursday 

4th  June. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thunday,  4th  June,   1885. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «)«#i<fortfrf  in  Committee 
—  Civil  Service  Estimates— Class  II. — 
Salaries  and  Expenses  op  Citu.  Depart- 
ments, Votes  4  to  14 

Private  Bill  (*y  Order) — Third  Reading  — 
South  Eastern  Railway  (YariouB  Powers), 
and|NM«#tf, 


Public  BiUA^Ordered—Firet  EemUm^^ljaaX 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Municipal 
Corporations)  •  [199]. 

Second  f^oJifi^— Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer 


of  Registry,  Arc.)  [179]. 
'ommittee—Poat  Offiee  Sites 
debate  odfottrmd. 


)  [iw]. 


Committee  —  Shannon    Navigation     {re^ewmm,) 

[171]— H.P. 

Committee — Report  —  Princess  Beatrice's  An- 
nuity* [187];  Metropolis  Management  Acts 
Amendment  [138.200]. 

Third  Reading  —  Tramways  (Ireland)  Prori. 
sional  Order  (No.  1)  *  [131],  and  ^mmT. 

QUESTIONS. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 
.  Me.  W.  H.  smith  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  intended, 
under  the  operation  of  the  National 
Debt  Bill  now  before  the  House,  to 
postpone  until  1905  th6  payment  of  anj 
portion  of  the  £4,672,938  to  be  obtained 
by  the  suspension  of  the  Sinking  Funds 
under  the  Acts  of  1875  and  1883,  which 
sum  is  to  be  applied  to  meet  a  portion 
of  the  deficiency  in  the  Budget  1885-6? 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childees):  I  think  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  exactly  describe  the  condition 
under  which  the  Annuities  created  by 
the  Act  of  1883  are  payable.  The  An* 
nuities  on  which  £4,672,938  would, 
under  the  law  as  it  stands,  have  beea 
repayable  in  respect  of  capital  during^ 
the  current  financial  year  are  calculated 
to  expire  at  different  dates.  If  the  Bill 
before  Parliament  becomes  law,  and  the 
payment  of  that  sum  is  suspended  in 
the  current  financial  year,  the  duration 
of  each  Annuity  will  be  prolonged  for 
one  year,  and  an  Annuity  now  timed  to 
expire  in  1903-4  will  not  expire  until 
1904-5. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL. 

8iE  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  propoae 
any  change  in  the  proyisions  of  the  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Kevenue  Bill  affecting 
the  Duties  on  Wine,  Spirits,  and  Beer? 
Perhaps  he  might  also  be  allowed  to  ask 
when  thePapersrelating  to  the  alterations 
in  the  Succession  Duties  about  to  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  ?  

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CmLDBBs) :  I  intend  laying 
the  Papers  to  which  the  right  hon.  B*- 
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ronet  refers  upon  the  Table  to-night  in 
print,  and  I  presume  that  they  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow. 
In  reply  to  the  other  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that  I  hope 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to- 
morrow to  give  the  House  full  informa- 
tion as  to  our  intentions  on  this  subject. 
That  Committee  will  be  the  second 
Order  to-morrow.  It  is  necessary  that 
Supply  should  be  taken  first. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  give  that  information  before  an 
early  hour  on  Saturday  morning.  Could 
not  he  give  it  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Sitting  to-morrow  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Cbildebs)  :  I  will  consider 
whether  it  will  be  possible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  Is  there  any  reason 
why  that  information  cannot  be  given 
now? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :  Certainly  there 
is.  It  is  a  well-known  rule  that  infor- 
mation regarding  changes  in  taxation 
cannot  be  given  in  anticipation. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTIONS— THE 
LIST  OF  VOTERS. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If,  now  that  the  Eegistration 
BiUs  are  passed,  he  is  able  to  state  whe- 
ther the  Bill  to  be  introduced,  declaring 
the  new  register  to  be  the  register  of 
persons  entitled  to  vote  at  any  election 
in  the  month  of  November  of  this  year, 
will  contain  a  provision  for  postponement 
of  School  Board  elections  to  a  later  date  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Yes;  the 
question  has  been  under  consideration 
by  the  Education  Department,  myself, 
and  other  Members  of  the  Government, 
and  I  think  that  the  answer  to  this  Ques- 
tion will  probably  be  in  the  affirmative. 

MANUFACTURE  OF  BEER— RETURN  OF 
BREWERS  AND  BREWERS'  LICENCES. 
Mr.  HICKS  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  in  the 
next  annual  Eeturn  of  the  number  of 
Brewers  for  Sale,  and  of  the  ingredients 
used  by  them  in  the  manufacture  of 
beer,  he  would  sub-divide  the  column 
now  headed  **Malt  and  Grain"  into 
three  columns,  headed  respectively 
*'Malt,"  •*  Grain,"  '•Eice,"  and  the 
column  headed  '*  Sugar  and  Equivalent 

VOL.  CCXCVm.    [thibd  sebies.] 


in  Syrup,"  into  two  columns  headed 
respectively  **  Sugar,"  **  Equivalent  in 
Syrup  ?  " 

Mr.  HIBBEET  :  This  is  not  a  Go- 
vernment Eeturn,  but  has  been  gene- 
rally moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Watney).  I  may 
say,  however,  that  it  can  only  contain 
the  particulars  entered  by  the  brewer 
in  his  brewing-book,  and  the  law  only 
requires  him  to  enter  the  quantities  of 
malty  corn,  and  sugar.  The  Eeturn  is 
defective.  It  is,  however,  believed  that 
the  trade  would  object  to  give  further 
particulars,  and  the  Eevenue  Authorities 
have  no  other  means  of  obtaining  them. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  apply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Surrey  to  enlarge 
his  Motion  by  asking  for  the  additional 
information  mentioned  in  the  Question, 
the  Treasury  will  have  no  objection. 

SEA     AND     COAST    FISHERIES    (IRE-- 

LAND)  — THE  TRAWLING    GROUND 

AT  PORTSTEWART  BAY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  great  damage 
has  been  done  to  the  trawling  ground  of 
Portstewart  Bay  by  the  discharge  into 
it  from  a  steamer  of  a  quantity  of  stonef, 
clay,  and  gravel  dredged  from  the  Bann, 
amounting  to  about  200  tons  a  day; 
whether  this  has  caused  the  loss  of  the 
nets  belonging  to  some  fishermen  ;  whe- 
ther the  clam  bait  bed  has  been  de- 
stroyed by  the  deposit ;  by  what  autho- 
rity the  dredged  stufp  has  been  so  dis- 
charged ;  and,  what  step.s  will  be  taken 
to  protect  the  fishing  industry? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
No  complaint  had  been  made  to  the  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries  on  this  subject ; 
but  on  receipt  of  the  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion they  made  inquiries,  and  they  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners  of  Coleraine,  under 
whose  authority  the  dredging  is  carried 
out.  The  Harbour  Commissioners  at 
once  set  inquiries  on  foot,  and  they  state 
that,  if  it  tiLrns  out  that  the  present 
system  causes  damage  either  to  the 
trawling  ground  or  to  the  nets,  they  are 
quite  willing  to  dispose  of  the  material 
in  some  other  way. 

PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
PIER  AT  ROSSES  POINT,  CO.  SLIGO. 
Me.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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with  reference  to  a  Memorial  for  the 
construction  of  a  pier  at  Bosses  Point, 
county  Sligo,  which  was  forwarded  by 
the  Board  of  Public  Works  to  the 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  Commis- 
sioners on  the  9  th  of  May  last  year, 
Whether  any  steps  have  since  been 
taken;  and,  .whether  it  is  intended  to 
comply  with  the  prayer  of  the  Me- 
morial ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  they  cannot 
make  any  recommendation  in  favour  of 
a  pier  at  Rosses  Point,  as  all  their  funds 
are  being  allocated  to  work  which  they 
regard  as  of  a  more  pressing  character. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— DUNFANAGITSr 

BOARD   OF    GUARDIANS— THE  REV. 

MR.  MTADDEN,  P.P. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Dunfanaghy  Board  of 
Guardians  have,  refused  to  re-appoint 
the  Rev.  James  M*Fadden,  parish  priest 
of  Gweedore,  as  warden  ;  what  cause  is 
assigned  for  the  adoption  of  this  course ; 
whether  the  Catholic  curate  has  refused 
to  accept  the  office  of  warden,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  treatment  of  the  parish 
priest  by  the  guardians ;  whether,  owing 
to  the  absence  of  Dr.  Finlay  on  sick 
leave,  there  is  at  present  no  resident 
medical  officer  in  the  district  of  Gwee- 
dore, the  substitute.  Dr.  Joyce,  being 
resident  twelve  miles  from  Bunbeg,  the 
centre  of  the  district ;  whether  a  ticket 
issued  by  Father  MTadden  on  the  15th 
of  March  for  attendance  at  the  home  of 
Patrick  Rodgers  of  Tory  Island  has  not 
been  acted  upon,  and  no  explanation 
has  been  given,  although  a  car  and  boat 
had  to  be  provided  for  the  conveyance 
of  the  doctor;  whether  the  relieving 
officer  having  ceased  to  visit  the  parish 
of  Gweedore,  the  poor  of  that  district 
continue  to  apply  for  relief  in  food  and 
medicine  to  Father  M'Fadden,  who  is 
now  unable  to  deal  with  their  applica- 
tions; whether  Dr.  Joyce  refused,  on 
the  15th  ultimo,  to  attend  a  critical  case 
of  pneumonia ;  and,  what  steps  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  take  to  deal 
with  the  state  of  facts  disclosed  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Differences  having  arisen  between  the 
Dunfanaghy  Board  of  Guardians  and 
the  Rev.  Mr.  M'Fadden,  the  Board  re- 
solved not  to  re-appoint  him  as  a  warden. 

Mi\  Sexton 


They  accordmgly  offered  the  post  to  his 
curate  ;  but  as  he  declined  it  they  have 
appointed  one  of  the  rev.  gentleman's 
parishioners.  The  matter  is  not  one  in 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
any  authority  to  interfere.  The  Dis- 
pensary Committee  appointed  Dr.  Joyce, 
medical  officer  of  the  adjoining  district, 
to  discharge  Dr.  Finlay's  duty  during 
his  temporary  absence.  Dr.  Joyce  was 
unable  to  proceed  to  Tory  Island  on  the 
day  in  question  owing  to  the  tempestuous 
weather,  the  island  being  15  miles  from 
the  mainland.  He  took  steps,  however, 
to  ascertain  how  the  case  was  proceed* 
ing,  and  it  terminated  favourably  with- 
out the  necessity  for  surgical  attendance. 
The  relieving  officer  has  not  ceased  to 
visit  Gweedore,  and  he  reports  that  he 
does  not  believe  there  is  any  want  of 
food  in  the  parish,  and  that  he  hears 
nothing  of  destitution  whatever.  Dr. 
Joyce  did  not  refuse  to  attend  the  criti- 
cal case  referred  to,  which  was  one  of 
typhus-fever,  not  pneumonia.  He  baa 
been  in  frequent  attendance  on  it ;  but 
I  regret  to  say  it  has  terminated  f ataUj. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have 
urged  on  the  Dispensary  Committee  the 
desirableness  of  appointing  a  medical 
officer  resident  in  the  district,  and  will 
send  their  Medical  Inspector  there  at 
once  to  report  on  the  subject.  Thej 
point  out,  however,  that  there  is  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  obtaining  the  tem- 
porary services  of  a  qualified  profes- 
sional man  in  such  a  remote  district 

Mr.  sexton  :  Have  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Board  made  any  representa- 
tion to  the  Board  of  Guardians  as  to  the 
impropriety  of  their  action  in  removing 
the  parish  priest  from  his  position  as 
warden  in  a  remote  district  where  the 
people  specially  required  his  assist- 
ance? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
No,  Sir.  This  parish  priest  and  the 
Board  have  been  in  a  state  of  warfare, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
not  interfere. 

THE  PAPAL  SEE-DIPLOMATIO  COM- 
MUNICATION  WITH  THE  VATICAN. 
Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  he  would  consider  whe- 
ther the  present  methods  of  commuiiica* 
tion  between  our  Foreign  Office  and  the 
Papal  See  might  be  superseded  bj  the 
establishment  of  some  more  regular 
Diplomatic  relations  ? 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
this  Question  I  have  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  formed 
any  intention  of  establishiDg  any  regular 
diplomatic  relations  with  the  Vatican. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  May  I  ask  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  continue 
their  '*  irregular  "  communications  with 
the  Papal  See? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  appears  to  me 
that  that  is  a  Question  which  ought  rather 
to  be  put  to  my  hon.  Friend  who  asked 
the  first.    The  word  is  his,  not  mine. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIA  AND  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN—THE RUSSO-AFGHAN  FRON- 
TIER—THE NEGOTIATIONS. 
Mr.  PLUNKET  (for  Mr.  Gibson) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Has  Her  Majesty's 
Government  received  confirmation  of 
the  statement  in  Th$  Timet  of  May  19thy 
that  the  Ameer  has  issued  a  proclama- 
tion complimenting  his  troops  on  their 
gallantry  at  Penjdeh,  and  laying  stress 
on  the  value  of  the  British  alliance; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of  the 
Ameer's  proclamation  upon  the  Table  ? 
LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
The  Proclamation  has  not  yet  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  although  a 
report,  without  details,  of  its  issue  was 
received  in  a  telegram  from  Colonel 
Hidgeway  dated  the  10th  ultimo. 

Mb.  HIOKS  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fact,  as 
stated  in  The  Times  newspaper  of  May 
i9th,  that  the  Ameer  has  issued  a  pro- 
clamation to  his  troops,  in  which  he  not 
only  emphasises  the  value  of  a  British 
alliance  but  compliments  his  soldiers  on 
their  gallantry  at  Penjdeh ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  now  any  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  Ameer  attached  importance  to 
the  retention  of  Penjdeh  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  My  noble  Friend 
has  answered  this  Question  as  far  as  re- 
gards the  Proclamation ;  and,  as  far  as 
it  regards  the  bearing  of  anything  that 
has  been  said  by  me,  even  supposing 
or  assuming  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  been  cor- 
rectly informed,  it  would  not  in  the 
least  degree  affect  anything  I  have  said 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  Ameer 
in  reference  to  Penjdeh.  I  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  asking  the  permis- 
sion  of  the  House  to  make  an  explana- 
tion which  I  was  not  able  to  make  for 
want  of  leisure  before  the  Becess.    On 


the  13th  of  March  I  stated  to  the  House 
that   Her  Majesty's  Government    and 
the  Eussian  Government  had  arrived  at 
an  agreement  that  the  Eussian  troops 
should  not  advance,  and  that  we  should 
also  use  our  influence  with  the  Afghans 
to  prevent  them  from  advancing:.     On 
the  Monday — the  16th  of  March  I  think 
it  was — I  repeated  that  statement,  and 
I  added  that  a  reserve  had  been  made 
by  the  Eussian  Government  in  the  mean- 
time with  respect  to  the  contingency  of 
the  occurrence  of   any  serious  event, 
such    as  the  disturbance  at  Penjdeh. 
When  the  Papers  were  printed  which 
contain  the  events  of  those  dates,  the 
Questions  put  to  me  were  naturally  re- 
ferred to,    and  it  was  found  by   the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  and  others, 
that  on  the  day  after  my  statement  a 
letter  was  addressed  to    Sir    Edward 
Thornton  by  Lord  Granville,  requesting 
to  know  whether  my  statement  accu- 
rately represented  the  views  of  the  Eus- 
sian Government.     In  that  despatch  of 
Lord  Granville  there  were  certain  de- 
spatches of   Sir  Edward  Thornton  re- 
ferred to ;  and  the  noble  Lord,  I  pre- 
sume, on  referring  to  those  despatches, 
found  that  they  did  not   go    the  full 
length  of  my  statement.     They  spoke 
of  the  precautions  that  had  been  taken, 
and  of  the  possible  movement  of   the 
Eussian  troops  within   a   certain  line ; 
but  they  did  not  come  up  in  terms  to  the 
statement  I  had  made — that  they  should 
remain  without  advancing.      It  was  a 
long  time  after  the  facts ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  me  from  memory,  in  a  mat- 
ter which  certainly  required  verification, 
to  make  an  accurate  statement.     I  took 
the   earliest  opportunity  when    I  had 
leisure  afforded  by  the  Eecess  of  ex- 
amining the  matter,  and  I  now  find 
exactly  what  took  place.    In  the  first 
place,  the  words  ascribed  to  me  by  the 
reports  on  the  13th  and  16th  of  March 
are,  I  believe,  perfectly  correct;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  I  must  say  that  the 
answer  of  the  13th  of  March  was  not 
given    lightly    or    inconsiderately,    or 
without  due  consultation ;  but  it  stated 
the  effect  and  purport  of  certain  com- 
munications which  had  been  received 
from  St.  Petersburg  put  together,  and 
not  the  simple  and  single  effect  of  any 
one  communication.    After  I  had  made 
that  statement,  it  was  thought  at  the 
Foreign  Office  that  a  statement  of  that 
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kind,  where  we  had,  as  it  were,  bound 
the  Bussian  Government  to  words  re- 
ported by  Sir  Edward  Thornton  without 
having  given  the  Russian  Government 
an  opportunity  of  judging  whether  they 
were  correctly  reported,  made  it  desir- 
able to  refer  to  St.  Petersburg  for  con- 
firmation of  the  statement.  That  re- 
ference accordingly  was  made,  and  on 
the  16th  that  statement  was  confirmed 
— entirely  and  unreservedly  confirmed — 
as  far  as  the  question  now  at  issue  is 
concerned — namely,  that  the  Bussian 
troops  were  not  to  advance ;  but  a  quali- 
fication was  added  with  reference  to  the 
contingency  of  serious  disturbances  on 
which  I  need  not  now  dwell,  because 
that  is  a  collateral  and  distinct  matter. 
Now,  what  I  have  found,  upon  examin- 
ing the  Papers,  is  this — that  the  letter 
of  Lord  Granville  did  not  contain  re- 
ferences to  the  whole  evidence  in  the 
case.  On  the  15l8t  page,  under  date 
February  19,  in  a  letter  to  Sir  Edward 
Thornton,  there  are  contained  these 
words,  reporting  a  conversation  with  M. 
de  Giers — *' Instructions  had  been  given 
that  the  Bussian  soldiers  should  remain 
where  they  were."  It  was  the  concur- 
rence of  those  words  that  entered  into 
the  evidence  on  which  I  made  my  state- 
ment. It  was  our  opinion  at  the  time, 
and  it  is  my  opinion  now,  that  the 
statement  was  entirely  justified,  and 
that  these  words,  not  noticed  by  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Bussian  soldiers 
were  to  remain  where  they  were,  com- 
pletely vindicate  and  sustain  the  state- 
ment I  made.  But  perhaps  it  may  be 
asked  how  it  is  that  I  did  not  insert  a 
reference,  or  suggest  a  reference,  to  those 
words  in  Lord  Granville's  despatch  ? 
Well,  it  so  happened  that  Lord  Gran- 
ville's despatch  for  the  purpose  of 
verifying  my  statement— there  being 
anxiety  that  not  a  moment  should  be 
lost— was  sent  without  my  knowledge, 
and  I  never  saw  that  despatch,  I  believe, 
until  I  saw  it  in  the  Papers.  Certainly, 
if  it  had  contained  those  references,  it 
would  have  contained  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  on  which  my  statement  was 
founded;  but,  as  it  was,  it  perhaps  did 
not  contain  completely  those  references, 
which  were  not  intended  for  this  House, 
but  for  Sir  Edward  Thornton ;  and,  no 
doubt,  Sir  Edward  Thornton  was  per- 
fectly aware  of  all  the  materials  on  the 
subject.  That,  Sir,  is,  I  think,  all  I 
need  state  on  the  question.    I  am  cer- 

Mr,  Gladstone 


tainly  of  opinion  at  this  moment,  as  I 
was  on  the  13th  of  March,  that  my 
statement  was  entirely  borne  out  by  the 
despatches ;  but  I  think  it  was  a  wise 
act  to  refer  to  the  Government  of  St. 
Petersburg,  in  order  to  know  whether 
they  recognized  the  words  used  by  Sir 
Edward  Thornton  and  subscribed  to 
them  as  beinp:  in  reality  their  words. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL: 
May  I  ask  whether  the  House  is  to 
understand  that  the  explanation  of  the 
statement  of  the  ISth  of  March  was 
made  to  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
Prime  Minister  without  the  knowledge 
of  the  Foreign  Minister  and  without 
communication  with  the  Foreign  Minis- 
ter, and  whether  the  inquiry  of  Lord 
Granville  to  the  Bussian  Government 
was  made  without  the  knowledf^e  of  and 
without  communication  with  the  Prime 
Minister  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  already 
said,  but  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
hear  me,  that  my  statement  was  made 
after  due  consultation,  and  no  doubt 
with  the  Foreign  Minister.  Lord  Oran* 
ville's  despatch  was  sent  without  my 
knowledge,  and  I  believe  it  was  meet 
properly  sent.  It  was  sent  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  good  an  important  point 
— namely,  whether  these  words  were 
owned  by  the  Bussian  Government.  My 
statement  was  made  on  a  Friday,  and 
the  object  was  that  we  might  be  in  a 
position  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
House,  in  case  any  error  had  occurred, 
to  set  it  right. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Bbodrick, 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
said,  he  had  understood  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  to 
state  before  the  Becessthat  any  comma* 
nications  with  the  Viceroy  of  India  would 
be  included  in  the  last  Blue  Book.  That 
had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  in  dummy, 
and  the  Papers  would  be  presented  at 
soon  as  the  state  of  the  communications 
permitted. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Prime  Minister  had  any  farther 
information  to  give  to  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  delimitation  negotiations 
and  with  respect  to  the  project  of  the 
proposed  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  respect  to 
the  delimitation  of  the  frontier,  the 
communications  have  not  yet  be«B 
brought  to  a  close,  and  therefore  I  have 
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no  further  information  to  give  to  the 
House.  As  to  the  proposed  arbitration, 
I  would  rather  answer  that  Question  to- 
morrow, with  the  permission  of  the 
noble  Ix)rd. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  he  could  state  when 
it  was  proposed  to  introduce  the  Irish 
Coercion  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to-morrow  to  make  a 
statement  respecting  severed  important 
subjects  which  awaited  consideration. 
Those  subjects  would  certainly  .include 
what  his  hon.  Friend  called  the  Irish 
Coercion  Bill. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT  — MINISTERIAL  STATE- 
MENT. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  after 
the  Notice  he  had  given  of  his  intention 
to  make  a  statement  in  Ways  and  Means, 
it  was  also  his  intention  to  proceed  with 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill 
on  Monday  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :    I  hope  to  do 

80. 

NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 


PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882-RENEWAL. 
Mb.  HENEAGE  gave  Notice  that  in 
the  event  of  the  Government  bringing 
in  a  special  Crimes  Bill  for  Ireland,  he 
would  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
moving  that,  while  the  House  was  willing 
to  consider  such  an  amendment  of  the 
criminal  laws  for  the  preservation  of 
life  and  property  as  would  deal  with 
special  emergencies  fostered  by  secret  or 
external  agencies,  nevertheless  such 
power  should  only  be  intrusted  to  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  of  the  Crown,  and 
that  the  present  moment  was  favourable 
to  the  abolition  of  the  present  anomalous 
system  of  government  in  Ireland. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAT. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CuLss  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  op 

Civil  Departments. 


(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £71,323,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and  Subordinate  Offices." 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  was  not  in  his  place, 
because  there  was  one  item  in  the  pre- 
sent Vote  to  which  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  However,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present, 
he  would  put  the  question  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary.  If 
that  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  page 
92  of  the  Estimates  he  would  see  that 
the  Private  Secretary  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  formerly  Assistant  Private 
Secretary,  was  a  Junior  Clerk  on  the 
Establishment  of  the  India  Office,  and 
as  such  was  receiving  a  salary  of  £350 
per  annum  and  upwards  in  addition  to 
£250  which  he  received  as  Private  Se- 
cretary. He  (Mr.  Onslow)  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  the  principle 
which  was  involved  in  this  jtem.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  Government  of  India, 
out  of  the  Eevenues  of  India,  were  pay- 
ing £350  a-year  towards  the  salary  of 
a  Private  Secretary  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  He  thought 
that  was  a  very  wrong  principle  indeed. 
Of  course,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
a  gentleman  filling  the  position  of  Pri- 
vate Secretary  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
ought  to  be  very  well  paid,  and  he  would 
not  grudge  the  expenditure  that  was 
necessary  for  that  purpose ;  but  what  he 
did  object  to  was  that  a  clerk  should  be 
taken  away  from  the  India  Office  and 
appointed  Private  Secretary  in  another 
Department  without  his  salary  being 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  not  only 
was  this  clerk  paid  by  the  India  Office, 
but  that  it  would  also  be  necessary  to 
pay  another  gentleman  for  acting  in  his 
place  in  the  India  Office.  Therefore,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  out  of  the  He- 
venues  of  India  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  was  being  paid  unnecessarily 
and  improperly,  in  consequence  of  this 
gentleman  having  been  taken  out  pCj^he^Tp 
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India  Office.  It  was  most  unfair  that 
India  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  any 
part  of  the  expenses  of  the  Home  Office, 
and  in  order  to  afford  an  opportunity  for 
discussing  the  question,  he  would  move 
formally  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
the  sum  of  £350. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £70,973,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and  Subordinate  Offices." — {Mr.  Onslow.) 

Mb.  H.  H.  FO  WLEE  said,  he  thought 
that  any  question  connected  with  the 
charges  upon  India  would  come  up 
more  fairly  for  discussion  upon  the 
Indian  Budget.  He  was  informed  that 
it  was  the  practice  in  the  Government 
Offices  to  transfer  a  clerk  from  one  De- 
partment to  another,  in  order  that  he 
might  act  as  Private  Secretary  to  a  Mi- 
nister. When  such  a  transfer  was  made, 
the  clerk  did  not  lose  his  former  post, 
and  when  his  duties  as  Private  Secre- 
tary ceased,  he  would  go  back  to  the 
position  he  had  formally  occupied  in  the 
India  Office,  and  be  continued  there. 
There  was  nothing  unusual  in  the  course 
which  had  Been  taken  in  the  present 
instance. 

Mb.  OOEST  said,  bethought  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
must  be  joking  when  he  requested  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Guilford 
(Mr.  Onslow)  to  wait  until  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  raising  the  question  I 
upon  the  Indian  Budget.  The  hon.  i 
Gentleman  must  be  well  aware  that,  if 
his  hon.  Friend  waited  until  the  Indian 
Budget,  the  matter  would  never  be 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  all.  It  would  be  perfectly 
fair  to  pay  this  charge  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  When  a  temporary 
elerk  was  lent  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  from  the  Colonial  Office,  it 
was,  of  coarse,  fair  enough  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  salary  of  such  clerk  to  come 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund;  but  what 
his  hon.  Friend  complained  of,  in  the 
present  case,  was  that  a  clerk  whose 
salary  was  paid  out  of  the  Bevenuea  of 
India  should  be  employed  in  doing  the 
work  of  the  Imperial  Government.  No 
doubt,  the  matter  was  a  very  small  one; 
but,  in  dealing  with  India,  "it  was  mo6t 
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desirable  that  their  policy  should  be 
perfectly  just  and  regular,  even  in  the 
smallest  particulars.  It  was  quite  dear 
that  this  gentleman  was  paid  out  of  the 
Bevenues  of  India,  under  the  impression 
that  his  services  were  rendered  to  India ; 
and  if  he  were  required  to  render  ser- 
vices to  the  Imperial  Government,  in  the 
capacity  of  Private  Secretary  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  he  ought  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  not  out 
of  the  Bevenues  of  India. 

General  Sir  GEOBGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  he  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  question  which  had  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow),  and  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the 
Motion.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
admit  that  it  was  an  objectionable  prin- 
ciple to  pay  a  clerk  out  of  the  Bevenues 
of  India  for  services  rendered  exdusivelj 
to  the  Imperial  Gt>vemment.  There  were 
instances  of  gentlemen  being  employed 
for  Indian  duties.  The  present  able 
Private  Secretary  to  the  Prime  Minister 
— [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !] — ^had 
been  till  lately  in  India  as  Secretary  to 
the  Marquess  of  Bipon,  and  in  former 
years  Sir  Bruce  Seton,  of  the  War  Office, 
was  also  employed  at  the  India  Office  at 
Secretary  to  the  noble  Marquees.  At  all 
events,  the  mode  of  payment  should  be 
uniform,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could 
easily  draw  up  a  rule  for  guidance. 

Sir  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  upon  the  mat- 
ter, because  it  was  one  with  regard  to 
which  he  had  had  some  slight  experience. 
It  would  be  very  hard  upon  the  derk 
himself  that  he  should  be  visited  with  a 
diminuition  of  salary  on  account  of  the 
anomaly  which  had  taken  place.  No 
doubt  a  custom  had  sprung  up  of  chang- 
ing clerks,  and  allowing  a  derk  in  one 
Department  of  the  State  to  become  the 
Private  Secretary  to  the  Head  of  an- 
other Department.  The  only  queetion 
in  this  case  was  whether  the  gentleman 
whose  services  had  been  transferred 
should  be  paid  by  the  India  Office  at  all« 
seeing  that  the  India  Office  had  nothiof: 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,  but  that  it  had  separate  and  dis- 
tinct interests  which  wa«  confined  to 
India.  By  the  same  procees  of  reason* 
ing,  which  would  justify  the  payment  of 
this  f  alary  out  of  the  BeTenn<>e  of  India. 
the  expenses  of  the  Home  Office  aiigla 
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be  charged  upon  the  Colonies.  He 
trusted  that  some  steps  would  be  taken 
to  prevent  a  similar  occurrence  in  the 
future;  but  it  would  be  unjust  to  de- 
prive the  officer,  in  this  particular  in- 
stance, of  the  salary  to  which  he  was 
fairly  entitled. 

Mb.  HIBfiEET  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolflF)  that  it  would  be  un- 
just to  the  Private  Secretary  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  the  amount  of  his  salary. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  the 
suggestions  which  had  been  thrown  out 
deserved  consideration,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Onslow)  would 
withdraw  the  Motion,  he  would  promise 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  promise  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Hibbert).  He  certainly  thought  that  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  had  not  understood  the  point 
he  had  raised.  The  charges  for  the 
India  Office  were  not  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  at  all,  but  out  of  the 
taxation  of  India,  and,  therefore,  the 
position  of  a  clerk  who  was  taken  from 
the  India  Office,  and  whose  salary  was 
still  continued  to  be  paid  by  India,  was 
different  from  that  of  a  clerk  who  was 
taken  from  some  other  Department  to 
act  as  Private  Secretary.  He  was  satis- 
fied, however,  with  the  explanation 
which  had  been  given,  and  he  would 
put  a  Question  upon  the  matter  in  the 
course  of  a  fortnight.  As  a  matter  of 
principle,  he  thought  it  was  only  rea- 
sonable that  this  charge  should  be  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
strongly  objected  to  the  practice  of 
taking  a  clerk  from  the  Inaia  Office  to 
do  work  for  the  Imperial  Government, 
while  a  loeum  tenens  was  put  in  his  place, 
and  consequently  a  double  expenditure 
thrown  upon  the  Bevenues  of  India.  He 
begged  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  move  any  reduction 
in  the  Vote,  but  rather  to  point  out  that 
the  Government  had  not  attended  to  the 
request  which  had  been  made  to  them, 
year  idter  year,  to  adopt  a  policy  that 
would  lead  to  an  increase,  rather  than  a 


reduction,  of  the  Vote.  He  maintained 
that  there  was  an  actual  necessity  for  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  number  of 
Factory  and  Workshops  Inspectors.  He 
had  no  complaint  to  make  with  regard 
to  the  existing  Staff.  At  the  present 
moment,  the  Staff  were  doing  their  work 
thoroughly  well  and  to  the  very  best  of 
their  ability,  and  no  one  who  knew  the 
amount  of  labour  they  performed  could 
have  any  ground  of  complaint  against 
them  for  the  neglect  of  any  part  of  their 
duties.  The  ground  of  his  complaint 
was  this — that  if  the  existing  Staff  were 
to  work  for  the  24  hours  round,  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  for  them  to 
keep  under  inspection  the  large  number 
of  factories  and  workshops  which  they 
were  supposed  to  visit.  In  a  Return 
which  was  made  to  the  House  in  1882, 
it  was  shown  that  there  were  then  under 
inspection  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
51,194  factories  and  60,155  workshops. 
The  factories  were  generally  pretty  well 
known  to  most  people;  their  where- 
abouts was  easily  ascertained,  and  the 
Inspectors  had  very  little  difficulty  in 
finding  them  and  knowing  all  about 
them ;  but  in  the  case  of  workshops  the 
matter  was  very  different  indeed.  There 
was  no  indication  of  noise  or  otherwise 
to  point  out  the  existence  of  a  workshop, 
and  the  Inspector  could  only  discover  it 
by  personal  visits  to  the  neighbourhood 
where  he  suspected  that  workshops  were 
situated.  If  60,000  workshops  were  all 
that  the  Home  Department  could  give 
any  account  of,  he  thought  any  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  who  had  any 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  subject,  and 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  industries 
of  London,  must  be  aware  that  the 
60,000  workshops  which  came  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  could  easily  be 
found  in  the  Metropolitan  district  alone, 
without  going  through  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  tabulate  the  number. 
Out  of  the  60,000  reported  in  1882, 
there  were  only  about  30,000  inspected 
in  the  year  1881.  That  arose,  as  he 
had  already  stated,  from  no  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Inspectors  to  dis- 
charge their  duties,  but  from  the  phy- 
sical impossibility  of  being  in  20  places 
at  one  and  the  same  time.  To  show  still 
further  how  absolutely  inaccurate  that 
Return  must  be  as  to  the  real  number  of 
the  workshops  of  the  country,  there  were 
16,  if  he  remembered  rightly,  out  of  the 
39   districts  into  which  England  was. 
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di Tided  which  made  no  retam  whatever 
of  the  existence  of  any  workshop.  Im- 
mediately  after  the  puhlication  of  that 
Bet  am,  the  Trades  Union  Congress 
again  drew  the  attention  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  to  the  subject,  and  urged  very 
strongly  that,  upon  the  face  of  that  He- 
turn  alone,  it  was  certain  that  the  great 
and  philanthropical  work  of  inspection  in 
connection  with  factories  and  workshops 
was  sadly  neglected  on  account  of  the 
want  of  means  for  employing  a  larger 
number  of  Inspectors.  A  deputation 
from  the  Trades  Union  Parliamentary 
Committee  waited  upon  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  upon 
the  subject.  They  urged  upon  him  the 
great  national  good  that  had  been 
effected  by  the  existing  laws,  and  the 
still  further  good  that  would  be  effected 
in  a  national  point  of  view,  as  well  as 
in  the  advantages  which  would  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  working  classes,  if  the 
number  of  Inspectors  were  almost 
doubled.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  now  in  his  place,  and  as 
it  was  possible  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  would  un- 
dertake to  reply  to  him  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst),  he  wished  to  place  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  possession  of  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  his  Chief  at  that  time.  In 
reply  to  the  Memorial  which  was  pre- 
sented to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  reply,  also,  to  the  speeches  which 
were  made  in  support  of  the  Memorial, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment said — 

"  I  do  not  at  all  want  to  be  conyinced  of  the 
importance  of  these  Acts,  or  of  the  utility  of 
carrying  them  out  thoroughly.  I  am  also  quite 
satisfied  that,  with  considerable  advantage,  the 
Staff  of  Inspectors  might  bo  increased.  Every- 
body must  know  that,  energetic  and  active  as 
the  Inspectors  are,  the  work  has  increased  alto- 
gether beyond  their  powers.** 

In  those  remarks  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
entirely  agreed,  and  he  had  read  this 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  because  he  thought  it  was  ne- 
cesbary  that  the  Government  should  re- 
member that  night  what  was  said  on 
the  same  question  a  year  or  two  back. 
The  question  of  the  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  Inspectors  was  a  question  which 
should  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  late 
Government  when  they  passed  the  Fac- 
tories and  Workshops  Consolidated  Act 
in  1878.  By  that  Consolidated  Act  there 
was  a  large  inclusion  of  workshops  in 
the  present  law  that  did  nut  come  under 

Mr.  Broadhurst 


the  law  op  to  that  time,  and  if  the  House 
of  Commons  of  that  day  had  done  its 
duty,  and  the  €K>vemment  which  directed 
it  had  done  their  daty,  th^e  woold  have 
been  a  very  considerable  increefle  of  In- 
spectors on  that  occasion.  The  number 
of  workshops  had  largely  increased  since 
that  time.  It  was  daQy  increasing,  and 
with  that  daily  increase  grew  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  Inspectors  in  dealing  with 
them.  The  importance  to  this  great  in- 
dustrial nation  of  a  complete  system  of 
inspection  was  also  growing.  They 
went  on,  year  after  year,  in  increased 
competition  with  the  industrial  enter- 
prizes  of  other  nations.  He  did  not 
know  whether  hon.  Members  had  looked 
through  the  very  valuable  Eeport  that 
was  made  each  year  to  Parliament  bj 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories,  Mr. 
Eedgrave.  It  was  a  book  full  of  infor- 
mation, of  the  very  highest  possible 
value,  and  if  hon.  Members  had  looked 
through  it,  they  would  probably  have 
noticed  the  extraordinary  tabular  state- 
ment at  the  end  of  the  Keport  as  to  the 
war  that  was  being  waged  each  year  by 
the  skilled  artizans  and  skilled  work- 
women and  girls  of  the  country,  against 
the  rapidity  of  machinery,  in  order  to 
prevent  accidents  that  involved  mutilation 
and  the  loss  of  life  and  limb.  Notwith- 
standing the  amount  of  fencing  that  had 
been  carried  out,  much  more  remained 
to  be  done.  Many  regulations  which 
should  be  enforced  were  not  enforced  in 
the  factories,  because  there  were  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  Inspectors  to  see  to 
their  enforcement,  and  to  suggest  other 
regulations.  In  the  year  ended  with 
October,  1884,  there  was  a  total  of 
8,904  serious  accidents  in  the  factories 
and  workshops  of  Great  Britain,  with  a 
total  loss  of  life  on  the  spot  by  coming 
in  contact  with  machinery  and  from  other 
accidents,  of  403  persons;  61  had  their 
right  hand  or  arm  amputated ;  50  per- 
sons lost  their  left  hand  or  arm;  617 
persons  lost  part  of  their  right  hand; 
568  persons  had  part  of  their  left  hand 
amputated  ;  and  44  persons  lost  part  of 
their  leg  or  foot.  It  was  almost  like  the 
language  of  a  batcher's  shop,  eo  hor- 
rible was  the  description  it  gave.  He 
had  merely  read  the  extract  to  impress 
upon  the  Committee  the  enormous  sacri- 
fice of  life  and  limb  which  was  annu- 
ally made  in  this  country  through  pre- 
ventible  causes,  and  through  the  want 
of  more  inspection,  which  want  misht 
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be  supplied  by  a  very  small  annual  out- 
lay. There  was,  in  the  same  Eeport,  a 
very  extraordinary  statement  by  an  In- 
spector who  was  second  to  none  in  the 
thoroughness  and  heartiness  with  which 
he  discharged  the  difficult  duties  of  his 
office.  He  referred  to  the  Eeport  of 
Mr.  Lakeman,  and  of  his  colleague,  Mr. 
Snape,  in  reference  to  the  East  End  of 
London — a  neighbourhood  where  a  good 
deal  of  home  industries  were  carried  on 
by  the  people.  Mr.  Lakeman  stated 
that  he  had  yisited  something  like 
1,478  houses  in  which  these  industries 
were  carried  on ;  but,  technically,  a 
great  number  of  them  did  not  come 
under  the  Workshops  Act,  although  it 
was  perfectly  plain  that  they  ought  to 
come  under  that  Act.  A  considerable 
number  of  them — he  thought  about  367 
— came  under  the  Act.  Mr.  Lakeman 
described  the  sanitary  condition  of  many 
of  these  houses,  in  which,  no  doubt,  the 
garments  of  many  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  were  made,  and  he  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  very  much  doubted  whether,  if 
hon.  Members  were  to  visit  the  places 
in  which  their  apparel  was  manipulated 
into  the  shape  and  form  necessary  for 
wear,  they  would  consent  to  put  them 
on  their  backs  at  all.  The  wretched 
condition  in  which  these  places  were  to 
be  found  was  described  in  the  book  to 
which  he  referred  in  barely  one  page, 
and  it  would  be  found  that  no  inspection 
whatever  had  hitherto  been  applied  to 
them.  Mr.  Lispector  Lakeman  spoke 
of  houses  which  did  not  come  under 
the  Workshops  Act  having  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Local  Authorities  for 
inspection  by  local  officers.  The  gen- 
tlemen who  discharged  the  duty  of 
examining  witnesses  in  connection  with 
the  Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Poor  heard  a  great  deal, 
during  their  investigation,  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Local  Autho- 
rities of  the  Metropolis  managed  the 
inspection.  This  was  the  statement  of 
the  Sanitary  Inspector 

Mb.  WAETON  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  if  it  was  competent  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  refer  to  evidence 
^iven  before  a  Boyal  Commission  before 
that  Commission  had  presented  its  Ee- 
port? 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  said,  that  per- 
haps the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Warton)  would  allow  him 
to  say  that  the  Report  to  which  he  was 
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referring  had  been  presented  nearly  a 
month  ago.  If  that  had  not  been  the 
case,  he  should  not  have  ventured  to 
refer  to  it. 

Mr.  warton  begged  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  He  had  not  been 
aware  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  it  was 
given  in  evidence  that  the  local  arrange- 
ments for  sanitary  inspection  broke 
down,  because  those  who  should  enforce 
the  sanitary  laws  were  too  often  under 
the  control  of  persons  who  owned  this 
detestable  class  of  property ;  and  for  an 
Inspector  to  make  a  Report  as  to  the 
bad  condition  of  property  belonging  to 
persons  who  held  in  their  hands  the 
power  of  discharging  him,  was  a  thing 
that  was  not  very  likely  to  happen.  No 
adverse  Reports  under  such  a  condition 
of  things  were  likely  to  be  made  by  the 
Sanitary  Inspectors  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rities, and  this  was  one  of  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  make  an  appeal 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take 
these  matters  seriously  under  their 
own  consideration.  He  understood  that 
hitherto  there  had  been  considerable 
difficulty  in  preparing  a  scheme  of  fac- 
tory and  workshop  inspection  whereby 
an  incresise  would  ^ke  place  in  the  Staff 
at  a  reasonable  cost,  which,  at  the  same 
time,  would  be  an  increase  of  strength 
that  would  prove  efficient  in  future.  He 
was  given  to  understand  that  successive 
Governments  had  found  considerable  dif- 
ficulty in  preparing  a  scheme  of  that 
sort,  and  the  Parliamentary  Committee 
of  the  Trades  Union  Congress  had  at- 
tempted to  frame  a  scheme  themselves. 
The  scheme  prepared  by  the  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  was  submitted  to  the 
Government  by  the  deputation  which 
waited  upon  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  in  1 882,  and  the 
basis  of  the  scheme  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  appoint  50  additional 
Sub-Inspectors,  with  salaries  commenc- 
ing at  £100  a-year,  and  going  on  in- 
creasing by  gradations  up  to  £150  and 
upwards.  They  showed,  in  the  details 
of  the  scheme,  that  these  50  additional 
Inspectors  could  be  appointed  at  an 
annual  cost  of  £6,000  to  the  country, 
and  at  an  ultimate  cost,  as  promotion 
went  on,  that  would  not  exceed  £10,000 
per  annum.  He  thought  that  an  increase 
of  expenditure  of  £10,000  a-yenr  for  the 
protection  of  the  lives  and  limbs  of 
nearly  10,000  persons,  besides  increasing 
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the  health  of  the  labouring  classes  to  a 
large  extent  and  thereby  preserving  the 
nation's  greatest  wealth — namely,  its 
labour  power,  would  be  an  investtnent 
which  he  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  very  willing  to  make  if 
it  were  proposed  on  the  authority  of  the 
Government.  He  did  not  know  whether 
hon.  Members  had  an  opportunity  last 
week  of  reading  an  excellent  article 
which  appeared  in  a  London  newspaper 
criticizing  this  Heport.  That  newspaper 
— The  Times — had,  on  many  occasions, 
opposed  the  proposals  of  the  Trades 
Unionists  in  regard  to  legislation  ;  but 
in  this  case  the  writer  thoroughly  ap- 
proved of  the  inspection  which  was  at 
present  carried  on,  and  spoke  favour- 
ably of  the  advantages  which  would  be 
derived  by  the  nation  from  giving  still 
greater  control  over  our  industrial  ope- 
rations in  this  respect.  He  knew  there 
had  been  the  fear,  on  the  part  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  well-inclined 
towards  the  working  classes,  of  too 
much  Government  interference  with 
them.  [Mr.  Hopwood  :  Hear,  hear !] 
He  heard  the  cheer  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood).  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  not  always  enter- 
tained his  present  peculiar  views  as  to 
Government  control,  and  he  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  entertained  hopes  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  not  long  re- 
main of  his  present  opinion.  Notwith- 
standing the  opposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  and  his  Friends,  the 
fact  remained  that  these  laws  had  been 
carried  out  under  the  skilful  manage- 
ment of  the  Chief  Inspector  and  of  the 
special  staff  at  his  disposal  without  the 
least  friction  to  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try; and  there  were  very  few  of  the 
respectable  employers  of  the  country 
who  objected  to  the  Act.  On  the  con- 
trary, many  of  them  thoroughly  ap- 
proved of  it,  and  would  no  doubt  heartily 
support  increased  inspection.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  was  not  competent  for 
him  to  move  that  the  Vote  should  be 
referred  back  to  the  Treasury  in  order  ' 
that  they  might  reconsider  it  by  adding  { 
an  additional  sum  to  the  Vote  that  | 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  require- ' 
ments  of  an  increase  in  the  Staff  of ' 
Factory  and  Workshop  Inspectors.  He 
apologized  to  the  Committee  for  having 
troubled  them  at  such  great  length  with 
these  remarks  in  Committee  of  Supply ; 

i/r.  Broadkunt 


but  he  had  found  himself  compelled  to 
do  so,  as  this  was  the  only  opportunity 
he  had  for  calling  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  hopwood  said,  he  did  not 
know  why  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Broad - 
hurst)  diould  have  made  the  remark 
that  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  differed  from 
any  former  opinion  upon  this  subject 
that  he  had  entertained.  His  opinion 
had  been  always  the  same  as  he  now 
wished  to  express.  That,  however, 
was  a  very  small  matter,  and  not  one 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee. He  would  only  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  the  general  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  (Mr.  Hopwood)  was  not  at  all  de- 
sirous that  there  should  be  an  increase 
of  Inspectors ;  and  he  protested  against 
the  idea  that  the  Staff  should  he  en- 
larged for  the  simple  purpose,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member's  own  showing,  in 
the  details  he  had  placed  before  the 
Committee  of  the  accidents  which  oc- 
curred, of  protecting  these  unhappy  per- 
sons against  the  results  of  their  own  care- 
lessness. Besides  the  cases  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  there  was  an  enormous 
number  of  people  who  were  daily  and 
hourly  engaged  in  dangerous  pursuits, 
whom  it  was  impossible  to  place  in  a 
position  of  perfect  safety  by  Inspectors. 
He  believed  there  had  been  instances  in 
which  the  adoption  of  the  suggestions 
of  the  Inspectors  in  reference  to  fencing 
and  guarding  dangerous  machinery  had 
produced  more  mischief  than  it  had 
prevented.  He  had  only  risen,  how- 
ever, for  the  purpose  of  saying  that,  as 
regarded  the  further  extension  of  the 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  his  hon.  Friend  desired  to 
put  every  dwelling  in  the  country  under 
inspection,  and  to  get  rid  of  everything 
like  personal  liberty  in  these  matters. 
He  would  subject  the  inhabitants  of 
every  dwelling  to  inspection  and  inquiry. 
He  (Mr.  Hopwood)  was  not  disposed  to 
follow  his  hon.  Friend  further  in  his 
general  remarks,  than  to  say  that  he 
strongly  objected  to  a  multiplication  of 
Inspectors.  From  all  sides  there  waa 
the  same  cry.  Whenever  they  once  got 
State  inspection,  there  was  a  cry  for 
more.  They  had  now  launched  upon  a 
policy  of  inspection,  and  he  was  quite 
persuaded  that  it  would  be  the  early 
duty  of  Parliament  to  reconsider  t)ie 
matter.     He  knew  that,  in   regard  to 
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coal  mines,  it  was  constantly  said  that 
inspection  produced  very  little  benefit 
to  the  mining  population,  because  there 
was  too  little  of  it.  The  same  thing 
occurred  in  regard  to  education,  and  in 
reference  to  the  various  other  items 
enumerated  in  the  page  of  the  Esti- 
mate now  under  consideration.  Wher- 
ever inspection  had  been  conceded, 
there  was  the  same  outcry  for  more. 
There  was  one  question  upon  which 
he  should  like  to  have  information 
from  the  Government — namely,  the  in- 
spection of  fisheries.  Originally,  when 
the  law  was  altered,  there  were  two  In- 
spectors appointed ;  but  the  present 
Government  had  set  a  good  example  by 
abolishing  one  of  them,  or  rather  of 
not  filling  up  the  appointment  when  a 
vacancy  occurred.  There  was  now  a 
rumour  abroad  that  the  distinguished 
gentleman  who  held  the  remaining  ap- 
pointment was  about  to  retire  from  it. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  was  so 
or  not ;  but  he  would  ask  if  there  were 
really  any  duties  to  perform  which  would 
justify  the  continuance  of  the  office? 
His  own  impression  was  that,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  there  was  nothing  to  do  in 
regard  to  the  salmon  fisheries ;  and,  in 
order  to  give  the  gentleman  who  now 
filled  the  office  of  Fishery  Inspector 
something  to  do,  he  had  been  obliged 
to  forsake  the  inland  fisheries  and  to 
make  a  Eeport  upon  the  state  of  the 
deep  sea  fisheries,  with  which  his  ap- 
pointment had  nothing  to  do.  Indeed,  it 
would  seem  that  the  distinguished  gentle- 
inan  to  whom  he  had  referred  had  under- 
taken special  duties  in  order  that  he 
might  not  receive  his  salary  for  doing 
nothing,  and  that  he  had  therefore  made 
a  valuable  and  able  Eeport  upon  fish- 
eries of  an  entirely  different  nature. 
Personally,  he  had  nothing  to  say 
against  the  continuance  of  the  existing 
appointment ;  but  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  make  the 
office  of  Inspector  of  Fisheries  perma- 
nent, or  to  allow  the  appointment  to 
lapse  whenever  another  vacancy  oc- 
curred ? 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  that 
notwithstanding  the  remarks  which  had 
just  been  made  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood),  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
necessity  of  instituting  some  inspection 
of  the  slato  cjuarries  in  North  Wales. 


No  doubt,  there  already  existed  a 
Mining  Inspector  who  had  a  general 
jurisdiction  over  the  whole  of  North 
Wales,  and  he  had  no  wish  to  say  a 
word  against  the  manner  in  which  that 
gentleman  discharged  the  duties  of  his 
office.  Indeed,  he  believed  the  In- 
spector to  be  a  very  able  man ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, he  did  not  possess  the  qualifi* 
cations  necessary  to  enable  him  to  per- 
form a  satisfactory  inspection  of  the 
slate  quaiTies.  Some  quarries  were 
worked  as  mines,  and  were  subject  to 
the  Mining  Inspector  ;  but  most  of  them 
were  worked  as  open  quarries,  over 
which  the  Inspector  had  no  authority ; 
but,  nevertheless,  many  very  serious  ac- 
cidents were  constantly  taking  place  in 
them.  Only  very  recently  there  was  an 
appalling  accident  in  one  of  the  slate 
quarries  of  Carnarvonshire,  about  eight 
or  nine  miles  from  Carnarvon,  in  which 
10  or  12  persons  were  buried  under  a 
fall  of  rock,  and  a  large  number  of 
women  and  children  were  rendered  de- 
solate in  consequence.  Now,  an  ordi- 
nary mining  engineer  knew  nothing 
about  the  open  works  of  a  slate  quarry, 
and  was  consequently  altogether  un- 
fitted for  conducting  the  inspection  of 
slate  quarries.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
order  to  understand  the  danger  or  other- 
wise of  the  workings,  it  was  necessary  to 
have  a  full  geological  knowledge  of  the 
stratification  of  the  rock,  and  to  know 
something  of  the  principle  upon  which 
the  slate  quarries  were  worked.  The  slate 
rocks  were  very  peculiar,  being  sub- 
jected to  flaws  which  an  ordinary  mining 
engineer,  accustomed  to  deal  with  coal  or 
metalliferous  mines,  would  know  nothing 
about,  although  they  were  perfectly  well 
known  to  those  who  had  to  deal  with  the 
quarrying  of  slate.  Some  of  the  slate 
quarries  were  mined  underground ;  but 
even  then  they  were  worked  upon  a 
difi'erent  principle  from  coal  mines  or 
metalliferous  mines.  The  majority  of 
them,  however,  were  open  quarries, 
worked  in  the  valleys,  or  from  the  sides 
of  the  mountains;  and  unless  an  In- 
spector possessed  a  practical  experience 
of  the  stratification  and  the  working  of 
slate  under  such  circumstances,  his  opi- 
nion was  worth  nothing  whatever. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  protect  the 
quarrymen  against  danger,  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  some  inde- 
pendent inspection  by  some  person  who 
possessed  a  full  knowledge  of  the  strati- 
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fication  of  the  rocks  in  the  locality,  and 
who  had  also  a  practical  experience  of 
the  working  of  slate  quarries.  A  man 
who  enjoyed  that  knowledge  would  be 
able  to  go  from  one  slate  quarry  to  an- 
other and  point  out  to  the  proprietor  or 
manager  the  necessity  of  making  altera- 
tions in  the  mode  of  workiug,  in  order 
to  guard  against  accident.  At  present, 
a  fall  of  20,  30,  or  100  tons  of  rock  was 
not  uncommon  ;  and  as  it  came  fre- 
quently without  warniug,  the  most 
serious  accidents  occurred  in  conse- 
quence. He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration, and  that,  if  possible,  they 
would  appoint  qualified  Inspectors  to 
visit  the  slate  quarries  of  North  Wales, 
and  to  confine  their  operations  to  the  re- 
gulations required  for  their  safe  working. 
Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
agreed  with  a  great  deal  that  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst),  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  give  the  question 
of  the  increase  of  Inspectors  for  fac- 
tories and  workshops  their  careful  con- 
sideration. He  had  read  the  Eeport  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred, 
and  the  only  qualification  he  would 
make  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  reference  to  that  part  of  them 
which  related  to  the  great  number  of 
accidents  which  arose  from  the  use  of 
machinery.  There  could  be  no  ques- 
tion, however  sufficiently  or  well- 
guarded  the  machinery  was,  that  a  good 
many  of  the  accidents  arose  from  the 
rashness  and  carelessness  of  the  work- 
people. The  very  Eeturn  quotod  by 
the  hon.  Member,  showing  the  large 
number  of  hands  and  fingers  amputated 
by  machinery,  showed  that  that  was 
really  the  case — that  it  was  the  care- 
less action  of  the  workman,  who  placed 
his  hand  in  too  close  contact  with 
the  machinery,  that  brought  about  the 
injury.  Still,  he  thought  it  proved 
that  the  body  of  Inspectors  was  not 
sufficiently  large  to  enable  them  to  in- 
spect properly  and  fully  the  workshops 
of  the  country.  With  regard  to  the 
number,  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
spoke  of  an  increase  of  50,  and  stated 
that  that  was  the  additional  number 
recommended  by  the  Trades  Unions. 
Personally,  ho  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
would  have  suggested  a  much  smaller 
number  to  beg^n  with,  and  for  this  rea* 
son,  that  they  ought  to  consider  the  ex- 

Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd 


pense  which  would  be  thrown  upon  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of  a 
salary  of  £100  a-year,  to  rise  to  £200. 
He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  thought  that 
would  be  hardly  sufficient  to  secure  the 
services  of  a  really  sound  and  practical 
man ;  and  although  the  hon.  Member 
raised  the  estimate  to  £150  or  £200 
a-year,  by  promotion,  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
Member  to  include  travelling  expenses 
in  his  calculation  of  £  1 0,000.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  a  man  with  only  £  150 
a-year  to  travel  for  that  sum,  even  in 
the  immediate  district  in  which  he  lived, 
and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to  add  to 
the  salary  a  proper  and  adequate  sum 
for  travelling  expenses.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  a  smaller  number  of  Inspectors 
should  be  appointed,  say,  from  15  to  20. 
He  had  not  had  the  honour  of  serving 
upon  the  Boyal  Commission  of  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  a  Member; 
but  he  had  served  upon  a  Committee 
which  had  inquired  into  the  question  of 
the  housing  of  the  working  classes  in 
London.  In  the  course  of  their  inves- 
tigation, the  Committee  felt  it  their 
duty  to  inspect  a  large  number  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor,  and  the  evidence 
brought  before  them,  together  with  the 
result  of  their  personal  inspection,  was 
entirely  on  all  fours  with  those  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  The  bakeries  of 
London  and  many  establishments  of 
that  kind  strongly  showed  the  necessity 
for  increased  inspection.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke,  provided 
there  was  a  limitation  of  the  number  of 
Inspectors,  was  well  deserving  of  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  R.  D.  ELLIOT  said,  there  was 
an  item  in  the  Vote  for  the  salary  of  an  In* 
specter  under  the  Hi  vers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention Act  (Scotland).  The  Committee 
had  heard  a  good  deal,  on  the  one  side* 
of  the  importance,  and,  on  the  other,  of 
the  uselessness— according  to  the  d<v 
gree  in  which  the  different  speakers 
believed  in  inspection — of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Inspectors.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  point  out  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler),  that  in  the  case  of  the  In- 
spector under  the  Rivers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention (Scotland)  Act,  it  was  part  of 
his  duty  to  give  a  certificate  to  mann- 
facturen,  to  the  effect  that  the  beat  jhj*- 
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Bible  means  had  been  taken  to  purify 
the  rivers  with  which  their  factories 
were  connected.  The  Act  was  passed 
seven  years  ago,  and  although  it  had 
been  in  operation  ever  since,  he  believed 
he  was  correct  in  saying  that  in  no 
single  instance  had  a  certificate  ever 
been  granted  by  the  Inspector  under  the 
Act ;  therefore,  if  he  was  correctly  in- 
formed, there  had  been  an  Inspector 
appointed  under  the  Act,  with  an  an- 
nual salary,  although  a  very  small 
one,  seeing  that  it  was  only  £50  a- 
year  ;  but  no  certificate  whatever  had 
as  yet  been  given.  This  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  most  extraordinary  state 
of  things.  The  Act  was  called  the 
Bivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act;  but 
he  certainly  did  not  know  why  it  should 
be  so  called,  and  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  whether  it  was  proposed 
to  continue  a  system  under  which  an  In- 
spector was  appointed  to  give  certifi- 
cates, but  by  whom  no  certificate  was 
ever  gpiven  ?  He  had  once  or  twice  be- 
fore brought  the  subject  under  the  no- 
tice of  his  hon.  Friend;  but  nothing 
had  been  done  to  give  more  effective 
operation  to  the  Act.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  Inspector  originally  appointed 
under  the  Act  seven  years  ago,  found 
the  words  of  the  Act  too  absolute  to 
enable  him  to  grant  a  certificate  in  the 
terms  required,  and  therefore  he  had 
abstained  from  giving  certificates.  The 
words  of  the  Act  were  that  he  was  to  cer- 
tify ''  that  the  best  practical  means  had 
been  used  which  could  possibly  be  em- 
ployed for  the  purpose."  The  Inspector 
found  it  impossible  to  grant  a  certificate 
in  those  strict  terms ;  and,  therefore,  in 
no  case  had  a  certificate  been  given. 
He  (Mr.  A.  E.  D.  Elliot)  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Act  ought  to  be  amended,  and 
it  was  quite  time  that  steps  were  taken, 
either  to  render  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  operative,  or  to  abolish  the  In- 
spector altogether.  He  might  further 
point  out  that  if,  hereafter,  a  certificate 
were  given,  it  should  be  of  such  a  na- 
ture as  to  be  of  practical  usefulness.  At 
present,  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction 
was  felt  in  certain  parts  of  Scotland,  be- 
cause a  subsequent  section  of  the  Act 
kept  alive  the  Common  Law  rights  of  the 
riparian  proprietors  lower  down  the 
river.  Therefore,  even  on  the  assump- 
tion that  a  certificate  had  been  given,  as 
the  Act  required,  a  manufacturer  who 


had  taken  the  best  possible  measures  to 
carry  out  the  Act,  and  to  keep  the  river 
clear,  would  not  be  secured  against 
riparian  proprietors  further  down  the 
stream,  whose  rights  were  protected. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  able 
to  give  the  Committee  some  information 
as  to  what  was  intended  to  be  done  in 
the  matter.  Was  it  intended  to  keep 
up  a  useless  Inspectorship  ;  and,  if  not, 
was  it  intended  to  make  some  change  in 
the  existing  law  ? 

Sir  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
subject  which  had  been  mentioned  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rox- 
burghshire (Mr.  A.  R.  D.  Elliot)  was 
one  upon  which  he  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) felt  particularly  sore.  He  used  to 
live  on  the  banks  of  a  river  in  Scotland, 
in  which  good  fishing  was  to  be  found  ; 
but  it  was  more  and  more  frequently 
polluted,  and  it  was  impossible  to  find 
any  public  authority  to  whom  an  appL'ca- 
tion  for  interference  could  be  made.  He 
believed,  with  his  hon.  Friend,  that  al- 
though there  was  an  Inspector  appointed 
under  the  Rivers  Pollution  Prevention 
Act,  that  that  officer  did  not  do  anything. 
He  thought  the  Act  ought  to  be  made 
effective,  and  that  the  Inspector  should 
be  in  a  position  to  put  it  in  force.  It  cer- 
tainly appeared  to  be  a  farce,  to  maintain 
an  Inspector,  even  at  the  small  salary 
of  £50  a-year.  to  do  nothing  at  all.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
in  objecting  altogether  to  inspection. 
On  the  contrary,  he  was  of  opinion  that, 
although  there  might  have  been  abuses, 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  good  in  in- 
spection. For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  no  part  of  the  Empire  was  so  much 
neglected  as  the  sea,  and  he  should 
like  to  see  a  good  deal  more  inspection 
in  matters  of  this  kind  than  now  ex- 
isted. In  England  there  was  an  In- 
spector of  Fisheries,  at  £700  a-year,  who 
was  also  a  Professor  of  Biology  in  the 
Normal  School  of  Science,  with  a  sepa- 
rate salary  of  £850  a-year.  The  same 
gentleman  also  received  extra  fees  when 
occasionally  employed  in  special  fishery 
inquiries.  It  certainly  seemed  to  him 
(Sir  George  Campbell),  that  when  the 
next  appointment  took  place,  it  would 
be  more  conducive  to  economy  to  pay 
£700  a-year  for  a  good  Inspector  of 
Fisheries,  to  give  £850  a-year  for  a 
good  Professor  of  Biology,  and  to  em- 
ploy other  people,  as  required,  to  make 
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special  fishery  inquiries,  rather  than  to 
vest  all  these  appointments  in  the  same 
individual,  and  constitute  him  a  plu- 
ralist. It  was  quite  clear  that  one  man 
could  not  discharge  the  whole  of  the 
duties  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  BURT  said,  he  had  no  intention 
to  prolong  the  debate  upon  this  ques- 
tion; but  he  wished  to  say  that  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  made 
out  a  strong  case  in  favour  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  additional  Inspectors  under 
the  Factories  and  Workshops  Act.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Hop  wood)  in  his  opposition  to  an 
extension  of  the  system  of  inspection. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  main- 
tained that  in  some  cases  accidents  hap- 
pened in  consequence  of  the  advice  and 
suggestions  of  the  Inspectors  being 
taken ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber did  not  specify  any  cases  of  the  kind. 
No  doubt,  it  was  quite  possible  that  an 
incompetent  man  might  occasionally  be 
appointed  as  Inspector,  and  it  was  also 
possible  that  even  a  competent  man 
might  sometimes  err  in  j  udgment.  It  was, 
however,  a  very  sweeping  conclusion  to 
infer  from  that  fact  that  the  whole 
system  of  inspection  was  faulty.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  referred 
to  the  inspection  of  coal  mines,  and  had 
expressed  an  opinion  that  it  was  useless. 
Now,  that  was  not  the  opinion  of  any 
man  who  possessed  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  subject.  If  there  was  one 
fact  connected  with  the  working  of  coal 
mines  which  was  more  conclusive  than 
another,  it  was  the  immense  and  the  in- 
calculable benefits  which  had  been  de- 
rived from  the  inspection  of  mines.  He 
wished  fully  to  endorse  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Beaumaris  (Mr. 
Morgan  Lloyd)  with  regard  to  the  de- 
sirability of  extending  the  system  of  in- 
spection to  the  slate  quarries  of  North 
Wales.  A  few  days  ago  he  (Mr.  Burt) 
had  taken  the  opportunity  of  visiting 
North  Wales,  and  he  had  visited  some 
of  the  principal  quarries  and  conversed 
with  the  quarrymen.  He  found  that 
they  were  very  anxious  indeed  to  have 
inspection.  There  had  been  several  very 
serious  accidents  ;  and  at  present  it  was 
only  the  subterranean  quarries,  so  to 
speak— the  underground  quarries — ^that 
were  inspected.    There  were,  however, 
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quite  as  many  accidents — indeed,  he  be- 
lieved the  statistics  would  show  that 
there  were  more — in  the  open  quarries 
than  in  those  in  which  the  workings 
were  carried  on  underground.  He  en- 
tirely endorsed  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  favour  of  an 
extension  to  the  slate  quarries  of  the 
system  of  inspection  which  had  con- 
ferred such  great  benefits  upon  coal  and 
other  mines. 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  said,  he  hoped 
that,  for  the  sake  of  the  convenience  of 
the  Committee,  he  might  be  allowed  to 
make  an  explanation  in  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  be- 
fore the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  rose  to  reply.  The  figures  which 
he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  g^ven  were  for 
the  appointment  of  50  additional  In- 
spectors or  Sub-Inspectors,  and  he  esti- 
mated the  cost  for  the  present  at  £6,000 
a-year,  with  an  ultimate  increase  to 
£10,000.  Those  sums  included  travel- 
ling expenses,  extra  clerks,  stationoy, 
and  everything  the  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee of  the  Trades  Unions  were  able 
to  ascertain.  He  also  wished  to  say  a 
word  in  reply  to  another  statement  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  did  so  in  the 
hope  that  he  might  lessen  any  objection 
which  might  be  entertained  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  The  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  no  amount  of  guarding  or  fencing 
machinery  would  entirely  prevent  ac- 
cidents. That  was  quite  true;  but  it 
would  prevent  an  enormous  number  of 
those  which  were  now  constantly  occur- 
ring. As  to  the  workpeople  patting 
their  hands  on  the  machinery  against 
the  regulations,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
worked  in  a  factory  he  would  very  soon 
have  discovered  that  the  workman  who 
constantly  wanted  the  machinery  thrown 
out  of  gear,  in  order  that  he  might  work 
safely,  soon  found  that  his  services  were 
not  required.  He  would  not  be  dis- 
charged simply  because  he  wanted  to 
have  the  machinery  stopped  too  fre- 
quently, but  some  other  pretext  would 
be  found  for  sending  him  about  his 
business.  For  this  reason,  the  work- 
people themselves  attempted  to  remedy 
any  defects  in  the  machinery,  and  serious 
accidents  occurred  in  consequence. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  would  be  aUe 
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to  say  somethiog  encouraging  to  the 
Committee  in  regard  to  the  inspection  of 
slate  quarries.  It  was  a  very  important 
question  He  happened  to  represent  a 
Devonshire  constituency,  and  it  was 
especially  important  for  one  who, 
like  himself,  happened  to  be  a  Welsh- 
man, and  was  well  acquainted  with  the 
districts  in  which  the  slate  quarries 
abounded.  He  had  often  been  appealed 
to  on  the  subject,  and  he  believed  he 
might  safely  say  that  it  was  the  general 
wish  of  everybody  concerned  in  the 
quarries  that  the  system  of  inspectorship 
now  applied  to  mines  should  be  applied 
to  open  quarries  as  well,  especially  in 
view  of  some  recent  catastrophes  which 
had  occurred.  All  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  inspection  in  the  case  of  mines 
were  equally  applicable  in  the  case  of 
quarries,  and  perhaps  more  so,  because 
the  work  of  inspection  could  be  more 
easily  carried  out.  He,  therefore,  trusted 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  be  able  to  hold  out 
some  hope  that  the  Government  would 
take  the  matter  into  their  careful  con- 
sideration with  a  view  of  extending  the 
principle  of  inspection  to  the  case  of 
slate  quarries.  It  was  not  altogether  a 
new  question,  but  had  once  or  twice  be- 
fore been  mentioned  in  the  House.  Per- 
sonally, he  felt  very  strongly  on  the 
point ;  and  he  felt  that  in  making  this 
demand  upon  the  Government  he  was 
not  representing  the  feelings  of  a  section 
of  the  people  alone,  but  of  all  who  had 
paid  the  slightest  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. An  assurance  that  something 
would  be  done  would  be  received  with 
great  satisfaction. 

Sib  ANDEEW  LUSK  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  not  listen  to 
the  suggestion  which  had  been  made  for 
doing  away  with  the  office  of  Inspector 
of  Fisheries.  The  poor  fishermen  would 
have  very  little  ohance  if  there  were  no 
one  to  look  after  and  protect  their  inte- 
rests. The  office  of  Inspector  of  Fishe- 
ries was  a  most  important  one,  and  it 
was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  it 
should  be  preserved.  Any  hon.  Member 
who  would  consider  for  one  moment  the 
vast  importance  of  keeping  up  the  supply 
of  fish  to  the  markets  of  the  country 
would  see  the  absolute  necessity  for  re- 
taining the  Inspector  of  Fisheries.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  more  attention 
should  be  paid  to  that  field  of  industry 
than  was  at  present  paid  to  it.    The  sea 


was  **no  man's  land;"  nobody  knew 
anything  about  the  habits  of  the  fish 
which  swam  in  it ;  and  seeing  the  im- 
portance of  fish  as  an  article  of  food  to 
a  great  mass  of  the  community — and  of 
good,  wholesome  food,  also — he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  give  a  great 
deal  more  attention  to  the  fisheries  than 
they  had  hitherto  done.  Instead  of 
doing  away  with  the  present  and  sole 
remaining  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  he 
thought  the  existing  vacancy  ought  to 
be  filled  up,  so  that  there  should  be  no 
want  of  protection  for  the  fishermen, 
and  no  means  lost  of  keeping  up  an 
abundant  supply  of  fish  for  the  commu<» 
nity  at  large. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  duty 
of  enforcing  the  Rivers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention Act  in  Scotland  was  placed  upon 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, and  the  Home  Office  must  have 
some  officer  to  enable  it  to  discharge 
its  duties.  The  present  arrangement 
was  to  pay  an  Inspector  £50  a-year; 
nor  was  he  prepared  to  say  the  office 
was  wholly  inoperative,  because  since  he 
had  the  honour  of  holding  his  present 
position  he  had  had  to  deal  with  ques- 
tions affecting  the  rivers  of  Scotland,  and 
he  knew  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  some  officer  of  this  character. 
At  the  present  time,  as  long  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  any  duties  to  discharge  in  reference 
to  the  rivers  of  Scotland,  he  did  not  think 
the  work  could  be  done  more  efficiently  or 
economically  than  it  was  done  at  present. 
There  might,  however,  be  a  question 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  done 
under  the  auspices  of  a  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  So  far  as  the  Scotch  fishe- 
ries were  concerned,  this  Vote  in  no 
way  touched  the  question.  In  reference 
to  the  Main  Question,  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  had  referred  in  his  very 
able  and  interesting  speech,  the  Com- 
mittee must  be  much  indebted  to  him 
for  the  prominent  way  in  which  he  had 
laid  the  facts  before  them ;  and  the  best 
answer  he  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  could 
give  was  to  assure  his  hon.  Friend  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department,  it 
was  purely  a  question  of  degree.  They 
were  all  united  upon  the  question  of 
principle.  Although  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  tiie  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  seemed  to  hold  a  different 
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view,  the  oyerwhelming  opinion  was 
that  these  Factory  Acts  ought  to  be 
made  effective ;  and,  if  they  were  to  be 
made  effective,  it  was  by  a  sufficient 
Staff  of  competent  Inspectors  being  ap- 
pointed. It  was  purely  a  question  of 
administrative  discretion  in  carrying  out 
the  Acts.  The  Secretary  of  State  was 
desirous  of  increasing  the  number  of 
Inspectors  as  far  as  he  could,  and  it 
might  be  fairly  claimed  that  consider- 
able progress  had  been  made  in  that 
direction.  In  1868  the  number  of  In- 
spectors was  only  38 ;  in  1872  it  was 
49 ;  and  in  1885  the  number  of  Inspec- 
tors had  risen  to  56.  They  were,  there- 
fore, steadily  raising  the  number  of  In- 
spectors, and  were  endeavouriug,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  make  these  appointments 
complete.  The  question  would  arise  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  whether  some  increase  could  not 
be  made  in  the  Staff,  not  by  appointing 
a  large  number  of  additional  Inspectors 
— for  the  appointment  of  40  or  50  addi- 
tional Inspectors  wotild  entail  a  heavy 
expenditure — but  by  appointing  a  num- 
ber of  Sub  or  Assistant  Inspectors,  at 
lower  salaries,  with  a  prospect  of  rising 
to  the  salaries  now  paid  to  the  Inspec- 
tors. He  might  say  that  the  matter  was 
being  carefully  considered  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
whose  sympathies  were  very  much  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Bart).  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  inspection  generally,  both  in 
mines  and  workshops,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth  was  aware  that  within  the 
last  six  months  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  engaged,  not  only  in  employ- 
ing additional  Mining  Inspectors,  but  in 
employing  as  Inspectors  men  who  had 
worked  in  the  mines  themselves.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  given  the  most 
careful  consideration  to  discovering  com- 
petent men  who  had  passed  their  lives 
as  working  miners  for  the  position  of 
Inspectors.  Five  had  already  been  ap- 
pointed, and  two  more  would  shortly  be 
appointed,  making  altogether  seven  ad- 
ditional Mine  Inspectors  appointed  from 
the  ranks  of  the  working  miners.  He 
quite  a^eed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth — and  he  would  express  the 
same  opinion — that  it  would  be  criminal 
negligence  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  show  any  laxity  in  the  inspec- 
tion of  mines;  and  he  was  quite  sure 
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that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  would 
not  sanction  the  slightest  diminution  of 
the  vigilance  now  employed.  With 
reference  to  the  inspection  of  slate  quar- 
ries in  North  Wales,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Beaumaris  (Mr. 
Morgan  Lloyd)  knew  perfectly  well 
that  there  was  a  legal  difficulty  in  the 
case.  The  difficulty  was  that,  as  quar- 
ries were  frequently  worked  above 
ground,  they  were  not  technically  and 
legally  mines,  and  there  might  be  a 
difficulty  as  to  the  power  of  appointing 
Mine  Lispectors  for  what  were  not 
legally  and  technically  mines.  Some 
slate  quarries  were  driven  underground, 
and  in  that  case  the  question  might  not 
arise;  but,  as  the  work  of  a  quarry 
was  attended  with  great  danger,  whe- 
ther above  or  underground,  the  quarry- 
men  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  pro- 
tection. If  the  Government  saw  their 
way  to  makingappointments  of  Inspec- 
tors for  the  Welsh  quarries  without 
legislation  they  woiild  do  so ;  and,  if  not, 
legislation  must  be  sought  for  for  that 
purpose.  With  regard  to  the  Fishery 
Inspectors,  he  thought  that  all  must 
agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk)  that 
very  great  advantage  had  arisen  from 
the  legislation  under  which  fishery  in- 
spection was  begun.  Hon.  Members 
would  be  aware  what  the  inspection  of 
the  fisheries  had  accomplished  in  refer- 
ence to  the  price  of  salmon.  In  fact, 
the  reason  why  salmon  had  not  become 
an  almost  extinct  article  of  food  in  this 
country  was  the  legislation  which  had 
been  applied  to  it.  He  would  desire 
not  to  decrease,  but  to  increase,  that 
branch  of  the  Public  Service ;  and  he 
might  say  that  the  Secretary  of  Slate 
had  under  consideration  a  plan,  sub- 
mitted in  the  Eeport  of  the  Trawling 
Commission,  for  extending  to  England 
— and,  he  presumed,  to  Ireland — the 
great  benefits  that  had  resulted  to  Scot- 
land from  the  institution  of  the  Fishery 
Board — ^not  by  establishing  additional 
Boards,  but  by  extending  the  powers  of 
the  existing  Board.  The  Fishery  Board, 
so  far  as  England  was  concerned,  would 
have  increased  powers,  so  as  largely  to 
increase  the  efficiency  of  their  public 
work.  With  respect  to  the  Suitary 
Inspectors  in  the  Metropolis,  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  by  his  hoa. 
Friend  the   Member   for    Stoke   (Mr, 
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Broadhurst),  he  might  say  that  they 
were  not  under  the  control  of  the  Home 
Office,  but  were  appointed  by  the  Local 
Authorities. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH  said,  that 
the  Committee,  no  doubt,  would  be  very 
well  satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department;  but 
he  thought  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  himself  had  been 
present  on  that  occasion.  Many  hon. 
Members  recollected  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  at 
Oxford,  some  years  ago,  in  which  he 
ridiculed  altogether  the  system  of  in- 
spection, and,  coining  a  new  phrase, 
spoke  of  the  Inspector  vastator.  He  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  did  not  endorse  those 
opinions  of  his  Chief,  though  he  wished 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  him- 
self been  in  his  place. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  He  has  a  very 
important  engagement. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  had 
not  intended  to  imply  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  otherwise  profitably 
engaged.  He  had  simply  expressed  his 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  absent  at  that  particular  moment. 
Hon.  Members  must  have  in  their  minds 
the  very  strong  language  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the  system 
of  inspection ;  andhe  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth), 
therefore,  was  very  glad  to  know  that 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  now  re- 
presented the  views  of  the  Home  De- 
partment. While  not  desirous  of  at  all 
diminishing  the  importance  of  the  in- 
spection of  workshops,  he  thought  there 
was  a  marked  distinction  between  the 
inspection  of  mines,  where  human  life 
was  concerned,  and  that  of  workshops, 
and  he  thought  that  the  increase  of  mine 
inspection  was  of  primary  necessity. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  observations 
of  the  Dnder  Secretary  of  State  in  re- 
ference to  the  inspection  of  fisheries ; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  question 
which  it  was  necessary  to  enlarge  upon. 
The  legislation  which  took  place  some 
20  or  25  years  ago  had  undoubtedly  had 
the  most  beneficial  effect,  and  he  thought 
the  country  generally  was  much  indebted 
to  the  Fishery  Inspectors  for  the  in- 
dustry and  ability  with  which  they  had 
discharged    their   duties,   and  for  the 
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valuable  information  which  they  had 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament. 
He  trusted  that  their  work  would  be 
carried  still  further,  and  supplemented 
by  the  establishment  of  a  fish  market, 
and  that  a  more  easy  mode  of  distribut- 
ing the  riches  of  the  sea  might,  before 
long,  be  made  available  for  the  com- 
munity at  large. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  it  would 
have  been  more  convenient  if  the  Com- 
mittee could  have  discussed  thi§  Vote 
at  a  time  when  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  could  have 
been  in  his  place.  He  accepted,  with- 
out qualification,  the  interjection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  otherwise  engaged  upon 
important  business ;.  but  he  thought 
that  the  first  duty  of  a  Minister  of  State 
was  to  the  House,  and  especially  when 
the  Estimates  had  been  so  arranged 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  known  that  the  Home  Office 
Vote  would  come  on  the  moment  the 
Questions  were  over.  In  fact,  the  ab- 
sence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
noticed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  at  the  time  he  rose  to 
address  the  Committee.  The  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  was  not,  at  the  moment,  in 
his  usual  seat,  but  was  engaged  in  an 
animated  conversation  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill).  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
able  as  he  was — and  he  would  say  be- 
fore his  face  what  he  had  said  behind 
his  back — that  he  was  the  best  Under 
Secretary  the  country  had  possessed  for 
a  long  time — was,  nevertheless,  scarcely 
able  to  give  as  authoritative  a  reply  to 
the  various  questions  which  had  been 
raised  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State,  if  he  had  been  pre- 
sent. He  (Mr.  Warton)  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  an  item  in  this  Vote  of 
£9,000,  which  appeared  to  be  a  sort  of 
fixed  annual  amount  for  special  inqui- 
ries, with  reference  to  the  power  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  under  a  recent  Sta- 
tute, to  send  criminal  lunatics  to  an 
asylum.  He  was  disposed  to  imagine 
that  this  item  included  such  fees  as 
were  payable  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  surgeons  who 
might,  from  time  to  time,  be  sent  by 
him  to  make  inquiry  into  the  question 
of  the  sanity  of  an  individual  against 
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whom  a  criminal  charge  was  preferred. 
He  was  quite  sure  the  Committee  would 
recollect  that,  some  time  ago,  a  case 
occurred  which  somewhat  startled  the 
country.  It  was  the  case  of  a  young  man 
— a  sailor — who  went  to  a  house  in  the 
East  End  of  London  in  the  night  time, 
and  murdered  his  sweetheart.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  that  all  through  the  pro- 
tracted preliminary  inquiry  before  the 
magistrates,  there  was  no  hint  given  as 
to  any  question  being  likely  to  be  raised 
hereafter  as  to  the  sanity  of  the  accused 
person.  He  was  duly  committed  for 
trial,  and  at  that  moment,  in  the  eye  of 
the  law,  he  was  presumptuously  an  in- 
nocent man  until  found  guilty  by  a 
jury.  Just  before  the  trial  came  on, 
when  the  learned  Judge — Baron  Hud- 
dleston — was  expecting  to  try  him,  the 
young  man  was  removed,  by  order  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum  at  Broadmoor.  This 
was  done  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Warton) 
did  not  pretend  to  say  that  anything 
was  done  in  contravention  of  the  Act, 
nor  did  he  dispute  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  exercised  his  discretionary  power 
in  a  perfectly  proper  and  legal  manner. 
His  (Mr.  Warton's)  object  in  raising 
the  question  was  to  set  the  public  mind 
at  rest  as  to  this  peculiar  and  excep- 
tional jurisdiction,  because  its  exercise 
was  likely  to  arouse  public  suspicion 
that,  in  particular  cases,  a  criminal 
might  be  spirited  away  and  prevented 
from  undergoing  a  trial,  by  asserting 
that  he  was  insane.  He  did  not  know 
whether  any  suspicion  would  arise  in 
this  country ;  but  there  had  been  cases 
in  another  country,  where  suspicions 
had  been  aroused  in  the  public  mind  as 
to  the  fairness  with  which  the  law  was 
administered,  and  where  every  proceed- 
ing in  connection  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  was  regarded  with  a  cri- 
tical eye.  It  was  alleged  that  Dublin 
Castle  was  a  sink  of  iniquity;  and  there 
might  be  a  suspicion  aroused  that  offi- 
cials connected  with  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment might  avail  themselves  of  the 
powers  conferred  by  this  Statute,  in 
order  to  remove  a  person  charged  with 
a  criminal  offence,  whose  trial  might  be 
inconvenient  to  them.  There  was  an- 
other point.  Apart  altogether  from  any 
public  suspicion  of  something  unfair 
having  taken  place,  or  from  any  idea  of 
an  injustice  being  committed  by  means 
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of  this  power  granted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  assuming  the  perfect  im- 
partiality of  the  official,  there  was  still 
another  point  to  which  the  Government 
might  direct  their  attention — namely, 
that  the  state  of  the  law  was,  neverthe- 
less, still  imsatisfactory  in  another  re- 
spect. The  old  mode  of  procedure,  in 
the  case  of  a  man  who  was  believed  to 
be  insane,  was  to  try  the  question  of 
sanity  first,  and  ascertain  whether  the 
man  was  sane  enough  to  be  allowed  to 
plead.  That  was  the  old  Constitutional 
method.  If  it  was  alleged  that  a  man 
was  not  sane  enough  to  plead  upon  his 
trial,  that  question  was  first  tried  by 
the  jury,  apart  altogether  from  the 
question  whether  he  had  committed  the 
crime  of  which  he  was  charged.  This, 
however,  was  the  case  of  a  man  who,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  was  innocent,  be- 
cause he  had  not  been  tried  and  found 
guilty.  This  peculiar  Statute  Law,  al- 
though, no  doubt,  perfectly  legal,  was 
highly  objectionable,  and  seemed  to  him 
to  conflict  with  the  whole  principle  of 
the  general  law.  He  should,  therefore, 
have  liked  to  hear  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  himself  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  remedy  the 
anomaly  which  now  existed,  and  to  re- 
turn to  the  old  Constitutional  mode  of 
trying  by  a  jury  the  question  of  a  man's 
sanity.  Such  a  course  would  effectively 
get  rid  of  any  suspicion  of  unfairness 
in  the  public  mind.  He  was,  there- 
fore, sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  his  place.  In  spite  of 
the  explanation  given  in  Court  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  G^nend,  ia 
answer  to  the  questions  of  the  Judge, 
the  recent  case  had  left  a  very  uneasy 
impression  upon  the  public  mind. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  question 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
before  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  interposed  with 
another  subject  which  had  not  previously 
been  before  the  Committee.  He  woold, 
therefore,  return  again  to  the  subject  of 
the  inspection  of  factories  and  work- 
shops. He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
policy  of  the  Home  Office,  that  the  In- 
spectors appointed  should  be  men  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  work  they 
were  called  on  to  inspect,  and  who, 
either  as  working  men,  or  in  any  othtf 
capacity,  had  acquired  practical  know* 
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ledge,  and  wero  properly  fitted  to  carry 
out  the  intentions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  rather  afraid  that  in 
former  days  these  matters  were  not  very 
much  taken  into  consideration.  There 
had  been  a  disposition  to  appoint  highly- 
paid  officers,  very  respectable  men  in 
their  way,  but  who  had  had  no  previous 
training  to  qualify  them  for  the  inspec- 
tion of  mines.  He  noticed  that  in  the 
Vote  upon  which  the  Committee  were 
now  engaged,  there  wero  among  these 
highly-paid  Inspectors  no  less  than 
three  gentlemen  who  were  receiving 
pensions  from  Army  and  Navy  funds. 
One  Inspector  of  Factories  and  Work- 
shops received  a  pension  of  £184  10«. 
as  a  retired  Commander  in  the  Eoyal 
Navy;  another  received  a  pension  of 
£155  2».  6d.  as  a  retired  Commander  in 
the  Royal  Navy ;  and  a  third  received 
a  pension  of  £200  from  Army  funds. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  if  they  were 
obliged  to  go  to  retired  Army  and  Navy 
officers  in  order  to  fill  up  appointments 
of  this  kind,  the  only  justification  would 
be  that  the  rule  which  existed  in  many 
Departments  should  be  mad^  to  apply 
here,  and  that  while  an  officer  was  re- 
ceiving full  pay  in  connection  with  one 
office,  the  pension  he  had  been  receiving 
should  be  absorbed  for  the  time  being. 
He  did  not  find,  from  the  present  Vote, 
that  there  was  any  such  arrangement 
in  regard  to  the  Inspectors  of  Mines  or 
Factories ;  but  as  regarded  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Explosives,  he  found  that  that 
gentleman  was  entitled  to  a  pension  of 
£300  a-year,  but  he  did  not  draw  it 
while  holding  his  present  employment. 
It  struck  him  that  that  was  altogether 
a  proper  arrangement ;  and  he  thought 
it  should  be  laid  down,  as  a  fixed  rule, 
that  while  an  officer  was  enjoying  full 
pay  in  connection  with  one  Department, 
he  should  not  receive  any  pension  he 
was  entitled  to  from  another,  but  that 
while  in  active  employment  and  full 
pay,  the  pension  should  be  absorbed. 
In  this  particular  case,  these  highly- 
paid  Inspectors  were  now  receiving  sala- 
ries varying  from  £300  to  £700  a-year, 
and  were  at  the  same  time  receiving 
pensions  from  Army  and  Navy  funds. 
What  would  be  the  consequence  ?  These 
gentlemen  must  have  been  men  of 
middle  age  before  they  received  Army 
and  Navy  pensions.  Li  the  course  of  a 
few  years  they  would,  therefore,  be 
8ap6rannaate4)   and  then   the^  would 


not  only  receive  their  Army  and  Navy 
pensions,  but  a  further  pension  fixed 
according  to  the  salary  paid  to  them 
under  this  Vote.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  had 
strongly  urged  the  appointment  of  a 
considerable  number  of  additional  In- 
spectors. He  (Mr.  Eylands)  was  not 
going  to  express  any  opinion  upon  that 
point.  The  Home  Office  would  have  to 
consider  the  question  carefully ;  and  if 
there  were  to  be  any  additional  Inspectors, 
there  ought  to  be  a  re-arrangement  of 
the  office,  in  order  to  prevent  the  neces- 
sity of  having  a  number  of  highly-paid 
officials,  and  of  having  instead  a  larger 
number  of  suitable  men  with  personal 
training  and  technical  knowledge,  at  a 
moderate  rate  of  pay.  He  ventured  to 
throw  out  these  suggestions,  in  the  hope 
that  they  might  be  of  some  service  in 
keeping  down  the  expenses  of  the  De- 
partment. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  whether  the 
inspection  of  burial  grounds  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  Scotland  ?  He  put 
the  question  on  account  of  some  recent 
cases  which  had  occurred  in  which  the 
rules  of  decency  appeared  to  have  been 
violated.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Inspectors  of  Burial  Grounds  had 
anything  to  do  with  Scotland,  in  seeing 
that  the  rules  were  observed  which 
were  laid  down  in  order  to  insure  de- 
cency and  to  prevent  overcrowding  in 
burial  grounds  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he  be- 
lieved  that  Inspectors  of  Burial  Grounds 
were  not  appointed  for  Scotland.  The 
matter  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Supervision,  who  appointed  their  own 
officials.  In  a  recent  case  in  which 
complaint  had  been  made,  the  matter 
was  considered  by  the  Board,  and  not 
by  the  Home  Office. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  informed  the  Committee  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
absent  during  the  discussion  of  the  Vote 
for  the  expenses  of  his  own  Office,  on 
account  of  an  important  engagement 
elsewhere.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  trusted 
it  would  not  be  considered  that  he  was 
exceeding  his  province  if  he  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  important  engagement 
might  soon  terminate,  because  he  enter- 
tained the  opinion  that  the  Vote  was 
not  likely  to  be  passed  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  present.   Although 
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he  fully  admitted  the  ability  and  good 
intentions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
subordinates,  there  were  certain  ques- 
tions which  could  not  be  satisfactoriJy 
answered  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
absence.  Certainly,  no  lack  of  energy 
had  been  displayed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  who  had,  according  to 
his  custom,  replied  to  the  observations 
which  had  been  made  in  a  very  sympa- 
thetic manner,  but,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  pardon  the  liberty  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  took  in  making  the  remark,  in 
a  manner  that  was  very  little  to  the 
point.  The  intelligent  working  man, 
when  he  read  the  debate  to-morrow, 
would  be  puzzled  to  find  any  ground 
for  the  opinion  that  his  position  would 
be  practically  improved  by  anything 
which  had  taken  place  that  evening. 
They  had  heard  a  good  deal  about 
the  inspection  of  factories  and  work- 
shops and  mines ;  but  he  had  not 
gatnered  from  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  promised  any 
improvement  on  any  of  the  points  which 
had  been  raised.  He  had  noticed  lately 
a  report  that  there  was  an  intention  in 
England  of  appointing  a  certain  number 
of  working  men  to  act  as  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  His  own  opinion  was  that  it 
would  be  a  more  practical  step  towards 
improving  the  relations  between  the 
working  men  and  the  law  than  any  ad- 
dition to  the  number  of  Inspectors  of 
Mines.  He  should  like  to  know  from 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  if  the 
Home  Department  had  used  any  in- 
fluence in  that  direction  ?  He  believed 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  was  in  a  position  to  bring 
considerable  influence  to  bear  upon  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  of  counties,  and  upon 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  most 
desirable  that  the  working  classes  should 
be  represented  on  the  Bench.  The  work- 
ing man  was  really  quite  as  intelligent 
as  those  who  administered  the  law  at 
present,  and  in  many  instances  their 
education  was  in  no  respect  inferior. 
He  should  like  to  know  irom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  was  willing  to 
lend  the  weight  of  his  influence  to  the 
bringing  about  of  such  an  improvement 
of  the  relations  between  the  working 
men  and  the  laws  of  the  country,  as 
would  result  from  the  appointment  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  intelligent  and  edu- 
cated working  men  to  co-operate  with 
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the  Justices  on  the  Bench  in  Petty  Ses- 
sions ?  Some  reference  had  been  made 
to  the  question  of  fisheries.  He  did  not 
yield  to  anyone  in  his  admiration  of  the 
respectable  and  distinguished  gentleman 
who  held  the  office  of  Inspector  of  Fish- 
eries; but  he  thought  it  would  have 
been  well  if  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  instead  of  a  grave  statement  as 
to  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  salmon, 
had  given  the  Committee  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  functions  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries.  He  was  of  opinion  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  more 
closely  than  he  appeared  to  have  done 
into  that  matter,  he  would  not  be  so  con- 
fident as  to  the  degree  in  which  the 
public  had  ground  for  congratulating 
themselves  as  to  the  present  condition 
of  the  salmon  fisheries  and  the  favour- 
able result  of  recent  legislation.  Those 
were  matters  for  argument,  but  he  did 
not  propose  to  argue  them  now.  What 
he  really  wished  to  ascertain  was  how 
much  power  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries 
could  exercise  over  Boards  of  Conser- 
vancy. He  would  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  representing  the  Home  Office 
would  inform  him  what  had  been  done 
in  that  regard.  And  he  also  wished  to 
learn  whether  the  Department  in  Eng- 
land was  in  a  similar  position  to  that  of 
the  Department  in  Ireland — whether 
the  Inspectors  had  the  right  to  give  a 
sort  of  motherly  advice,  without  press- 
ing it  or  being  able  to  enforce  it  ?  The 
condition  of  the  Statute  in  operation  in 
Ireland  was  such  that  it  would  seem 
that  anyone  could  break  or  keep  it  at 
pleasure.  He  had  already  expressed 
his  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment was  not  in  his  place  when  this 
Vote,  which  related  to  me  Department 
over  which  he  presided,  was  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  he  must  do  so  again,  be- 
cause his  hon.  Friend  near  nim  had 
drawn  attention  to  a  subject  which 
had  not  been  replied  upon,  and  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  himself  had  several  questions 
to  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which 
could  not  be  answered  in  the  absence  of 
the  responsible  Minister.  The  first  < 
tioti  he  had  to  ask  was — what  had  ] 
the  result  of  the  official  inquiry  made 
in  reference  to  the  late  explosion  in  one 
of  the  rooms  at  the  Admiralty  Office? 
It  had  been  noticed  by  hon.  GentlemeD 
on  those  Benches  and  others,  for  some 
years,  that,  whenever  an  exploeioi  oc* 
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ourred  under  eome  circumstances  in  Eng- 
land, the  English  Press  at  once  flew  to 
the  conclusion — first,  that  the  explosion 
had  been  caused  by  a  wilful  act;  se- 
condly, that  an  Irishman  was  responsi- 
ble for  it ;  and,  thirdly,  that  it  proceeded 
from  political  motives.  Now,  imme- 
diately the  fact  became  known  that  there 
had  been  the  explosion  at  the  Admiralty 
to  which  he  was  referring,  the  London 
Press  concluded  that  it  was  the  work  of 
an  Irishman.  However,  not  many  days 
elapsed  before  the  theory  with  regard  to 
it  was,  so  far  as  the  London  Press  was 
concerned,  altogether  abandoned,  and 
no  more  was  heard  either  about  politics 
or  Ireland  in  connection  with  it.  Again, 
it  turned  out  that  a  fragment  of  clock- 
work had  been  found  in  the  office  where 
the  explosion  had  occurred,  and  the  fact 
-was  at  once  taken  as  a  positive  proof 
that  the  act  was  a  wilfid  one;  but  it 
having  been  ascertained  that  the  frag- 
ment of  machinery  in  question  formed 
part  of  an  American  clock  which  for- 
merly stood  on  the  mantelpiece  in  the 
room,  and,  further,  it  having  been  shown 
that  there  had  recently  been  a  number 
of  experiments  with  explosives,  and  that 
some  of  the  instruments  had  been  in 
the  room,  that  theory  was  also  aban- 
doned. Now,  what  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  complained  of  was  that  Colonel 
Majendie,  the  Government  Inspector  of 
Explosives,  having  been  sent  down  to 
the  Admiralty  Office  to  make  an  exami- 
nation, the  official  Report  of  that  gen- 
tleman had  been  smothered  and  never 
communicated  to  the  public.  In  former 
caaes,  they  had  had  the  advantage  of 
knowing  what  was  the  view  of  the  cir- 
cumstances taken  by  the  authorities; 
whatever  might  have  been  the  conclusion 
formed  by  Colonel  Majendie,  the  public 
were  allowed  to  know  it.  But,  in  this 
case,  they  had  not  been  allowed  to  hear 
the  conclusion  arrived  at ;  and  he  said  it 
was  essential  that  it  should  be  made 
known,  because  it  was  reported  that  the 
official  in  whose  room  the  explosion  oc- 
curred was  extremely  unpopular  with 
his  subordinates,  and  that  the  explosion 
might  be  traced  to  that  fact.  It  was 
most  desirable  that  these  statements 
should  be  dealt  with  in  one  way  or 
another,  and  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  allowed  to  know  what, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  authorities,  was 
the  real  cause  of  the  explosion  at  the 
Admiralty,    and    that    hon.    Members 
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should  be  able  to  decide  upon  the  facts. 
Before  this  discussion  terminated,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  would  certainly  re- 
quire from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  or  from  some 
other  person  qualified  to  reply,  a  full 
explanation  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  because  it  was  impossible  that  Irish 
Members  could  remain  in  their  places 
silent  while  imputations  were  made 
broadcast  against  their  countrymen, 
and.  while,  at  the  same  time,  the  offi- 
cial conclusions  were  cloaked  and  with- 
held from  the  House  and  the  public. 
He  would  again  say  that  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  from  his  place 
on  that  occasion  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
he  was  under  an  important  engagement 
elsewhere  ;  but  he  would  venture  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  that  engagement  would 
terminate  as  speedily  as  possible,  be- 
cause he  held  the  opinion  that  the  at- 
tendance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  present 
occasion  did  not  yield  in  importance  to 
any  other  appointment.  The  second 
question  he  had  to  ask  was— what  was 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  reference  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly,  of  Boston,  U.S.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  raised  this  question 
in  the  House  some  time  ago,  on  an  occa- 
sion when  the  facilities  for  discussion 
were  restricted  from  the  Chair ;  but  he 
had  not  been  able  to  gather,  either  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  or 
from  the  report  which  appeared  in  the 
public  Press  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reply  to  his  statement,  what  was 
the  precise  position  taken  up  by  the 
British  Government  on  the  question  of 
the  right  of  ingpress  of  persons  into 
Canada.  He  was  not  willing  to  assent 
to  the  view  which  had  been  set  forth. 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly  had  been  convicted 
many  years  ago  of  a  political  offence  in 
Ireland ;  he  was  at  the  time  a  member 
of  a  political  organization ;  he  was  con- 
victed and  sentenced  to  penal  servitude ; 
he  made  his  escape  from  penal  servitude 
in  a  conspicuously  daring  manner,  and 
went  to  America,  where,  not  very  long 
afterwards,  he  reached  a  high  and  re- 
spected position  as  a  literary  man.  It 
appeared  that,  at  the  request  of  his  coun- 
trymen in  Canada,  he  desired  to  attend 
a  meeting  in  Montreal  on  St.  Patrick's 
Day,  and  that  he  was  unable  to  do  so, 
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because  the  Government  of  Canada— the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice— could  not  guarantee  that  he  would 
be  able  to  visit  Canada  unmolested.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  reminded  the  Committee 
that  all  the  other  persons,  civilians  and' 
soldiers,  who  were  convicted  together  with 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Eeilly,  had  long  ago  been 
set  at  liberty.  A  period  of  amnesty  came, 
and  wise  men  were  willing  to  forget 
what  had  taken  place.     But  Mr.  Boyle 
0*Reilly  before  that  time  had  eflfected 
his  escape  from  penal  servitude,    and 
that,  it  would  seem,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, was  fatal  to  him ;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  no  doubt  thought  Mr. 
Boyle  O'Reilly  ought  to  be  shut  up  for 
a  very  long  period.     At  any  rate,  the 
Government  objected  to  his  proceeding 
to  Montreal.     Now,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Home  Office,  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  one  would  be  dis- 
posed to  infer  from  a  letter  written  in 
his  name  by  Mr.  Godfrey  Lushington, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  took  upon 
himself  to  interfere  with  the  Canadian 
Government  in  the  exercise  of  its  dis- 
cretion in  matters  of  this  kind  ?    Sir 
John  Macdonald,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Canada,  and  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
had  applied  to  the  English  Government 
to  know  whether  Mr.  O'Reilly's  ingress 
into  Canada  should  be  forbidden ;  and 
it  was  understood  that  the  persons  who 
waited  on  the  Canadian  Prime  Minister 
were  informed  that  he  had  no  objection 
to  Mr.  O'Reilly's  visiting  Canada.     That 
being  so,  he  wanted  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
stand  up  in  bis  place  and  tell  the  Com- 
mittee   frankly    that    the    Department 
over  which  he  presided  at  home  would 
not  interfere  with  the  free  exercise  of 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  with  regard  to  the  in- 
gress into    Canada   and    free    passage 
there  of  so  eminent   a  citizen   of  the 
United  States  of  America  as  Mr.  Boyle 
O'Reilly  ?    He  was  not  aware  that  there 
existed,  either  in  common  sense  or  in 
public  policy,  any  shadow  of  a  reason 
for  the  Government  pursuing  towards 
this  gentleman  a  course  evidently  vin- 
dictive, but  weak  and  purposeless  in  the 
last  degree,  and  therefore  he  awaited 
with  considerable  interest  the  reply  of 
the  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown 
upon  this  subject.     Passing  from  that, 
ho  came  to  his  third  question,  which 

Mr,  Sexton 


related  to  the  case  of  John  Ryan,  of 
Bradford,  an  Irishman.     In  that  case 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
taken  a  course  which,  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  able  to  say,  had  his  entire  approval. 
The  individual  in  question  was  tried 
last  March  on  a  charge  of  assaulting 
the  police  ;  three  constables,  including, 
no  doubt,  the  constable  upon  whom  the 
assault  was  committed,  were  examined 
at  the  trial ;  these  swore  that  Ryan  had 
committed  the  assault ;  but  the  man,  on 
the  contrary,  protested  his  innocence, 
and,  moreover,  declared  to  the  Bench 
that  he  was  in  Ireland  at  the  time  of 
the  assault.      The  man,  however,  was 
sentenced  to  16  months'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour.     Now,  he  had  been 
curious  to  ascertain  in  what  way  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
been  induced  to  move  in  this  case ;  but 
all  that  he  had  been  able  to  learn  was, 
as  appeared  in  a  paragraph  in  the  pubhc 
Press,  that,  fortunately  for  John  Ryau,he 
had  friends  in  Ireland  who  had  obtained 
his  release.     But  there  were  other  men 
than  John  Ryan  who  had  friends  in 
Ireland  and  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
although  neither  the  one  nor  the  other 
had  been  able  to  obtain  an  inquiry  in 
their  behalf.    He  was  disposed  to  think, 
from  what  had  been  done  in  the  case  of 
John  Ryan,  that  if  the  same  principle 
had  been  extended  more  widely  to  Ire- 
land, they  would  have  seen  much  more 
satisfactory  results  produced  than  were 
visible  there  at  the  present  time.     With 
regard  to  this  case  he  would  ask,  first 
of  all,  on  what  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proceeded  ?    The  subject 
had  already   been  mentioned  in    tiiat 
House,  and  it  would  be  a  guide  and  an 
instruction  to  himself  and  to  his  hon. 
Friends  to  learn  what  was  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
bringing  forward  of  similar  cases  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  what  had  been 
the  method  pursued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  case  of  John  Ryan. 
He  believed  that,  amongst  the  facts  es- 
tablished, one  was  that  the  man  who 
did  commit  the  assault  on  the  police  was 
at  the  present  moment  in  America,  and 
another  that  when  the  assault  was  com- 
mitted in  the  town  of  Bradford  the  man 
charged  with   it  was  in    Ireland.     Of 
course,  when  those  things  were  estab- 
libhod,   the  right  hon.   Gentleman  tho 
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Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  no  other  course  open  to  him 
than  that  of  releasing  Eyan.  As  he 
had  said  before,  he  was  of  course  satis- 
fied with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done  in  this  matter,  and  his  only 
regret  was  that  he  had  not  acted  in  the 
sajne  manner  in  respect  of  other  cases. 
It  was  well  known  that  there  were  many 
cases  in  England  in  which  persons,  es- 
pecially Irishmen,  were  suffering  for 
acts  of  which  there  was  a  strong  pre- 
sumption they  were  not  guilty ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
what  was  the  principle  on  which  the 
Home  Office  dealt  with  those  cases,  it 
would  be  a  useful  guide  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  future  with  regard  to  matters  of 
the  kind.  They  had  endeavoured  in 
every  way  to  re-open  certain  criminal 
oases,  and  to  obtain  a  revision  of  sen- 
tences passed  in  the  Criminal  Courts; 
hut  the  result  of  their  endeavours  had 
been  such  as  to  cause  them  to  despair. 
ELis  object  in  appealing  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  to  obtain  for  Irish 
Members  a  correct  idea  of  the  method 
on  which  the  Home  Office  proceeded, 
because  whatever  had  been  the  method 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  case  of  John 
Kyan,  whatever  the  inducement  which 
had  led  to  the  revision  and,  practically, 
the  re-opening  of  the  case, .  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
hon.  Members  on  those  Benches  had 
brought  forward  reasons  as  cogent  in 
other  cases,  over  and  over  again. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
ho  should  have  great  pleasure  in  telling 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
what  was  the  course  which  the  Home 
Office  pursued  in  these  cases.  He  re- 
gretted, however,  that  he  had  received 
no  Notice  that  the  case  of  John  Ryan 
would  be  brought  forward  on  this  Vote, 
because  he  was  unable  to  recall  the 
particulars  of  it  at  the  moment.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  cases 
of  alleged  improper  conviction  were  so 
rare,  that  he  would  be  able  easily  to 
remember  the  circumstances ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
assured  him  that  they  occurred — he  was 
going  to  say  almost  daily — certainly 
every  week,  and  he  had  them  almost 
constantly  before  him.  He  was,  there- 
fore, sorry  to  say  that,  not  being  able  to 
carry  every  case  in  his  memory  and  the 
particulars  relating  to  it,  he  had  no 
special  recollection  of  the  case  of  John 


Ryan.  But  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  it  had  been  brought  before 
him  in  the  same  way  that  scores  and 
hundreds  of  similar  cases  came  under 
his  notice,  and  he  so  far  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  as  to  be  able  to  say  that 
very  much  of  tener  than  one  could  wish 
errors  did  take  place  in  convictions,  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  England ;  and  so 
strongly  was  his  mind  satisfied  on  that 
point,  that  he  never  allowed  a  case  to 
pass  by  without  his  own  personal  ex- 
amination of  the  evidence.  If  any  case 
like  that  of  John  Ryan  came  before 
him,  and,  from  internal  evidence  or 
from  the  allegations  of  persons  of  credit, 
there  appeared  to  his  mind  reason  to 
doubt  the  correctness  of  the  conviction, 
it  had,  of  course,  his  attention,  and  it 
was  allowed  to  be  proved  that  the  charge 
was  unfounded  ;  but,  apart  from  that,  if 
it  should  be  set  forth  that  there  were 
circumstances  which  cast  doubt  on  the 
identity  of  the  persons  concerned,  he 
gave,  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  do  so, 
the  whole  of  his  attention  to  the  case. 
But  not  only  that ;  these  oases,  of  course, 
involved  a  good  deal  of  conflicting  testi- 
mony, and  he  had  found  it  extremely 
useful  to  ask  the  Solicitor  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  go  down  to  the  spot  and  examine 
the  surrounding  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  and  his  examination  often  resulted 
in  establishing  the  innocence  of  con- 
victed persons.  The  case  was  in  this 
way  submitted  to  a  number  of  different 
minds,  and  if  the  matter  appeared  to 
require  it,  the  opinion  was  asked  of 
legal  persons  on  the  spot.  Then,  he 
very  often  consulted  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown ;  there  was  a  case  before  him 
now  which  caused  him  the  greatest 
anxiety,  and  he  had  asked  the  opinion 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Colleagues  with 
regard  to  it.  He  was  always  desirous 
of  getting  such  opinion,  not  as  an  offi- 
cial opinion,  but  as  an  opinion  upon  a 
case  put  by  him  personally;  and,  finally,  he 
was  glad  to  receive  assistance  in  mat- 
ters of  the  kind  from  any  other  source. 
He*  had  now  stated  the  practice  of  the 
Home  Office,  and  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  that  it  was  among  the 
most  responsible  duties  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  examine  into  any  real  allegation 
of  the  miscarriage  of  justice  in  cases  of 
this  kind.  He  assured  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  was  quite  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  any  question  relating  to  alleged 
wrongful  conviction  would  remain  uu- 
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answered  by  him  in  that  Honse.  But, 
as  he  had  already  pointed  out,  there  were 
scores  of  such  cases  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  never  heard  of,  which  never  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press,  but  of  which 
the  investigation  formed  part  of  the  daily 
business  at  the  Home  Office,  and  was 
regarded  by  himself  as  necessary  to  the 
proper  administration  of  justice.  One 
of  the  chief  causes  of  these  miscarriages 
of  justice  was  that  many  of  the  persons 
convicted  were  poor  and,  consequently, 
unable  to  get  evidence  and  employ  pro- 
fessional men  to  place  the  facts  before 
the  jury  in  such  a  way  as  to  establish 
their  innocence.  With  reference  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Boyle  O'Eeilly,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  given 
him  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  it 
forward,  because  he  would  have  liked 
to  look  into  the  papers  relating  to  it. 
He,  however,  felt  convinced  that  he  had 
never  interfered  in  this  matter  with  the 
discretion  of  the  Canadian  Gk)vernment; 
he  had  no  recollection  whatever  of 
doing  so,  and  it  was  extremely  improba- 
ble that  he  should  have  done  anything  of 
the  kind.  What  he  had  been  asked  to 
do  was  to  allow  O'Reilly  to  come  to  the 
United  Kingdom.  [Mr.  Sexton:  Or 
Canada.]  He  felt  sure  that  he  had 
never  suggested  to  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  or  should  not 
admit  him;  he  had  no  such  intention, 
and  if  he  had  done  so,  he  certainly  now 
retracted  it  at  once.  A  sort  of  semi- 
official application  had  been  made  to 
him  to  say  whether  there  was  any  ob- 
jection to  Mr.  O'Reilly  coming  to  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that,  owing  to  that  invincible  igno- 
rance with  which  he  was  twitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  on  a  former  occasion,  he  in- 
quired who  Mr.  O'Reilly  was,  and  he 
was  informed  that  he  was  a  Fenian  who 
had  escaped  from  a  convict  prison.  The 
hon.  Member  described  the  escape  as  a 
conspicuously  daring  one,  and  seemed 
to  think  it  was,  so  to  speak,  a  feather  in 
Mr.  O'Reilly's  cap.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  hon.  Member  holding  that  opi- 
nion ;  but  it  would  not  do  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
to  do  so.  He  did  not  hold  the  opinion  him- 
self.  The  hon.  Member  had  also  referred 
to  several  other  persons,  companions  of 
O'Reilly  in  prison,  who  had  since  been 
amnested,  and  argued  that  therefore  Mr.  I 
O'Reilly  ought  not  to  remain  under  any  ! 

Siv  jniliam  Harcourt 


disability.  But  he  would  point  out  that 
those  persons  who  had  been  amnested 
had  remained  in  prison  for  five  or  six 
years,  and  the  Government  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  place  in  the  same  posi- 
tion with  them  a  man  who  had  been  out 
of  prison  and  enjoying  himself  during 
that  time.  The  other  prisoners  bad  un- 
dergone their  punishment,  and  it  was 
felt  that  a  prisoner  who  escaped  was 
not  entitled  to  the  same  treatment  as 
those  who  remained  in  prison  until  they 
were  released.  He  believed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  attributed  his 
(Sir  William  Harcourt' s)  action  in  this 
matter  to  literary  jealousy.  But  he  en* 
tirely  denied  that,  because  Mr.  O'Reilly, 
he  understood,  was  a  poet,  and  upon 
that  walk  of  Art  he  had  never  entered. 
He  begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  had  no  literary  jealousy  of  Mr. 
Boyle  O'Reilly,  or  any  indirect  feeling 
vriik  regard  to  his  case  whatever.  All 
he  knew  was  that  Mr.  O'Reilly  was  a 
convict,  and  he  did  not  at  the  time  con- 
sider whether  he  was  a  Fenian  or  an 
Irishman.  He  had  simply  proceeded  on 
the  principle  that  a  person  who  had 
escaped  from  prison  ought  not  to  be 
given  a  special  licence  to  go  to  Ireland, 
and  he  should  have  acted  with  regard  to 
anyone  in  a  similar  position  in  precisely 
the  same  way.  That,  he  thought,  was 
no  more  than  a  just  and  reasonable  role 
by  which  the  Home  Department  ought 
to  be  governed.  He  understood  that, 
during  his  absence  from  the  Hoose,  the 
hon.  Member  had  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  explosion  which  had  oc- 
curred at  the  Admiralty  Office.  Upon 
that  subject  he  regretted  that  he  could 
say  no  more  than  that  as  yet  he  had 
been  imable  to  ascertain  the  origin  of 
the  explosion.  The  hon.  Member  must 
have  observed  that  generally,  some  time 
after  an  explosion  had  occurred,  the 
police  were  occupied  in  putting  the  duee 
together ;  and  when  a  matter  of  the 
kind  was  likely  to  be  brought  before  a 
Court  of  Justice,  it  would  not  be  prudent 
for  him  to  make  any  statement  with  re- 
gard to  it.  The  matter  in  question  had 
not  been  sufficiently  investigated  for 
him  to  form  any  clear,  definite,  or  deli- 
berate opinion  on  the  subject  at  pre- 
sent. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  must  have  been  perfectly  as- 
tounded at  some  of  the  revelatioiu 
made  by  the  right  hun.  Gentleman  the 
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Secretary  of  State  for  tlie  Home  Depart- 
ment. He  had  been  under  the  impres- 
sion that  miscarriages  of  justice  were 
extremely  rare ;  but  he  heard  now  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  engaged, 
if  not  daily,  certainly  weekly,  in  the  in- 
vestigation of  such  cases,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  mitigating  the  force  of  the 
law,  but  actually  in  rectifiying  the  errors 
of  the  Criminal  Courts  throughout  the 
country  by  setting  at  liberty  persons 
wrongfully  convicted  and  sentenced  to 
imprisonment.  If  that  were  the  case, 
then  he  said,  by  all  means,  let  there  be 
established  as  soon  as  possible  a  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal  to  put  a  stop  to  such 
scandals.  Hon.  Members  were  engaged 
in  the  House  in  quarrels  about  foreign 
affairs,  in  carrying  Eeform  Bills,  and 
in  debating  matters  of,  comparatively 
speaking,  secondary  importance,  while 
the  justice  administered  in  the  Criminal 
Courts  of  the  country  was  a  thing  which, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
required  to  be  guarded  by  constant 
supervision  at  the  Home  Office  to  rectify 
the  miscarriages  which  took  place.  He 
had  great  confidence  in  the  benevolence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  the 
ability  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General  and  the  Solicitor  to  the  Trea- 
sury, and  in  their  direction  of  public 
prosecutions;  but  he  felt,  at  the  same 
time,  that  the  liberty  of  the  subject 
ought  not  to  be  dependent  either  upon 
the  benevolence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  upon  the  aouteness  of 
the  Legal  Advisers  of  the  Crown.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  tribunal  established  in  this  country 
which  would  make  it  possible  to  have 
the  guilt  of  accused  persons  satis- 
factorily established  in  law.  In  that 
way,  the  remission  of  sentences  would 
not  be  dependent  on  the  benevolence  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  but  upon  the 
rig^d  impartiality  of  a  Court  of  Justice. 
Another  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, to  him  (Mr.  Gorst)  absolutely 
astounding,  was  this — that  the  chief 
reason  why  these  miscarriages  of  justice 
took  place  was  because  poor  persons, 
when  put  on  their  trial,  were  without 
the  means  of  engaging  professional  as- 
sistance for  their  defence,  the  conse- 
quence being  that  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  not  brought  before  the 
Judge  and  jury.  Well,  if  that  were 
so,  it  seemed  to  him  a  scandalous  re- 


proach to  the  administration  of  the  law; 
and  he  believed  that  this  was  almost 
the  only  country,  with  the  exception  of 
Ireland,  in  which  poor  people  were  left 
without  any  defence  at  all  on  a  criminal 
trial  when  they  were  without  the  pecu- 
niary means  necessary  to  engage  coun- 
sel. In  Scotland,  the  defence  was  con- 
ducted at  the  public  expense,  the  ac- 
cused had  no  need  to  defend  himself; 
while  in  foreign  countries  it  was  part  of 
the  duty  of  those  who  administered  the 
Criminal  Law  not  only  to  bring  home 
the  guilt  of  a  person  if  guilty,  but  to 
find  out  his  innocence  if  he  were  inno- 
cent. The  scandal  that  had  been  dis- 
closed that  evening  ought  no  longer  to 
exist.  England  and  Ireland  were  almost 
the  only  civilized  countries  in  the  world 
in  which  it  seemed  as  if  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Crown  to  establish  a  man's  guilt, 
but  to  take  no  trouble  whatever  about 
his  innocence.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  took  comfort  to  himself 
by  saying  that  some  time  after  wrongful 
conviction  these  cases  found  their  way 
to  the  Home  Office,  and  that  then  justice 
was  done.  If  it  was  true  that  there 
were  numbers  of  persons  who  only  owed 
their  immimity  from  unjust  punishment 
to  the  fact  of  having  friends  who  made 
their  way  to  the  Home  Office,  how 
many  scores  of  persons  must  there  be 
who  suffered  unjustly  because  they  had 
no  money  with  which  to  pay  for  their 
defence,  and  no  friends  to  find  their 
way  to  the  benevolent  Home  Secretary. 
He  only  regretted  that  so  small  a  num- 
ber of  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
had  heard  the  astounding  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  which  it 
was  evident,  by  his  gestures,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  still  adhered.  As  a 
person  who  had  spent  a  large  portion 
of  his  life  in  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  of  the  country,  he  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  amazed  at  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  so  many 
people  were  unjustly  convicted.  He 
could  not  understand  how  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  could  delay  for  a  single 
moment  the  bringing  in  and  the  press- 
ing upon  Parliament  of  some  measure 
for  the  amelioration  of  a  state  of  things 
which  appeared  to  be  a  disgrace  to  the 
administration  of  justice  in  the  country. 
Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  ho 
also  was  greatly  surprised  at  the  portion 
of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
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Home  Department  (Sir  William  Har-  | 
court)  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  i 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  had  referred.  Everybody 
knew  that)  for  years  past,  a  large  part 
of  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  consisted 
in  the  examination  of  cases,  generally 
capital  cases,  which  were  brought  before 
him  in  various  ways  for  the  exercise  of 
the  Queen's  Prerogative  of  mercy ;  but 
it  was  quite  new  to  hon.  Members  to 
hear  from  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
cases  were  constantly  occurring  in  which 
the  Secretary  of  State,  by  local  inquiries 
in  the  localities,  corrected  erroneous 
verdicts,  and  established  the  innocence 
of  persons  who  had  been  convicted. 
From  his  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth's)  experi- 
ence in  the  conduct  of  criminal  cases — 
which,  however,  was  not  very  great  just 
now — he  should  say  that  all  juries  and 
all  Judges  leaned  towards  prisoners  as 
a  general  rule,  and  although  many  cases 
of  unjust  sentence  might  be  conceived, 
and  although  there  were  many  technical 
grounds  on  which  a  person  might  justly 
be  relieved  from  punishment,  he  should 
have  thought  that  the  number  of  cases 
in  which  innocent  persons  were  con- 
victed of  crime  was  comparatively  small. 
He  should  be  very  glad  if  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  think  fit  to  establish  the 
proposition  he  had  laid  down  by  laying 
upon  the  Table  a  list  of  cases  in  which 
the  innocence  of  persons  convicted  of 
crimes  had  been  proved  by  local  in- 
quiries, conducted  by  the  Legal  Advisers 
of  the  Treasury,  after  verdicts  found 
and  sentences  pronounced.  As  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
said,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  the  House  in  passing  a  measure 
for  the  establishment  of  a  Court  of 
Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases  if  it  were  sup- 
ported by  such  a  statement  of  facts  as 
he  suggested.  One  Bill  in  this  direction 
had  been  introduced;  it  met  with  no 
great  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  it  advanced  very  considerable 
lengths,  and  it  might  have  been  passed 
into  law,  but  for  the  unfortunate  dis- 
tinction drawn  between  capital  and 
other  cases,  a  distinction  which  brought 
about  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and 
delay.  He  was  sorry  that  measure  was 
not  pressed  forward.  At  any  rate,  the 
statements  just  made  were  quite  new  to 
him,  and  he  should  be  very  glad  if  they 
could  be  supported  by  some  statistical 
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information,  which  undoubtedly  would 
be  a  great  incentive  to  Parliament  to 
adopt,  very  speedily,  a  measure  to 
redress  the  state  of  things  disclosed. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABC9URT  said, 
he  was  very  much  surprised  at  the 
surprise  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gt>r8t)  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth), 
because  what  he  had  stated  that  day 
he  stated  on  the  proposition  to  establish 
a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal.  How, 
therefore,  it  could  be  supposed  that  his 
statement  that  night  was  new,  he  could 
not  make  out.  He  argued  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  to  establish  a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal,  a  proposal  opposed, 
according  to  his  recollection,  by  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  [Lord  Bai?dolph  Chttrghhx: 
Warmly  supported !]  The  noble 
Lord  might  have  supported  the  pro- 
posal, but  those  around  him  did  not — 
he  had  no  doubt  it  was  one  of  the 
measures  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
approved.  However,  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  made  the  same  statement  over 
and  over  again  in  the  House,  whenever 
the  question  of  the  establishment  of  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  had  been 
raised.  Now,  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
misunderstood.  He  said  that  iuTesti- 
gations  went  on  every  week.  He  did 
not  say  that  every  week  a  ease  of 
erroneous  conviction  was  discovered.  Of 
course,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases, 
the  allegation  was  imfounded.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Sexton),  who  asked  him  what  the 
course  of  the  Home  Office  was,  he  stated 
that  whenever  an  allegation  was  made 
as  to  the  innocence  of  a  convicted 
person,  they  carefully  investigated  the 
matter.  He  said  that  investigations 
were  taking  place  daily  and  weekly; 
but  he  did  not  say  they  reversed  verdicts 
every  week,  or  even  in  a  great  number 
of  cases.  He  would,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  state  what  happened  within  a  few 
weeks  of  his  coming  into  Office.  Two 
men  were  prosecuted  for  burglary.  They 
were  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  10 
years'  penal  servitude.  When  these  men 
had  undergone  two  years*  penal  servi- 
tude it  was  alleged  that  they  wer» 
innocent  of  the  crime  attributed  to  them. 
The  matter  was  carefully  inTestigat<>d, 
and  it  was  determined  that  it  was  a 
clear  case  of  mistaken  identity  on  the 
part   of  the  policemen,  and  the    men 
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received  a  free  pardon.    Let  him  men- 
tion this  fact,  that,  of  those  men,  one 
had  15  years  before  been  convicted  of 
burglary,  that  he  had  been  sentenced  to 
10  years'  penal  servitude,  that  he  had 
undergone  two  years  of  that  sentence, 
that    it  was    then    discovered  he  was 
innocent,  and  he  received  a  free  pardon 
from  one  of  his  C  Sir  William  Harcourt's) 
Predecessors  in  Office.     Here  was  a  man 
who  had  twice,  in    his  lifetime,  been 
sentenced  to  10  years'  penal  servitude, 
and  had  twice,  in  his  lifetime,  undergone 
two  years'  imprisonment,  and  who,  after 
full  investigation  subsequently,  it  was 
discovered  was  perfectly  innocent,  and 
received   a  free  pardon.      That  was  a 
lesson  to  him  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
coming  into  Office,  which  he  had  never 
forgotten.     It  was  very  possible  that  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  presided,  99   sentences    out   of 
every  100  were  just  and  proper;   but 
still  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
to  believe  that  there  were  no  erroneous 
convictions.     Such  convictions  did  take 
place  ;   it  was  human  to  err,  and  even 
Quarter  Sessions  were  human,  and  there- 
fore they  were  not  infallible.    Erroneous 
convictions,  then,  must  happen,  and  did 
happen,  and  that  was  all  he  had  to  say. 
When  appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo,  he  was  obliged   to  say  what 
was  the  fact.     He  did  not  say  that  cases 
of  improper  conviction  were  very  fre- 
quent ;  but  they  were  not  unusual,  and 
they  deserved  to  be  investigated.      He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Chatham  that 
it  was  a  conclusive  argument  in  favour 
of   the    establishment   of    a    Court   of 
Criminal  Appeal.      There  was  no  man 
who  desired  such  a  Court  more  than  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  did,  or  who  had 
spoken  more  strongly  in  favour  of  it 
than  he.      With    regard  to  the  other 
point  —  namely,  the  inability    of  pri- 
soners to  find  defence  for  themselves,  he 
might  say  that  he  had  in  cases — rare 
cases,  he  admitted  —  been  able  to  do 
something  in  the  direction  of  providing 
professional  assistance ;  but  he  felt  that 
to  do  it  on  a  large  and  universal  scale 
would  be  very  dMcult.     The  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman  would  find,    if  he 
came  to  tackle  the  question,  that  it  was 
not  so  easy  of  solution  as  it  appeared 
to  be.     He,  however,  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  if. 


I  what  he  had  in  view  could  be  done,  it 
ought  to  be  done.  Of  course,  there  were 
!  thousands  of  persons  who  were  con- 
I  victed  not  only  at  Assizes  and  Quarter 
Sessions,  but  by  magistrates.  Persons 
who  were  sentenced  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment deserved  quite  as  much  con- 
I  sideration  as  those  sentenced  to  10  years' 
j  imprisonment ;  and,  therefore,  he  was 
bound  to  say  it  was  not  an  unusual 
thing  to  find  a  miscarriage  of  justice. 
He  had  mentioned  the  case  of  a  man 
who  was  twice  improperly  convicted  of 
burglary;  he  might  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  case  of  the  two  farmers  in 
Staflfordshire,  who  were  sentenced  to 
long  terms  of  imprisonment  for  muti- 
lating a  man.  No  one  could  doubt  the 
propriety  of  the  sentence;  the  man 
swore  up  to  the  hilt  against  the  pri- 
soners ;  but  when  he  was  dying,  he  con- 
fessed the  men  convicted  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  matter,  and 
there  was  no  doubt  he  had  inflicted  the 
injuries  himself.  But  how  were  a  jury 
to  resist  evidence  of  the  kind  the  man 
gave  ?  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was, 
therefore,  surprised  at  the  astonishment 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  expressed.  He  had 
stated  the  facts  as  he  knew  them  to  be — 
facts  which  amounted  to  a  strong  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  there  being  some 
better  machinery  for  reviewing  criminal 
cases  than  the  Home  Office  could  pro- 
vide. 

LoKD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  glad  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  hearing  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  Government  on  the  question  of 
criminal  appeal.  To  his  mind,  nothing 
could  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  expe- 
rience was  that  wrongful  convictions 
were  not  unusual  not  only  in  the  graver 
cases,  but  in  minor  cases.  The  Bill 
which  the  Government  introduced  under 
the  title  of  a  Bill  to  Establish  a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal  only  referred  to  capital 
sentences,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  resisted  in  the  most 
strenuous  manner,  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, a  proposal  supported  from  both 
sides  of  the  Committee  to  extend  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  very  class  of 
cases  in  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  now  said 
wore   cases    iu   which  miscarriages    of 
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justice  occurred.  After  loog  debate,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General's 
efforts  were  defeated  by  10  votes.  What 
took  place  then  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  said  he  would  loyally 
accept  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  took  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  abandoning  the  Bill.  Al- 
though he  must  have  known  perfectly 
well  what  the  experience  of  tne  Secre- 
tary of  State  was,  he  abandoned  the 
Bill  because  its  operation  had  been  ex- 
tended. The  Bill  had  never  passed  into 
law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ex- 
perience was  still  going  on,  occurring 
weekly,  according  to  his  own  statement ; 
and  what  was  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  deliberately  de- 
clared that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject.  The  Government  allowed 
the  Gband  Committee  on  Law  to  remain 
perfectly  idle  all  through  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament.  They  never  called  upon 
the  Committee  to  consider  this  great 
subject  of  criminal  appeal,  about  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
now  so  anxious.  He  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  only  rose  to  point  out  that 
he  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  did 
their  very  utmost  to  make  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
a  really  useful  Bill— a  Bill  which  would 
meet  the  cases  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  described.  It  was  entirely 
their  fault,  and  not  the  fault  of  the  Op- 
position, that  a  state  of  things  which 
amounted  to  a  national  scandal  had  not 
been  dealt  with. 
,  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  when  the  Bill 
to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal 
was  introduced  in  1883  it  met  with  con- 
siderable opposition  from  hon.  Members 
opposite.  In  the  Grand  Committee  he 
soon  discovered  there  were  very  vigorous 
opponents  to  the  principle  of  any  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal,  amongst  others  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Launceston 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  ;  but 
they  were  not  able  to  defeat  the  Bill 
until  they  received  the  assistance  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
The  noble  Lord  now  said  that  he  desired 
a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal  to  pass ;  but  the  cruel 
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love  of  the  noble  Lord  for  the  Bill  intro- 
duced  by  the  Government  was  more 
than  his  cruel  hate,  for,  in  effect,  the 
noble  Lord  said — "I  will  not  be  satis- 
fied unless  there  is  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  which  shall  deal  with  some  14,000 
criminal    cases  "  —  [Lord    Randolph 
Churchill  :  12,000] — a  Court  which,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  Judicial  Bench, 
it  was  impossible  to  obtain.    He  (the  At- 
torney General)  asked  the  noble  Lord 
where  he  would  get  the  Judges  to  com- 
pose such  a  Court?    The  noble  Lord 
said  he  did  not  care  about  that ;  bat 
very  distinctly  said  that  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  should  not  have  any  Bill  at  all, 
unless  they  had  what  he    suggested. 
The  noble  Lord  now  said  he  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  at  once  threw  up  the  BilL 
He  did  not  throw  it  up  antU  the  very  last 
moment  of  the  Session.   Hon.  Members 
would  recollect  with  what  pertinacity  he 
stuck  to  the  Bill,  and  that  it  was  not 
until  he  found  the  array  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers against  the  Bill  was  too  powerful 
to  enable  him  to  pass  it   that  Session 
that  he  abandoned  the  measure.    Fur- 
thermore, he  found  that  in   "another 
place,"  where  there  was  a  strong  judicial 
element,    views    unfavourable    to    the 
measure  were  largely  entertained.     Of 
course,  it  had  to  be  considered  whether 
it  would  not  be  injurious  to  the  subject 
if  the  Bill  were  defeated,  and  the  (.to- 
vernment  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  be  beneficial  to  the  cause 
they  had  at  heart  to  place  such  a  Bill 
before  Parliament  at  a  time  when  it 
could  not  be  properly  discussed.     Now, 
that  was,  he  believed,  the  true  history 
of  the  matter.     Until  that  evening  he 
did  not  know  that  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site was  in  favour  of  a  feasible  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal,  and  the  discovery  gave 
him  hope  that  the  Government  would 
eventually  be  able  to  carry  such  a  Bill. 
Mr.    SCLATER-BOOTH    said,     bo 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) 
had  very  much  misrepresented  what  oc- 
curred two  years  ago  in  regard  to  the 
proposal  to  establish  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal.    It  was  not  a  matter  they  need 
to  discuss  at  gp*eat  length  now  ;  but  his 
(Mr.    Sclater-Booth's)    conviction    vms 
that  no  real  opposition  was  manifested 
from  the  Conservative  side  of  the  Hones 
to  the  proposal.    Any  opposition    that 
did  show  itself  was  provoked  by  th«>  in* 
heron t  weakness   of    the    Gowmmt-nt 
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case  in  attempting  to  establish  a  Oourt 
of  Criminal  Appeal  only  in  cases  where 
miscarriages  of  justice  rarely  occurred, 
and  where  there  was  always  a  good 
practical  remedy  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. The  Bill  omitted  to^  deal  with 
cases  of  burglary,  for  instance',  and  other 
cases  which  had  been  mentioned.  If  a 
Oourt  of  Criminal  Appeal  were  required, 
it  was  required  much  more  in  such  cases 
than  in  capital  cases.  He  should  have 
thought  that  12  months'  consideration 
would  have  enabled  the  Government 
to  break  down  the  opposition  of  the 
Judges. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
James)  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go  entirely 
unanswered.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  charge  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  the  wicked 
and  malicious  conspiracy  to  get  rid  by 
a  side  wind  of  the  Bill  to  establish  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  which  they 
could  not  reject  on  its  merits.  He  (Mr. 
Gorst)  never  heard  a  more  erroneous 
and,  he  would  say,  a  more  unjust  charge 
made  by  a  partizan  Minister  against  his 
political  opponents.  If  they  were  to 
have  a  reform  in  Criminal  Procedure,  the 
subject  must  be  treated  as  it  used  to  be 
treated  by  the  late  Sir  John  Holker — 
namely,  as  a  measure  entirely  distinct 
from  their  Party  sqUabbles ;  and  they,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  must  unite,  not 
in  the  temper  of  .the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  but  in  the  temper 
which  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  recognized  in  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department — ^they  must  unite  in 
the  determination  to  do  their  best  to  re- 
move what  everyone  admitted  to  be  a 
scandal  on  the  administration  of  justice 
in  this  country.  There  was  another  part 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's* speech  which  ought  not  to  go  unan- 
swered. It  would  be  a  great  misfortune 
if  either  the  people  of  this  country  or  of 
other  countries  were  to  believe  that  in 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
we  were  actuated  by  a  sordid  spirit  of 
economy,  and  that  this  country,  which 
could  afford  to  lavish  millions  of  money 
in  abortive  expeditions  in  foreign  parts, 
was  not  able  to  afford  the  few  thousands 
of  pounds  which  would  be  necessary  to 
have  the  Criminal  Law  administered  in 
consonance  with  the  principles  of  jus- 


tice. If  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment was  right  in  saying  that  miscar- 
riage of  justice  took  place  in  cases  other 
than  capital  cases  or  cases  of  penal 
servitude,  what  a  monstrous  thing  it 
was  for  the  Government  to  say — "  All 
that  may  be  true;  but  we  cannot  re- 
medy such  a  state  of  things,  because  we 
should  have  to  pay  more  Judges,  and  it 
would  cost  more."  He  was  sure  that, 
on  reconsideration,  no  responsible  Mem- 
ber of  the  Ministry  would  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  establish  a  Court  of  Cri- 
minal Appeal,  because  this  great  and 
wealthy  country  could  not  afford  to  sup- 
port the  cost  of  it. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said*  he  could  not 
endorse  what  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  had  said  with  regard  to 
what  took  place  in  the  Grand  Commit- 
tee, to  which  the  Bill  to  establish  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  was  referred 
for  consideration ;  in  fact,  he  never 
could  make  out  why  the  Bill  was  not 
proceeded  with.  The  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
however,  gave  him  a  clue.  It  was  very 
evident  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  pretty  much  the  same  on  the 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill  as  their 
policy  with  regard  to  the  English  Begis- 
tration  Bill,  which  had  recently  become 
law.  It  was  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  limit  the  scope  of  the  Bill  as 
much  as  they  could,  and  when  they  were 
defeated  in  that  intention  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  and  his  Friends, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
seemed  to  be  determined  to  reverse  the 
decision  of  the  Grand  Committee  on  the 
Eeport  of  the  Bill  in  the  Whole  House. 
At  the  time  the  adverse  decision  was 
arrived  at  in  Committee,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  said  he  would 
loyally  do  his  best  to  carry  the  Bill 
through;  but  he  subsequently  aban- 
doned the  measure.  He  (Mr.  Pamell) 
certainly  did  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to 
have  been  thrown  up,  because  the  noble 
Lord  carried  an  Amendment  extending 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  making  it,  in 
fact,  an  effective  and  practical  measure 
for  the  purpose  in  view — that  purpose 
being  to  prevent  innocent  persons  from 
suffering  unjust  imprisonment,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  gravity  of  the  offence  mi^ht 
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be.  Just  as  reasonably,  when  the  Amend- 
ment with  regard  to  the  medical  re- 
lief of  labourers  in  English  counties  was 
carried  against  them  on  the  Eeport  of 
the  Kegistration  Bill,  the  Government 
might  have  refused  to  have  proceeded 
with  the  Bill.  That  was  an  example  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Government  pro- 
ceeded on  all  Bills ;  they  did  not  appear 
to  have  the  courage  of  their  own  con- 
victions, and  they  attempted  to  force  on 
their  followers  BUls  which  were  entirely 
inadequate  for  the  purpose  in  view,  with 
the  result  that  they  often  found  they 
had  not  sufficient  men  behind  them  to 
get  over  the  opposition  which  might 
arise  in  *^  another  place."  He  did  think 
that  they  might  have  had  in  this  Session, 
at  all  events,  some  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  deal  with  the  im- 
portant subject  of  criminal  appeal.  He 
could  not  think  it  was  a  satisfcuitory 
state  of  affairs  to  throw  on  the  Secretary 
of  State,  no  matter  how  admirable  might 
be  the  methods  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  arriving  at  a  proper 
conclusion,  the  great  labour  of  investi- 
gating such  cases  as  these — the  daily 
and  weekly  labour,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  called  it.  But,  in  view  of 
the  non-fulfilment  by  the  Government  of 
their  pledges  with  regard  to  legislation 
on  this  matter,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
not,  under  the  Constitution  legal  power 
to  undertake  the  investigation  of  similar 
oases  in  Ireland?  He  had  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  had, 
under  his  Office,  power  in  Ireland — that 
his  power  in  Ireland  was  equal  to  his 
power  in  England.  [*'  No,  no !  "]  He 
might  be  under  a  misapprehension  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  he  thought  he  had 
heard  him  say  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  the  authority  of  his  Office 
extended  to  Ireland — that  it  was  prac- 
tically not  limited  to  England.  If  that 
were  the  case,  it  was  most  desirable  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  extend 
to  Ireland  the  very  excellent  methods 
he  had  been  good  enough  to  explain  to 
the  Committee  as  the  methods  adopted 
by  him  in  the  investigation  of  doubtful 
cases  of  criminal  conviction  in  England. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  described 
to  the  Committee  the  general  methods 
which  he  adopted  in  arriving  at  the 
truth  in  these  cases.  He  had  told  them 
that,  in  the  first  instance,  he  himself 
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examined  carefully  the  Memorial  pre- 
sented to  him,  that  he  went  over  the 
papers,  that  he  consulted  the  Judges, 
that  he    asked  the    assistance  of   the 
learned  Attorney  General  or  Solicitor 
General,  that  he  directed  the  attention 
of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Home  Office  to  the 
matter,  and  that  then,  if  he  considered 
a  prttnd  facie  case  had  been  made  out, 
he  sent  down  to  the  spot  and  had  a  local 
inquiry  held.      In  his  (Mr.  Pamell's) 
opinion,  all  these  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  be 
commended  very  much,  as  being  likely 
to  lead  to  a  real  elucidation  of  the  truth ; 
and  they  had  had  that  tendency,  be- 
cause he  had  been  able  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee there  had  been  several  instances 
in  which  he  had  been  able  to  relieve 
innocent  persons  of  the  terrible  penalty 
of  long  sentences  of  penal  servitude. 
But,  for  a  long  time,  the  Irish  people 
had  been  looking  in  vain  for  the  adop- 
tion of  a  similar  course  of  procedure 
with  regard  to  criminal  cases  in  their 
country.     It  was  one  of  the  great  mis- 
fortunes of  the  failure  to  pass  the  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill,  that  in  Ireland 
the  people  had,   under    drcumstances 
and  at  times  when  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  the  judgments  of  the  tri- 
bunals should  be  tempered  by  the  re- 
consideration of  decisions,  been  prac- 
tically left  without  any  Home  Secretary 
to  temper  the  decisions  of  the  Courts, 
and  without  any  Court  to  which  to  ap- 
peal against  unjust  sentences.     It  vas 
absolutely  true  that  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant did  not  adopt  the  same  principles 
and  the  same  methods  of  action  in  the 
consideration  of  Memorials  in  respect  to 
persons  convicted  within  his  juriwiiction 
in  Ireland,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  did  in  England ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  (Mr.  Pamell)  considered  he  was 
perfectly  justified  in  asking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  would  not, 
if  he  could,  extend  the  sphere  of  hit 
operation  as  the  revising  authority  of  ecfn- 
tences — the  only  revising  authority  of 
sentences  under  the  Crown  in  England— 
whether  he  would  not  extend  to  Ireland 
also  the  most  excellent  practice  of  hold- 
ing local  inquiries,  where  he  deemed  it 
desirable,  into  doubtful  cases  of  crimiiial 
conviction?    He  believed  that  if  this 
were  done,  small  as  the  criminal  calen- 
dar in  Ireland  was,  it  would  be  Ibiiiid 
^t  great  benefit  would  result ;  it  wtraU 
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strengkhon  the  conviction  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  the  law  was  more  purely 
and  more  justly  administered  than  it  had 
ever  been  in  their  history.  With  re- 
gard to  the  case  of  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly, 
he  would  like  to  say  a  word.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  had  said  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  suggesting  to  the  Government 
of  Canada  any  hostile  action  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly,  on  the  occasion 
of  his  visit  to  the  Dominion.  He  (Mr. 
Parnell)  regarded  that  statement  as 
satisfactory,  so  far  as  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  was  concerned  ;  he  regarded  it 
as  indicating,  so  far  as  any  action  of  the 
English  Government  went,  that  Mr. 
Boyle  O'Reilly  was  perfectly  safe  in 
visiting  Canada. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  permit  him 
to  say  that  he  made  the  statement  a 
good  many  weeks  ago,  when  the  matter 
was  last  mentioned  in  the  House. 

Mr.  parnell  said,  he  was  not  in 
the  House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  his  statement.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton), who  was  present,  and  heard  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
liad  authorized  him  to  announce  that 
lie  (Mr.  Sexton)  considered  the  state- 
ment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  to-night  with  regard  to  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  as  more  satisfactory 
than  his  previous  statement,  and  that 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  accepted  it  as  such. 
But  with  regard  to  the  question  of  Mr. 
Boyle  O'Reilly  coming  to  England  or 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Parnell)  could  not  but 
think  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had 
done  anything  more  than  make  a  very 
cursory  examination  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Boyle  O'Reilly.  He  felt  sure  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  into 
the  case  more  fully,  and  had  made  those 
local  inquiries  with  regard  to  Mr.  Boyle 
O'Reilly,  which  he  said  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  making  in  other  cases  of  a 
different  nature,  he  would  have  seen 
that  the  case  of  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly 
should  not  be  judged  from  the  stand- 
point of  an  ordinary  convict ;  but  that, 
in  view  of  the  position  and  character  of 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly,  and  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  amnesty 
of  the  fellow-prisoners  of  Mr.  Boyle 
O'Reilly,  his  case  should  be  approached 
irom  a  different  standpoint.  He  might 
mentionjthe  fact  that  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly's 
oonyiction  took  place  very  nearly  20 
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years  ago ;  that  he  was  then  only  a  mere 
boy  of  18  or  19  years  of  age  ;  that  since 
his  conviction  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly  had 
entered  upon  a  practically  new  life  in 
the  United  States  of  America ;  that  he 
had  distinguished  himself  as  a  journalist, 
occupying  a  very  high  position  in  the 
literary  circles  of  one  of  the  most  literary 
circles  of  the  world — ^Boston.  He  might 
mention,  as  a  fact,  which  might  not  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly  had, 
as  his  partner  in  the  conduct  of  his 
paper,  The  Boston  Pilots  the  Archbishop 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  that 
city.  It  used  to  be  considered  one  of 
the  signs  of  respectability  for  a  man  to 
have  a  brother  a  Bishop ;  therefore,  to 
hare  an  Archbishop  as  a  partner  in  the 
conduct  of  one's  business  ought  also  to 
be  considered  a  sign  of  respectability. 
Then,  again,  he  wished  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  late 
American  Minister  in  this  country  (Mr. 
Lowell)  adopted  the  very  unusual  course 
of  going  personally  to  Lord  Granville, 
in  order  to  secure  for  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly 
liberty  to  come  to  this  country,  free  from 
the  apprehension  of  arrest  and  the  in- 
fliction of  the  remainder  of  his  sentence. 
He  (Mr.  Parnell)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  really  intended 
the  Committee  to  suppose,  by  his  rather 
dubious  statement  on  this  matter,  that 
his  view  was  that  the  punishment  for 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly's  offence  should  be 
continued  against  him  for  the  term  of 
his  natural  life  ?  It  was  a  very  serious 
thing  to  proscribe  a  man  from  ever  re- 
turning to  his  own  country.  Mr.  Boyle 
O'Reilly  was  sentenced  to  penal  servi- 
tude in  Western  Australia ;  he  suffered 
imprisonment  for  several  years  ;  and  one 
would  have  thought  that  he  might  now 
be  allowed  to  occupy  the  same  position 
as  was  occupied  by  the  amnestied  per- 
sons who  were  his  fellow-prisoners.  He 
(Mr.  Parnell)  could  not  see  on  what 
principle  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  per- 
sisted in  his  present  attitude,  which  must 
undoubtedly  be  considered  an  attitude 
of  bitterness  towards  this  gentleman  be- 
cause he  escaped.  He  offered  no  opi- 
nion upon  the  escape  ;  but  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carried  the 
matter  to  the  bitterest  extreme  when 
he  desired  to  visit  against  Mr.  Boyle 
O'Reilly  for  ever  the  sentence  of  im- 
prisonment passed  so  long  ago  as  20 
years.    He  nad  shown  that  Mr,  Boyle 
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O'Reilly  was  in  a  position  to  give  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  most  satisfac- 
tory guarantee  that  no  harm  would  result 
to  the  State,or  the  authority  of  the  Queen, 
if  he  were  permitted  to  return  to  Ireland 
or  to  England,  in  order  that  he  might 
visit  the  place  of  his  birth,  and  see  his  re- 
latives once  again.  He  could  not  under- 
stand the  attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  case,  unless  it  was 
attributable  to  a  want  of  sufficient  in- 
quiry into  the  matter.  Of  course,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  great  many 
home  affairs  to  attend  to,  very  much 
more  important  affairs  than  whether 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Eeilly  should  be  allowed  to 
return  to  Ireland  or  not ;  but  if  he  went 
into  the  subject  a  little  further,  and  ob- 
tained advice  from  Boston  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly, 
he  would  find  he  would  be  safe  in  an- 
nouncing that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pursue 
Mr.  Boyle  O'Reilly  in  respect  to  his  past 
and  expired  offence. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £51,373,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Foreign  Office. 

(3.)  £27,063,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Colonial  Office. 

Mr.  GK)RST  said,  he  must  apologize 
to  the  Committee  for  calling  their  atten- 
tion, on  that  occasion,  to  some  corre- 
spondence which  had  lately  been  distri- 
buted connected  with  certain  New  Zea- 
land Chiefs  who  visited  this  country  last 
year.  His  only  excuse  for  drawing  at- 
tention to  the  subject  now  was  that  that 
was  the  only  opportunity  afforded  him 
of  doing  so.  The  Maori  Chiefs  came  to 
this  country  last  year  on  a  very  remark- 
able mission.  They  were  the  principal 
Chiefs  of  the  Native  Races  in  New  Zea- 
land, and  they  took  a  voyage  from  their 
native  country,  entirely  at  their  own 
expense,  for  the  purpose  of  laying  be- 
fore what  they  believed  to  be  the  Im- 
perial Gt)vemment  of  the  Empire  a 
complaint  as  to  a  breach  of  the  Treaty 
of  Waitangi,  a  Treaty  which,  in  their 
opinion,  had  been  violated  by  the  Colo- 
nial Government  established  in  that 
country.  The  Treaty  was  one  with 
which  the  present  Prime  Minister  was 
well  acquainted.  It  was  made  so  long 
ago  as  1841  between  the  Government 
of  the  Queen  and  the  Sovereign  Chiefs 
of  the  Island  of  New  Zealand.     That 
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Treaty  had  been  frequently  referred  to 
by  Secretaries  of  State  from  that  time 
to  the  present,  and  always  in  terms 
which  admitted  the  binding  obligation 
of  the  Treaty  upon  the  Imperii  Go- 
vernment of  the  Queen.  He  had  not 
the  reference  by  him,  and  he  was  very 
reluctant  to  quote  anything  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  without  having  the 
exact  words  to  refer  to,  because  the 
Prime  Minister's  memory  of  what  he 
had  said  was  so  much  better  than  that 
of  anyone  else;  but  he  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  there  was 
no  Treaty  obligation  more  binding  on 
the  British  Gt)vemment  than  the  Treaty 
obligation  entered  into  with  the  Native 
Chiefs  of  New  Zealand.  Of  course,  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  could  not  ask  the  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  of  the  House  of  Conunons 
to  try  the  intricate  question  between  the 
New  Zealand  Chiefs  an.d  the  (Govern- 
ment as  to  whether  the  clauses  of  a 
particular  Treaty  had  been  violated 
or  not ;  but  all  he  asked  the  Committee 
to  consider  was  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  person  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  could 
shuffle  off  the  Imperial  responsibility 
of  Great  Britain  upon  the  Colonial 
Government  established  under  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  It  was  an  important 
question  of  Colonial  Administration 
that  he  wished  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply ;  because,  substan- 
tially, these  people  had  received  no 
answer  at  all  from  the  Government. 
The  Government  had  declined  to  give 
them  an  answer,  and  had  practi^y 
relegated  them  to  the  Colonial  Gov^n* 
ment  in  New  Zealand,  of  which  the 
Chiefs  came  to  this  oountiy  to  complain. 
In  fact,  the  attitude  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment had  assumed  was  tlus — "  It  is 
true  we  made  a  Treaty  with  you ;  but 
since  the  time  we  made  that  Treaty  it 
has  been  convenient  to  us  to  hand  over 
the  entire  territory  so  acquired  from  yon 
to  the  Colonial  Administration.  If  yon 
complain  that  the  solemn  pledges  given 
by  Great  Britain  have  been  violated,  do 
not  come  to  us  here  in  London,  but 
apply  to  the  Colonists  in  New  Zealand* 
and  see  if  you  can  persuade  them  of  the 
truth  of  your  complaints."  He  '^roold 
not,  as  he  had  already  said,  attempt  to 
bring  before  this  Committee  of  Supply 
the  case  which  these  Natives  came  to 
England  to  lay  before  the  Queen ;  bot  be 
should  like  to  ghre   tbe  Committee  a 
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specimen  of  the  kind  of  allegations 
which  were  made.  One  of  the  most  re- 
markable allegations  was  that  made 
by  the  man  who  was  certainly  the  life 
and  mind  of  the  deputation,  Major 
Te  Wheoro,  an  officer  of  the  Militia,  a 
man  holding  the  Queen's  Commission,  a 
man  who  in  the  Native  wars  always 
fought  on  our  side,  and  whose  loyalty 
to  the  British  Crown  had  never  been 
doubted  from  the  beginning  of  the 
troubles  in  New  Zealand  to  the  end.  In 
the  Petition  laid  before  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  this  man  stated  that  in  1863, 
when  the  war  of  races  broke  out  in  New 
Zealand,  a  Proclamation  was  issued, 
announcing  that  all  the  Chiefs  and 
tribes  who  remained  loyal  to  the  Go- 
vernment side — that  was,  assisted  the 
White  Eaces,  should  have  their  lands 
g^oaranteed  to  them,  and  should  lose 
nothing  by  confiscation.  Te  Wheoro 
said — 

<*  In  the  year  1863  a  Proclamation  was  issued 
by  the  Government  that  all  the  Natives  adher- 
ing  to  the  resolve  not  to  part  with  their  lands 
should  retire  across  the  boundary  line  at  Man- 
ffatawhiri;  they  went,  and  the  Government 
followed  them  across  the  boundary  line  and 
fought  them;  another  Proclamation  from  the 
Government  declared  that  the  Waikato  Chiefs 
adhering  to  the  Queen  should  aid  General 
Cameron,  and  that  the  Gt>vemment  would  pro- 
tect their  persons,  their  lands,  and  their  pro- 
perty.- 

He  (Mr.  Gorst)  could  bear  testimony  to 
the  veracity  of  this  statement,  because 
in  his  younger  days,  when  he  was  in 
the  employment  of  the  Government  of 
New  Zealand,  he  was  employed  as  the 
Government  official  to  draft  these  very 
Proclamations,  and  therefore  he  had  a 
lively  recollection  of  their  terms. 

**  Te  Wheoro  and  his  tribe  aided  General 
Cameron  up  to  the  very  last ;  but  their  lands, 
amounting  to  about  200.000  acres,  and  property 
were  confiscated,  and  a  very  little  portion  of 
the  land  was  returned ;  the  bulk  was  sold  by 
the  Government  to  the  English,  and  up  to  the 
present  day  no  compensation  had  been  made. 
For  the  property  destroyed,  the  Court  ordered 
compensation  to  be  made ;  but  the  Government 
refused  to  comply.  The  question  of  the  lands 
thus  seized  was  laid  before  the  Committee  of 
Maori  Affairs  in  the  House  of  Parliament  in  the 
year  1879,  and  again  in  the  years  1880  and 
1881,  and  the  unanimous  reply  was  made^  that 
the  Government  should  specially  appoint  a 
Commission  to  investigate  the  seisure ;  but  the 
Government  refused  to  accede  to  this  proposal.*' 

Now,  when  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  informed  the 
Committee  that  one  of  the  chief  pro- 
Tisions    of   the    Treaty  of   Waitangi, 
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which  we  entered  into  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  the  sovereignty  of  New  Zea- 
land, was  that  no  Native  Chief  should 
be  deprived  of  the  property  on  his  land, 
the  Committee  would  see  iiat  this  man, 
Te  Wheoro,  and  his  colleagues  came  to 
this  country  to  complain  of  the  most 
distinct  and  substantial  violation  of  the 
Treaty.     The  matter  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House  of  Parliament  in  New 
Zealand  in  1879,   1880,  and  1881,  and 
these  Chiefs  came  to  appeal  from  the 
Government  of  New  Zealand,  who  had 
refused  them  redress,  to  the    Govern- 
ment of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  in  Lon- 
don, with  whom  the  Treaty  was  made, 
and  whom  the  Maori  Chiefs  regarded 
as    the    paramount    authority    in    the 
Empire.     He  had  the  honour  to  wait 
upon  Lord  Derby  at  the  Colonial  Office 
with  the  deputation,  and,  as  Lord  Derby 
said,  it  was  one  of  the  most  singular  and 
most    remarkable    illustrations  of  the 
ramifications   of    British   power  which 
could  possibly  have  been  given.     Here 
were  men  from  the  furthest  extremity 
of  the  world,  men  of  very  simple  habits, 
men    entirely    unacquainted  with   our 
civilization  and  modes  of  thought  and 
modes    of    administration — they    came 
crying  and  appealing  to  the  justice  of 
the  Queen  of  England  for  protection  in 
a  case  in  which  they  thought  themselves 
wronged.     He  did  all  he  could  to  in- 
duce Lord  Derby  to  act  not  in  antago- 
nism to  the  Government  of  New  Zea- 
land, but  as  a  mediator.    He  should  be 
most  unjustly  misrepresenting  the  views 
and    opinions    prevalent    amongst  the 
Colonists  of  New  Zealand  if  he  were  to 
say  that  they  were  desirous  of  acting 
unjustly  to  these  Chiefs.    The  Colonists 
did  not  wish  to  abolish  the  Treaty  of 
Waitangi ;  but  he  believed  they  would 
accept  the   mediation  of  the   English 
Colonial  Secretary  as  a  welcome  means 
of  coming  to  a  more  distinct  understand- 
ing with  these  people  as  to  the  relations 
with  them  in  the   future.      Since   the 
Chiefs  had    returned  to  their   Native 
country,    they  had   written  letters   to 
Lord  Derby  himself,  and  to  several  of 
their    friends  in  England.      He    (Mr. 
Gorst)  wrote  a  letter  to  Lord  Derby  a  few 
weeks  ago,  giving  him  the  substance  of 
a  communication  he  had  received  from 
one  of  the  Chiefs  who  had  spent  his  time 
since  his  return  in  travelling  about  the 
country  among  the  Natives  for  the  pur- 
pose of  gathering  their  opinions  upon 
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the  crisis  whicli  they  beh'eved  to  have 
supervened.  This  Chief,  Hori  Ropiha, 
represented  the  people  as  **  peaceable 
and  well  disposed,  awaiting  anxiously 
the  reply  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  the  British  Government." 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  at  the  present 
moment  amongst  the  Natives  of  New 
Zealand  a  state  of  expectation  and 
anxiety.  The  people  were  awaiting, 
with  some  degree  of  confidence  and  a 
great  amount  of  anxiety,  the  reply  which 
the  great  Imperial  (^^ove^nment  of  Eng- 
land would  make  to  the  solemn  Petition 
which  their  Chiefs  had  crossed  the  seas 
for  the  purpose  of  laying  at  the  Throne 
of  Her  Majesty ;  and  would  the  Com- 
mittee believe  him  when  he  said  that  up 
to  the  present  the  reply  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  had  been  prac- 
tically nothing  ?  Lord  Derby  sent  the 
Memorial  to  the  Colonial  Government 
of  New  Zealand,  and  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment had  returned  a  reply  which 
was  practically  a  refusal  to  answer  any 
of  the  allegations  made — they  said  there 
were  no  allegations  which  they  thought 
they  were  called  upon  to  answer.  They 
did  not  deny  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  Chiefs  in  London ; 
but  they  thought  they  were  not  obliged 
to  answer  them.  He  could  not  gather 
from  the  Papers  that  any  reply  what- 
ever had  been  made,  or  was  going  to  be 
made,  to  these  people  in  answer  to  the 
Petition  which  they  had  laid  before  the 
Throne  of  the  Queen.  The  Colonial 
Office  promised,  in  August  last,  that 
further  communications  should  be  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Memorial  as  soon  as 
the  statement  of  the  New  Zealand  Go- 
vernment had  been  received  and  con- 
sidered ;  but  the  Papers  were  now  laid 
before  Parliament.  That  statement  of 
the  New  Zealand  Government  had  been 
received  and  considered ;  and,  as  far  as 
the  revelations  of  the  Papers  went,  no  re- 
ply had  been  made,  and,  apparently,  no 
reply  was  going  to  be  made.  He  thought 
he  was  very  fortunate  in  having  the  ad- 
vantage of  saying  what  he  had  to  say  in 
the  hearing  of  the  Prim  e  Minister.  There 
was  one  power  still  left  to  Members  of 
Parliament — they  were  occasionally  able 
to  bring  matters  home  to  the  minds  and 
consciences  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  a 
way  that  perhaps  none  of  Her  Majesty's 
other  subjects  could;  and  he  would  take 
the  advantage  of  the    opportunity  of 

Mr.  Gorsi 


making  a  very  brief  but  earnest  appeal 
to  the  Prime  Minister  himself  in  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
one  of  the  servants  of  the  Crown  shortly 
after  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi  was  made, 
and  he  was  responsible  for  the  recog- 
nition and  confirmation  of  the  Treaty 
after  it  was  entered  into.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  history  of  the  relations 
between  the  Native  races  and  the  Queen. 
It  was  sufficient  for  him  to  say  that  these 
people,  having  always  maintained  a 
strong  feeling  of  loyalty  and  attachment 
to  the  person  and  Crown  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, were  driven  through  mistakes  and 
injustice  into  fighting  a  war  of  races,  in 
which  the  Government  of  the  Colony, 
aided  and  abetted,  he  was  sorry  to  say, by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  time  being 
(Mr.  Card  well),  confiscated  enormous 
tracts  of  land.  The  Natives  recognized 
the  fortunes  of  war  and  the  rights  of  con- 
quest. "  What  you  have  taken  from  us 
in  war,"  they  say,  "  keep  in  Heaven's 
name ;  but  leave  us  the  rest.  We  have 
got  a  much  more  restricted  territory;  bat 
still  it  is  a  territory  of  our  own — a  terri- 
tory in  which  colonization  has  made  no 
progress — ^in  which  there  are  no  roads, 
no  bridges,  nor  any  of  the  usual  signs  of 
civilization.  We  do  not  object  to  rail- 
ways or  roads  being  made  in  this  terri- 
tory; but  leave  the  management  of  our 
own  territory  to  ourselves."  They  were 
once  lords  of  the  whole  Island,  and 
exercised  a  sovereignty  over  it.  They 
say — **  Leave  us  to  manage  our  own 
affairs  in  our  own  way,  according  to  our 
own  customs  in  this  part  of  our  terri- 
tory, where  we  have  previously  exercised 
de  facto  sovereignty  from  the  time  when 
you  first  came  to  New  Zealand  down  to 
the  present  day."  That  was  the  real 
state  of  the  case.  He  did  not  ask  the 
Government  to  give  them  what  they 
demanded ;  but  he  did  ask  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  to  mediate  on  be- 
half of  these  people  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  New  Zealand,  with  a  view  to 
securing  to  the  remnant  still  left  of  the 
Natives  the  justice  and  the  rights  to 
which  they  were  entitled  under  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi.  If  the  Seoretazy 
for  the  Colonies  was  equal  to  a  task  el 
that  kind,  let  them  vote  him  his  salary 
in  Committee  of  Supply ;  but  if  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  was  so  completely  a 
nonentity  that  in  a  case  where  the  honour 
of  the  Crown  was  involved,  and  whers  a 
breach  of  Treaty  was  alleged,  and  a 
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primd  facie  case  of  injustice  sho^ii)  he 
could  only  sit  still  waiting  for  Papers 
from  New  Zealand  and  take  no  action 
in  the  matter,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not 
think  the  country  required  a  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  at  all. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that  in 
reference  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Gorst) 
about  no  answer  having  been  sent  by 
the  Colonial  Office  to  the  Memorial  of 
the  Chiefs,  the  reason  was  this.  The 
Papers  would  be  produced  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
very  day  the  answer  from  the  New 
Zealand  Gt>yernment  was  received  it 
was  delivered  to  the  printers,  in  order 
that  the  Papers  might  be  presented  to 
Parliament  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  somewhat 
tried  to  anticipate  the  answer  he  was 
likely  to  receive,  by  saying  that  a  Colo- 
nial Secretary  was  of  no  use  if  he  could 
not  rule  New  Zealand  as  one  of  the 
Crown  Colonies.  The  answer  he  had  to 
g^ve  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  that  when  this  country  gave  New 
Zealand  a  responsible  Government,  and 
when  we  invested  the  New  Zealand  Go- 
vernment with  the  task  of  ruling  the 
country  and  the  Native  tribes  within  its 
borders  under  the  Crown,  we  abandoned 
the  right  of  any  kind  of  interference  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  New  Zealand. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed 
to  indicate  that  he  was  fully  alive  to  the 
fact  that  the  Government  of  New  Zealand 
had  shown  itself,  and  would  continue  to 
show  itself,  anxious  in  every  possible 
way  to  deal  justly  and  honourably  with 
the  Natives.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  expressed  his  belief  that  the 
New  Zealand  Government  would  like  us 
to  mediate;  but  there  was  one  thing 
more  important  than  the  mediation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment,  and  that 
was  the  mediation  of  public  opinion. 
He  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  believed  that  a 
Btrong  expression  of  public  opinion  in 
this  country,  whether  in  Parliament  or 
elsewhere,  would  have  as  great  an  effect 
on  the  Government  of  New  Zealand  as 
any  direct  action  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, which  would,  to  say  the  least,  be 
illogical,  after  we  had  granted  New 
Zealand  a  responsible  Government.  But 
whatever  the  effect  of  public  opinion 
might  be  upon  the  New  Zealand  Go- 
vernment, he  did  not  allow,  by  any 
means,  that  there  had  been  on  their 


part  any  infraction  of  the  Treaty  of 
TVaitangi.  Within  the  last  few  months 
Mr.  Ballance,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Native  Affairs,  had  paid  a  lengthened 
visit  to  all  those  parts  of  the  Island 
where  the  memorialists  came  from,  and 
had  had  a  series  of  interesting  inter- 
views with  them.  He  hoped  to  lay  more 
details  before  the  House  shortly;  but 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
learn  from  the  Papers  about  to  be  pre- 
sented that,  when  the  complaints  were 
investigated  on  the  spot,  the  memorial- 
ists themselves  were  not  able  to  sub- 
stantiate the  cases  of  alleged  injustice, 
and  Mr.  Ballance  was  able  to  give  satis- 
factory assurances  as  to  what  would  be 
done  in  the  future.  What  the  memo- 
rialists were  in  reality  asking  for  was 
that  there  should  be  an  Imperium  in  im- 
perio — that  these  people  who  mingled 
with  the  rest  of  the  population  should 
have  a  separate  Government  of  their 
own,  and  that  they  should  be  able  to 
enact  laws  independent  of  the  Central 
Government.  He  had  been  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  say  that 
he  did  not  advocate  that  demand ;  but 
it  was  really  the  gist  of  the  complaint. 
It  was  only  right  that  they  should  be 
treated  as  members  of  one  community, 
so  long  as  their  private  rights  were 
safeguarded ;  but  it  was  not  desirable 
that  they  should  be  able,  so  to  speak,  to 
legislate  for  themselves.  Mr.  Ballance 
had  promised  them  that  all  land  ques- 
tions should  be  attended  to  by  a  Com- 
mittee ;  he  had  further  promised  a  large 
measure  of  local  self-government;  but 
he  refused  to  concede  the  demand  that 
the  Native  tribes  should  have  power  to 
legislate  for  themselves  independent  of 
the  Central  Parliament  of  New  Zealand. 
He  did  not  know  that  it  was  necessary 
he  should  say  anything  further  upon 
the  matter.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  whether,  in 
the  25  or  30  years  which  had  lapsed 
since  it  was  entered  into,  the  Treaty  of 
AVaitangi  had  been  violated,  for  he  had 
not  the  facts  before  him,  as  he  had  re- 
ceived no  Notice  of  this  discussion.  Ever 
since  1865  New  Zealand  had  had  a  re- 
sponsible Government  of  its  own,  and 
from  that  time  onwards  it  had  been  re- 
sponsible for  dealing  with  the  Native 
races.  He  confessed  that,  looking  at 
the  matter  from  every  standpoint,  he 
thought  the  Maoris  had  enjoyed,  and 
were  enjoying  at  the  present  moment 
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a  very  complete  amount  of  management 
in  connection  with  their  own  affairs  as 
far  as  the  maintenance  of  their  customs 
and  the  security  of  the  land  they  held 
were  concerned.  In  fact,  if  anything, 
the  Government  of  New  Zealand  seemed 
to  have  thrown  even  greater  safeguards 
around  them,  and  in  every  possible  way 
they  were  duly  protected  from  the  ope- 
rations of  land  grabbers  and  people  who 
might  do  harm  to  them.  The  real  point 
at  issue  wad  this — we  were  dealing  with 
a  Oolony  with  responsible  Government, 
and  the  Imperial  Government  had  no 
right  to  interfere  in  its  internal  afifiairs. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CEUROHILL 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  anything 
could  be  more  unsatisfactory  than  the 
answer  which  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley)  had  made  to  the  remarks  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  Of  course, 
there  were  several  points  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  which 
the  Committee  were  well  accustomed  to 
hear  in  dealing  with  any  matter  that 
was  brought  before  it  by  the  Opposition. 
The  Government  were  now  in  the  habit, 
whenever  a  controversy  was  raised,  of 
laying  a  certain  portion  of  official  infor- 
mation upon  the  Table,  and  then,  when 
a  legitimate  opportunity  of  discussing 
that  information  arose,  some  Member  of 
the  Ministry  got  up  and  said  that  the 
House  could  not  discuss  the  question 
now  until  the  further  information  which 
it  was  intended  to  produce  had  been 
presented  to  the  House. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
Government  only  received  the  informa- 
tion in  this  case  two  days  ago. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  made  this  as  a  general  remark 
— that  there  were  always  100  official 
excuses,  in  the  present  day,  for  keeping 
information  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons—no  matter  whether  the  question 
was  a  Colonial  or  a  foreign  one,  that 
habit  had  become  most  common  and 
most  deplorable.  The  Papers  which 
the  Government  were  about  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  were  to  give  an  account  of  a 
journey  undertaken  by  Mr.  Ballance  in 
certain  parts  of  New  Zealand,  and  of  an 
interview  which  that  gentleman  had  had 
with  the  Maori  Natives.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  point  raised  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  What  his 
hon.  Friend  wanted  to  know  was,  why 
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no  answer  had  yet  been  given  by  the 
Colonial  Office  to  the  Memorial  from  the 
Natives,  and  why  they  had  waited  until 
thoy  could  get  the  opinion  of  the  New 
Zealand  Government  upon  the  matter. 
That  was  the  point,  and  was  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  had  been  called  on  to  explain — 
namely,  why  did  not  the  Secretary  of 
State  reply  to  the  Memorial  of  the  Native 
Chiefs,  particularly  as  it  was  to  be  in- 
ferred that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
given  them  to  understand  that  be  would 
give  a  reply  to  the  Memorial?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  had  now  taken  up  what  he  evi- 
dently considered  to  be  a  very  strong 
position,  when  he  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Crown  had  no  right  to  in- 
terfere in  the  internal  affairs  of  a  Colony 
like  New  Zealand,  to  which  a  respon- 
sible Government  had  been  granted* 
He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  took 
leave  to  traverse  that  position — ^to  tra- 
verse it  generally  and  to  traverse  it 
specially.  He  would  like  to  ask  what 
had  been  the  action  of  the  Imperial 
Government  in  regard  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Cape  Colony  and  the  Basato 
tribes  ?  What  he  was  anxious  to  know, 
in  answer  to  the  statement  of  the  Und^ 
Secretary  of  State  that  the  Crown  had 
no  right  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  the  Colony  to  which  a  respon* 
Bible  Government  had  been  granted,  was, 
what  had  been  the  action  of  the  Gk>vent- 
ment  of  the  Crown  in  regard  to  the 
Cape  Colony  in  the  case  of  &e  Basatoa  ? 
There  had  been  a  constant  interference 
to  protect  the  Basutos  from  the  action 
of  the  Government  of  Cape  Colony,  and 
the  Government  had  always  retained  an 
absolute  right  to  interfere  with  a  Co- 
lonial Government  for  the  proteoti<m  of 
the  Native  races.  He  did  not  imagine 
that  any  hon.  Member  would  deny  that 
assertion.  Anyone  who  did  deny  it 
would,  in  other  words,  assert  that  tneve 
was  a  most  complete  and  utter  severance 
between  the  Colonies  and  the  Crown. 
At  the  present  moment  he  held»  and  he 
believed  that  every  man  in  the  ooimtzj 
held,  that,  primarily  and  principally,  the 
Government  of  the  Crown  was  respon- 
sible for  the  humane  and  just  treatment 
of  the  Native  Races  in  the  British  Ce- 
lonies ;  and  he  considered  that  the  at- 
tempt of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  to 
get  rid  of  that  responsibility  waa  entirely 
unjustified  by  the  terms  on  which  the 
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Oolonies  had  received  responsible  go- 
vernment, and  that  it  would  be  signally 
repudiated  by  the  general  common  sense 
of  the  country.     He  made  that  as  a 
general  observation,  which  he  believed 
to  be  perfectly  sound.     He  wanted  now 
to  treat  this  case  specially.     It  was  a 
case  in  which  Treaty  rights  were  in- 
volved.   It  was  not  a  case  of  ordinary 
internal  government,  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  New  Zealand  and  the  people 
who  lived  in  that  country,  but  it  was  a 
case  in  which  the  obligations  of   the 
Queen  of  England  towards  the  Native 
Kaces    were  distinctly  raised;  and  he 
wanted  to  know  what  action,  on  the  part 
of  the  Colonial  Government,  could  relieve 
the  Advisers  of  the  Crown  of  the  respon- 
sibility which  they  had,  as  Advisers  of 
the  Crown,  to  secure  the  carrying  out  of 
this  most  sacred  of  Treaty  obligations? 
He  did  not  imagine  that  the  contention 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State — that 
because  the  Imperial  Government  had 
handed    over    to    the    Government   of 
New  Zealand  certain  powers  for  the  re- 
gulation of  local  areas  in  New  Zealand, 
that  thereby  they  had  divested  them- 
selves of  the  smallest  degree  of  their 
liability  for  the  faithful  observance  of 
Treaty  rights.    If  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment had  divested  themselves  of  this 
responsibility  for  the  faithful  observance 
of  Treaty  rights  such  a  monstrous  doc- 
trine would  lead  to  any  amount  of  in- 
justice and  oppression  in  the  treatment 
of  Native  Eaces.  Was  it  contended  that 
all  the  Treaties  the  Crown  from  time 
to  time  had  made  with  Native  Eaces  in 
various  parts  of  the  world  were  entirely 
invalidated — because  that  was  what  it 
came  to — and  worthless  simply  because, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Crown,  the 
Imperial  Government  had  chosen  to  give 
to  the  Colonies  certain  powers  of  go- 
vernment? He  maintained  that  the  pro- 
position was  a  monstrous  one.    It  was 
one  which  could  not  be  maintained  for 
a  moment,   and    it  was  a  proposition 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  dare  to  put  forward  if  any  European 
Government  were  concerned.  Gould  there 
be  any  doubt  whatever  that  if  a  Treaty 
had  been  made  with  one  of  the  European 
Powers  in  regard  to  certain  rights  which 
that  European  Power  might  possess  in 
another  country,  as  against  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  with  respect  to  the  Colo- 
nists of  this  country — would  it  be  urged 
that   because,  since  such  Treaty  was 


made  with  an  European  Power,  we  had 
given  the  Colony  responsible  Govern- 
ment we  were  altogether  relieved  from 
our  Treaty  obligations?  Would  that 
position  be  taken  up  by  any  British 
Minister  in  reference  to  any  European 
Power,  however  feeble  it  might  be  ? 
Then,  d  fortiori,  if  that  position  would  not 
be  taken  up  in  regard  to  an  European 
Power,  surely,  as  a  matter  of  honour 
and  dignity,  it  ought  not  to  be  set  up  in 
the  case  of  unprotected,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  noble  Native  Eaces.  The  conten- 
tion of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
was  thoroughly  unsound  and  unsatis- 
factory. It  was  the  absolute  duty  of 
the  responsible  Advisers  of  the  Crown  to 
exercise  the  strictest  control  over  the 
Colonial  Government  in  so  far  as  the  ob- 
servance of  Treaties  with  the  Native 
Eaces  was  concerned.  The  object  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  a  very 
good  one.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
asked,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State,  on 
being  appealed  to  by  the  Native  Chiefs, 
was  not  competent  to  come  forward  as 
mediator  between  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment and  the  Native  Eaces?  If  he  were 
not  then  he  was  a  perfectly  useless  offi- 
cial ;  and  he  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
thought  that  was  the  general  opinion 
throughout  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  present  Secretary  of  State.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  stated  that  we 
had  a  valuable  mediator  in  public  opi- 
nion. Well,  we  could  get  that  for  no- 
thing. The  mediation  of  public  opinion 
did  not  cost  anything;  but  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  cost  £5,000  a-year,  and  an 
Under  Secretary  £2,000. 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No ;  only 
£1,500. 

LoKD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
Well,  £1,500;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  fully  en- 
titled to  £2,000.  In  addition,  the  Co- 
lonial Office  cost  a  large  sum  of  money. 
It  was  no  answer  at  all  to  say  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
interfere,  because  public  opinion  would 
do  everything.  It  was  because  public 
opinion  had  not  done  that  which  was 
necessary,  that  the  Chiefs  had  come  all 
this  way,  at  their  own  expense,  to  appeal 
to  the  Advisers  of  the  Crown.  He  would 
once  more  deliberately  insist  upon  the 
extreme  importance  of  not  weakening 
the  control  of  the  Crown  over  the  Colo- 
nial Authorities  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
Case  after  case  had  been  brought  before 
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the  public,  showing  ihe  natural  aggres- 
sive nature  of  the  Colonies  in  countries 
occupied  by  Native  tribes,  and  their  in- 
satiable appetite  for  confiscation  and 
land  '*  grabbing  "  in  regard  to  territory 
"which  was  the  property  of  Native  tribes, 
and  which  ought  to  be  protected,  as 
such,  by  the  British  Crown.  The  course 
pursued  by  the  Boers  in  the  Transvaal 
afforded  abundant  proof  of  this.  It  was 
the  commonest  thing  in  countries  occu- 
pied by  Native  tribes  for  the  Colonists 
to  confiscate  arbitrarily  the  land  of  these 
Native  tribes;  and  the  tendency  of 
public  opinion  was  to  encourage  Colo- 
nists to  act  in  this  way  towards  the 
Native  Races.  It  was  therefore  a  mat- 
ter for  congratulation  that  the  Abo- 
rigines Society  exercised  so  great  an 
influence  upon  public  opinion.  He  be- 
lieved that  that  Society  had  done  an 
immense  amount  of  valuable  philan- 
thropical  work,  although  much  of  this 
work  ought  to  be  the  work  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office  in  England.  The  duty  of 
the  Crown  towards  the  Native  Races 
was  quite  as  great  as  its  duty  towards 
British-born  subjects.  He  thought  the 
Committee  would  agree  with  him  that, 
although  it  might  be  a  difficult  subject, 
it  was  one  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  was 
fully  entitled  to  bring  forward. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  subject  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  has  been  treated 
in  a  very  difi^erent  manner  by  speakers 
who  have  addressed  the  Committee  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  approached  the 
matter  in  a  fair  and  temperate  spirit, 
and  I  am  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  did 
not  follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  raised  the  ques- 
tion admitted  that  there  were  important 
qualifications;  but  the  noble  Lord  has 
approached  the  subject  in  a  very  different 
spirit,  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  the 
widest  conclusions  and  of  laying  down 
the  most  questionable  principles,  as  to 
the  scope  of  which  he  appears  to  have 
not  the  smallest  idea.  The  noble  Lord 
has  also  made  general  and  unfair  charges 
against  the  Government  for  not  pro- 
viding the  House  with  information.  I 
entirely  dispute  the  general  allegations 
of  the  noble  Lord.  The  Government 
have  used  every  effort  to  provide  tho 
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House  with  information,  and  sometimes 
they  have  provided  it  earlier,  perhaps, 
than  was  altogether  justifiable.  On 
this  occasion  the  fault  of  the  Government 
has  been  that  they  have  given  informa- 
tion to  tho  House  at  a  period  when  they 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  pronounce  a 
final  judgment  upon  it.  1  could  have 
understood  the  objection  that  the  Colo- 
nial Department  was  open  to  censure  for 
having  produced  the  information  and 
laid  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
order  to  evade  the  responsibility  of  a 
decision.  But  the  Gt)vecnment  are  not 
seeking  to  evade  their  responsibility, 
and  this  fact  has  been  recognized  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself. 
Indeed,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  rather  apologized  for  bring- 
ing on  the  matter  now,  and  said  that  he 
did  so  because  he  feared  he  should  not 
have  another  opportunity.  Whether 
the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  convenient  or  not, 
I  make  no  complaint  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  introduced  the  subject ;  and  I 
must  say  that  he  observed  considerable 
caution  in  regard  to  committing  himself 
to  untenable  and  impossible  principles 
of  action.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  all  he  desired  to  ask  of 
the  Government  was  that  they  would 
endeavour  to  mediate  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  New  Zealand  and  the  Maori 
Chiefs.  Now,  I  must  point  out  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the 
mere  fact  of  being  asked  to  mediate 
would  not  of  itself  justify  mediation. 
Before  it  can  be  called  mediation,  it 
must  have  the  approbation  of  the  two 
parties  concerned.  I  do  not,  however, 
take  my  stand  on  that.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  refer  to  me- 
diation in  a  formal  sense ;  but  he  spoke 
rather  of  friendly  intervention.  I  can 
quite  understand  that,  in  certain  cases, 
the  Imperial  Government  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  suggesting  mediation  in- 
formally, in  the  absence  of  any  direct 
application  to  act  as  mediators.  Bot 
before  anything  of  the  kind  could  be 
done,  it  would  be  necessary  to  be  con- 
vinced that  there  was  a  case  upon  which 
to  go  to  the  Government  of  New  Zealand 
in  order  to  represent  to  them  what  joa 
thought  of  the  state  of  affairs,  and  to 
induce  them  to  act  in  conformity  with 
existing  Treaties.  It  is  assumed  that 
the  Colonial  Department  is  not  prepared 
to  do  thi^  at  the  proper  time;  but  no- 
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thing  has  been  said  to  warrant  such  a 
conclusion.  The  Colonial  Department 
have  not  yet  made  any  official  declara- 
tion in  a  manner  that  would  enable  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  suggest 
that  they  are,  or  are  not,  prepared  to  do 
anything.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  has  given  some  indica- 
tion of  the  state  of  facts ;  and,  as  far  as 
I  am  able  to  gather  from  his  statement, 
and  from  the  Papers,  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  there  is  a  case  for  mediation. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi.  If  I  do  not 
enter  upon  the  subject,  it  is  because  I 
do  not  like  to  trust  to  a  hazy  memory. 
I  believe  in  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  called  the  high  purpose 
and  very  sacred  character  of  that  Treaty. 
Of  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Government 
on  this  matter  to  do  something  upon  re- 
ceiving an  appeal  from  the  New  Zealand 
Chiefs.  They  are  the  Eepresentatives 
of  a  race  greatly  attenuated  in  numbers, 
but  nevertheless  a  very  noble  race ;  and, 
moreover,  there  were  circumstances  in 
the  earlier  part  of  our  relations  with 
these  Natives  which  ought  to  make  us 
anxious  to  do  everything  we  could  for 
the  Maoris  whenever  there  is  an  appear- 
ance of  wrong  being  done  to  them.  But 
I  must  say,  in  regard  to  this  demand 
for  our  mediation  in  New  Zealand,  that 
it  is  a  matter  upon  which  the  House 
ought  entirely  to  reserve  its  opinion 
until  the  whole  of  the  circumstances  are 
in  the  possession  of  the  House  in  the 
information  which  is  about  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table.  The  position  taken  up 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  is  entirely  diflPerent  from  that 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  in 
the  case  of  a  Colony  which  has  received 
representative  government  we,  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country  and  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown,  retain  in  full  our 
responsibility  for  all  that  may  take 
place  in  that  Colony  in  regard  to  Native 
Baces  that  may  be  attributable  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Colonial  Legislature  or 
the  Colonial  Government.  That  is  a 
tremendous  proposition.  I  do  not  think 
the  noble  Lord  has  looked  at  that  pro- 
position in  the  light  of  law  and  history. 
He  did  not  quote  the  Act  of  Parliament 
oonstitttting  responsible  Government  in 


New  Zealand.  He  did  not  show  that 
there  were  reservations  in  it,  excluding 
from  the  scope  of  those  representative 
institutions  the  relations  between  the 
Colonial  Government  and  the  Native 
tribes.  I  think  I  have  shown  enough 
when  I  have  said  that.  The  noble  Lord 
refers  to  the  case  of  the  Basutos.  Yes ; 
but  why  did  the  affairs  of  Basutoland 
become  matters  for  our  consideration? 
Because  the  Cape  Government  pressed 
us  to  resume  responsibility. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
That  was  after  the  British  Government 
had  interfered. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
that  they  interfered.  The  noble  Lord 
has  not  proved  his  case  ;  and  my  recol- 
lection of  the  facts  is  totally  different  to 
his.  Probably  the  noble  Lord  is  not 
aware  that  through  many  of  my  earlier 
years  in  Parliament  I  was  considerably 
concerned  with  this  very  question  of  the 
relative  responsibilities  of  the  Colonial 
Authorities  and  the  Home  Government 
with  respect  to  the  relations  between  the 
Colonies  and  the  Native  Baces.  As 
much  as  50  years  ago — nay,  more  than 
50  years— no,  about  50  years  ago,  I  sat 
upon  a  Committee  of  this  House  which 
dealt  with  the  relations  of  the  Cape  and 
the  Native  Baces ;  and  I  then  found  it 
my  duty  to  contend  strongly  that,  on 
the  whole,  it  was  best  for  the  interests 
of  the  Native  Eaces  that  we  should 
allow  the  Colonists  themselves  to  con- 
duct those  relations  for  themselves,  and 
reap  the  consequences  if  they  conducted 
them  badly.  I  am  boimd  to  say  that 
that  had  particular  reference  to  the  case 
of  the  Caffres,  which  was  not  altogether 
on  all  fours  with  the  case  of  New  Zea- 
land, as  the  Caffres  were  a  powerful 
race,  while  in  New  Zealand  the  Native 
Baces  are  largely  reduced  in  numbers. 
The  question  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
raised,  however,  is  one  of  the  utmost 
nicety,  and  one  of  the  utmost  difficulty, 
which  he  is  not  prepared  to  meet  at  all. 
He  sweeps  everything  before  him,  and 
lays  it  down  as  a  general  rule  that  when 
a  great  community  of  British  citizens  is 
formed  in  some  other  country,  some- 
where beyond  the  sea,  and  receives  the 
full  privileges  of  a  free  Government, 
still  there  is  a  tacit  reservation  under 
which  this  House  retains  its  responsi- 
bility for  everything  that  is  done  with 
respect  to  the  Native  Baces.  That  is 
the  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he 
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complains  that  it  is  not  the  doctrine  of 
my  hon.'  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.  For  my  part, 
however,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  pre- 
fer the  doctrine  of  my  hon.  Friend,  which 
is  a  great  deal  sounder  and  more  rea- 
sonable than  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  I 
have  never  heard  of  any  such  reserva- 
tion, except  upon  special  grounds,  in  spe- 
cial circumstances,  and  for  a  special  pur- 
pose. The  noble  Lord,  who  speaks  of 
maintaining  the  union  between  the  Co- 
lonies and  this  country,  and  sets  himself 
up  as  the  champion  of  that  union,  would 
reserve  to  himself  the  power  of  interfer- 
ing whenever  he  chose  with  Colonies 
which  have  Eepresentative  Listitutions 
on  the  subject  of  Native  Eaces;  but 
does  he  consider  that  that  would  be  a 
specific  for  maintaining  the  union?  I 
am  lost  in  astonishment  at  such  a  doc- 
trine. What  sort  of  Englishmen  does 
he  think  the  Colonists  are  who  would 
submit  to  such  treatment  ?  Of  course, 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  apply  that  doc- 
trine to  New  Zealand,  he  would  no  doubt 
apply  it  elsewhere:  We  have  recently 
had  disturbances  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.     Well,  I  suppose  the  insur- 

fents  in  those  disturbances  think  they 
ave  been  badly  treated,  and  will  have 
something  do  say  on  the  subject  of  vio- 
lated rights.  If  they  come  to  the  noble 
Lord  and  say  what  they  may  have  to 
say  on  such  a  subject,  is  the  noble  Lord 
prepared  to  come  down  to  this  House 
and  say  that  we  are  to  tell  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  that  they  are  an  entirely  sub- 
ordinate Body,  and  that  the  Home  Govern- 
ment does  not  recognize  their  power  and 
authority,  and  will  themselves  decide 
the  questions  which  have  arisen  in  re- 
gard to  the  Native  Baces  ?  The  fact  is 
the  noble  Lord  has  led  the  House  into 
a  discussion  of  one  of  the  nicest,  most 
stormy,  and  most  difficult  legal  ques- 
tions it  would  be  possible  to  raise  be- 
tween the  Mother  Country  and  the  Co- 
lonies. No  doubt,  there  are  cases  in 
which  the  Lnperial  Parliament  has 
asserted  its  authority  over  Colonial 
Legislative  Assemblies.  In  the  great 
case  of  Negro  emancipation,  for  in- 
stance, it  was  provided — I  think  it  was 
provided  in  the  letter  of  the  Act— that 
the  emancipation  should  take  effect  whe- 
ther the  Colonies  liked  it  or  not.  When 
at  a  later  period,  however,  in  the  case  of 
Jamaica,  Parliament  found  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Colonial  Authorities  was  not 

Mr.  Gladstone 


satisfactory  to  the  Native  Eaces^  they 
did  not  adopt  the*  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord,  but  they  suspended  entirely  the 
Eepresentative  Institutions  of  the  coun- 
try. What  I  say  is,  that  where  Eepre- 
sentative Institutions  have  been  granted, 
it  has  been  the  intention  of  Parliament 
in  almost  every  case,  and  certainly  as  a 
general  rule,  to  hand  over,  along  with 
other  things,  all  power  in  regpard  to  the 
regulation  and  control  of  the  Native 
Eaces.  That  has  been  the  basis  upon 
which  our  Colonial  Empire  has  been 
founded ;  and  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
Colonies  would  be  unworthy  of  the  name 
of  Englishmen  if  they  were  to  consent  to 
be  despoiled  of  their  inheritance  and  to 
receive  Eepresentative  Institutions  on 
any  other  terms.  I  must  say,  therefore, 
that  I  believe  my  hon.  Friend  was  per- 
fectly right  in  what  he  said-^that  where 
you  give  Eepresentative  Institutions,  yon 
give  virtually  and  substantially  fiiU  con- 
trol over  the  Native  Eaces.  On  these 
grounds,  I  cannot  agree  with  what  fell 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  GK>rst) ;  and  I  hope  that 
if  the  noble  Lord,  who  went  consider- 
ably beyond  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, is  about  to  speak  again,  he  will 
somewhat  restrict  those  high  flights  in 
which  he  has  been  indulging,  and  will 
be  content  to  take  up  a  somewhat  more 
modest  attitude. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUBCHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
allowed  himself  to  be  extremely  sarcas- 
tic at  his  expense,  and  had  also  allowed 
himself  to  be  rather  unfair;  and  he 
begged  to  say  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  informed  him  that» 
as  far  as  he  understood  his  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill's)  proposition,  he  agreed 
with  every  word  he  had  said.  The  case 
put  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  was 
entirely  to  divest  the  Crown  of  all  re- 
sponsibility. He  disputed  that,  and  pro- 
tested against  it  upon  general  groands 
and  upon  specific  grounds ;  but  he  did 
not  push  his  protest  so  far  as  the  Prim* 
Minister  had  stated.  He  had  not  con- 
tended that  the  Crown  should  be  ooo- 
tinually  interfering  between  the  Gblonial 
Government  and  the  Native  Eaces,  who 
were  not  adequately  protected  or  recog- 
nized by  the  Colonial  Government ;  bvt 
he  had  held  that  there  were  cntmiB 
special  and  exceptional  occastons  wfa«& 
it  was  their  duty  to  interfere.     Look 
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how  the  doctrine  of  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  work.  Suppos- 
ing the  Maories  were  a  very  powerful 
race,  and  suppose  through  the  conduct 
of  the  Colonial  Government  they  threat- 
ened the  British  portion  of  New  Zea- 
land, what  would  happen  ?  They  would 
have  to  seud  out  a  British  expedition  to 
protect  the  Colonists,  because,  however 
much  they  might  be  in  the  wrong,  public 
feeling  in  this  country  would  compel  the 
Government  to  protect  them  with  its 
armies,  if  their  existence  was  threat- 
ened. Therefore,  he  contended  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  Home  Government 
was  very  great,  as,  indeed,  it  must  be 
where  the  British  Crown  was  supreme. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  nothing 
had  been  said  as  to  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown,  either  by  him  or  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  his  contention  had  been  that 
that  supremacy  or  responsibility  was  as 
absolute  as  any  responsibility  could  be. 
That  was  his  contention.  He  contended 
that  if  they  could  interfere  with  the 
Local  Parliament  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  veto  their  Acts,  their  responsibility 
was  no  less  in  cases  of  dispute  between 
the  Colonial  Government  and  the  Native 
X^aces 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHELY  pointed  out 
that  the  Natives  were  represented  in  the 
Colonial  Legislature. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  know 
very  well  that  the  representation  of  the 
Maories  in  the  New  Zealand  Parliament 
was  nothing  but  a  ridiculous  sham.  By 
the  kindness  and  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  had  been  allowed  to  put  his 
case  before  them,  and  he  maintained 
that  it  was  a  perfectly  sound  and  Con- 
stitutional view;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  repudiated  it,  the  sooner 
we  separated  our  connection  with  the 
Colonies  the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
Colonies,  and  the  better  for  tho  credit 
of  the  English  people. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
manner  in  which  these  Estimates  were 
got  up  to  show  a  small  decrease.  What 
he  said  was  this — that  it  was  quite  obvi- 
ous, when  they  looked  into  the  accounts 
as  they  were  then  presented  to  them, 
that  there  would  be  no  real  decrease  at 
alL  The  most  important  item  of  all, 
which  constituted  about  90  per  cent  of 
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the  whole  Vote,  was  that  under  the 
third  head  for  salaries,  wages,  &c.  It 
was  perfectly  clear  that  that  item  was 
inciBasing  ;  but,  in  order  to  make  a  show 
to  be  able  to  put  the  word  **  decrease" 
at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  the  absurd 
farce  was  gone  through  of  putting  down 
decreases  under  the  head  of  the  smaller 
items.  What  reason  was  there  to  believe, 
for  instance,  that  there  would  be  a  de- 
crease of  £500  in  the  cost  of  telegrams 
for  the  coming  year?  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  there  was  any  Minister 
present  who  could  explain  this?  He 
saw  the  hon.  Member  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert)  coming  in, 
and  he  would  ask  him  how  he  could 
justify  these  estimated  decreases  ?  The 
Estimate  for  housekeeping  was  reduced 
by  £50,  which  was  still  more  astonish- 
ing. In  order  to  test  the  Yote,  he 
wanted  to  know  where  there  was  to  be 
a  saving  of  £50  in  the  housekeeping  of 
the  Colonial  Office?  Was  the  poor 
woman  who  kept  the  Office  to  have 
something  knocked  off  her  wages  in 
order  to  show  a  decrease  on  the  Esti- 
mate, or  where  did  the  difference  arise  ? 
He  did  ask  for  information  on  this  mat- 
ter, if  it  could  be  given,  or  was  the 
whole  thing  simply  a  matter  of  account 
keeping  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Warton)  that  these  items  were  not 
put  down  without  due  consideration. 
They  were  based  upon  the  actual  ex- 
penditure of  the  previous  year,  which, 
having  been  less  than  had  been  pre- 
viously estimated,  they  had,  of  course, 
put  down  a  less  sum  this  year.  In  the 
case  of  telegrams,  for  instance,  the  cost 
last  year  had  been  less  than  was  antici- 
pated, and  accordingly  a  less  sum  was 
asked  for  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
would  have  thought,  however,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
been  glad  to  notice  any  excuse  for  a  re- 
duction of  expenditure.  The  Estimates 
had  been  prepared  with  a  desire  to 
avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  the  necessity 
of  introducing  Supplementary  Estimates, 
and  where  decreases  were  shown  they 
had  been  based  upon  the  experience  of 
the  past  year. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  question  with  regard  to  the  recent  in- 
surrection in  Canada,  and  what  the  Gt>- 
vernment  intended  to  do  in  the  matter. 
He  wanted  to  know  if  tho  Government 
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had  received  any  information  from  the 
Government  of  Canada  as  to  the  course 
they  proposed  to  adopt  with  regard  to  the 
half-breed  Eiel,  now  they  had  captured 
him?  He  saw  from  the  papers  that 
they  were  intending  to  indict  him  for 
high  treason.  He  would  like  to  know, 
on  the  authority  of  the  Government,  if 
that  was  so,  because  it  appeared  to  him 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  the  rising 
and  the  course  taken  by  Hiel  was  pro- 
voked by  the  action  of  the  Government 
of  Canada. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  perfectly  justified  in 
putting  any  question  to  the  Government 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies;  but  he  would 
not  be  in  Order  in  discussing  on  this 
Vote  the  rights  or  wrongs  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  of  Canada. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  had  very  nearly 
concluded  his  remarks  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  called  him  to  Order,  and 
ho  had  no  intention  of  discussing  the 
conduct  of  the  Canadian  Government. 
He  was  just  going  to  say  this — that  in 
matters  of  this  kind  the  Government  of 
Canada  ought  to  be,  as  far  as  possible, 
subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Home 
Government ;  because  in  this  case  it  was 
in  consequence  of  their  negligence,  to 
a  great  extent,  that  the  disturbances 
took  place  for  which  Eiel  was  about  to 
be  tried.  They  were  going  to  punish 
Eiel  for  an  occurrence  for  which  the 
Canadian  Government  were  equally  re- 
sponsible with  him. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
had  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  Government  had  no  infor- 
mation from  the  Canadian  Government 
as  to  what  would  be  the  form  of  the 
prosecution  or  trial  they  proposed  for 
Kiel.  They  had  no  information,  either, 
as  to  what  was  their  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  the  causes  of  the  outbreak. 
They  had  received  no  communication 
from  the  Canadian  Government;  but 
they  had  received  a  somewhat  lengthy 
Eeport  from  the  Governor  General  as 
to  the  alleged  grievances  of  the  half- 
breeds,  and  what  was  the  position  of 
the  matter.  He  hoped  before  long  to 
be  able  to  lay  that  Paper  upon  the 
Table. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  Kenny 


Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £35,883,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Privy  Council  Office. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  irere 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

(5.)  £71,178,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  that 
this  Vote  was  diminished  under  the  first 
item  for  salaries  by  a  very  material 
amount — almost  £10,000— and  he  would 
like  to  ask  any  Minister  who  could  ex- 
plain it,  how  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
expect  to  do  all  the  work  this  Depart- 
ment with  the  reduced  staff  which  this 
would  entail  ?  It  was  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  understand.  While  he  was  an> 
swering  that,  he  would  like  him  also  to 
explain  what  had  been  the  result  of  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  the  Eeceivers  of  Wrecks.  Under 
the  recent  Bill  a  complete  alteration  had 
been  made  in  regard  to  the  Eeceivers  of 
Wrecks  ;  and  when  the  Bill  was  passed 
he  ventured  to  express  an  opinion  that 
no  economy  would  result  to  the  Public 
Service.  He  would  be  glad,  therefore, 
if  the  Minister  who  replied  would  ex- 
plain what  had  been  the  result  of  the 
alteration. 

Mr.  holms  said,  the  matter  was 
rather  a  complicated  one ;  but  he  could 
say  that  the  alteration  had  answered 
very  well,  and  was  working  satisfac- 
torily. With  regard  to  the  large  de- 
crease to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred,  the  plain  fact  of  the  matt*^ 
was  this — a  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Treasury  had 
completely  overhauled  the  Department, 
and  it  was  found  possible  to  make 
the  reduction  in  the  Vote  which  was 
now  proposed.  The  alteration  in  regard 
to  the  Eeceivers  of  Wrecks  had  worked 
satisfactorily,  so  far  as  time  had  given 
experience. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  m  regard  to  the  exami- 
nation of  officers  for  the  Mercantile 
Marine.  Students  who  failed  at  their 
first  examination  and  came  up  again 
were  charged  the  full  examination  fe« 
on  both  occasions.  He  believed  that  the 
number  of  officers  who  failed  throufrh- 
out  the  United  Kingdom,  on  the  fiM 
examination,  was  something  like  -liH), 
and  this  gave  to  the  Board  uf  Trad« 
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something  like  £700  a-year,  at  tlie  ex- 
pense of  very  poor  men.  He  would 
ask  why  these  second  fees  were  taken 
from  men  who  could  ill  afford  them  ? 

Mr.  holms  said,  he  would  make 
inquiries  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  a  ques- 
tion relating  to  the  Department  charged 
with  the  duty  of  removing  wrecks.  He 
might  mention  that  once  or  twice  he 
had  asked  questions  in  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Department, 
and  he  was  obliged  to  say  that  the  re- 
plies he  had  received  were  not  at  all  of 
a  satisfactory  character.  One  of  the 
wrecks  he  had  referred  to  had  been 
lying  for  months  in  the  fairway  to 
Ballyshannon,  off  the  coast  of  Donegal, 
such  was  the  extraordinary  negligence 
of  the  Department.  Owing  to  these 
wrecks  not  being  removed,  poor  men 
were  constantly  placed  in  imminent  risk 
of  losing  their  lives ;  and  yet,  so  care* 
less  was  the  Department,  that  the  great 
danger  in  which  seamen  and  others  were 
placed  was  not  sufficient  to  induce  them 
to  act.  One  reply  given  to  him  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  Board  had  not  re- 
ceived **any  notice"  on  the  subject, 
although  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  should  imagine 
that  there  could  be  no  more  proper  form 
of  notice  than  a  question  put  by  an  hon. 
Member  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
With  regard  to  the  case  he  was  par- 
ticularly referring  to,  he  had  no  reason 
to  believe,  however,  that  any  effect  had 
been  produced  upon  the  Department, 
because  the  wreck  was  still  lying  where 
it  had  been  for  a  long  time  past.  The 
Board  of  Irish  Lights  appeared  to  be 
an  irresponsible  body.  It  was  not,  at 
any  rate,  responsible  to  Irish  opinion ; 
it  held  no  meetings  in  public;  he  be- 
lieved that  its  members  were  nominated 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  but 
that  they  were  accountable  for  their 
action  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  How- 
ever, the  serious  question  to  which'  he 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Committee  was  that 
of  the  wreck  in  Donegal  Bay,  in  the 
fairway  to  Ballyshannon.  That  wreck 
had  been  lying  there  since  last  July, 
and  he  need  hardly  say  that  it  had 
worked  a  very  prejudicial  effect  upon 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  that  port. 
The  Board  of  Irish  Lights  had  endea- 
voured to  justify  their  inaction  in  this 


matter  by  saying  that  they  could  not 
obtain  possession  of  the  wreck.  No 
doubt,  the  owners  had  attempted  to 
take  out  whatever  valuables  the  ship 
contained 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  cannot  find  any- 
thing in  the  Vote  which  relates  to 
wrecks.  Does  the  hon.  Member  refer 
to  anything  in  the  Irish  Votes  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON :  No,  Sir.  The  matter 
to  which  I  am  calling  attention  has 
direct  relation  to  the  Board  of  Irish 
Lights,  who  are  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  am  pointing 
out  that  they  have  been  guilty  of  neglect 
in  the  matter  of  this  wreck.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  call  them 
to  account,  and  I  am  endeavouring  to 
obtain  from  the  Eepresentative  of  that 
Department  an  assurance  that  they  will 
give  instructions  in  the  matter.  I  pre- 
sume that  I  am  in  Order  in  so  doing. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  is  answerable  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  then  I  consider  that  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  are  ap- 
propriate to  this  Vote,  although,  as  I 
have  said,  there  is  nothing  in  the  Vote 
relating  to  wrecks. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Vote  includes  the  salary  of  the 
President  of  the  Board,  who  has  con- 
trol in  this  matter.  Is  it  not  competent 
for  me  to  call  attention  to  the  Board  of. 
Irish  Lights  under  the  circumstances  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  pointed 
out  that  if  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  is 
accountable  to  the  Board  of  Trade  the 
hon.  Member  is  in  Order. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  was  the  case, 
and  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject  now  because  this  was  the  only 
Vote  on  which  he  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  would  admit  that 
he  was  correct  in  this.  His  object  was 
to  ascertain  what  would  induce  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  take  action  in  this 
matter.  He  said  it  was  a  scandalous 
thing  that  a  wreck  should  be  allowed  to 
lie  for  an  indefinite  period  of  time  in  the 
fairway  at  Ballyshannon.  As  he  had 
said,  the  owners  of  the  vessel  kept  pos- 
session until  they  had  recovered  the 
valuables  on  board;  but  when  they 
abandoned  the  wreck  the  Irish  Board 
of  Lights  were  applied  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  it  removed.  Now,  in 
tho  first  instance,  the  Board  assumed 

Digitized  by  ^^UU^lC 


1271  Supply-- Civil 

an  imperious  tone,  and  ordered  the 
owners  to  give  up  the  wreck.  When, 
however,  they  obtained  possession  of  it, 
they  made  no  use  of  their  powers,  and 
allowed  it  to  remain  where  it  was.  It 
was  said  at  one  time  that  there  was 
some  hope  of  an  arrangement  being  ar- 
rived at  between  the  Local  Authorities 
and  the  Board ;  but  nothing  had  re- 
sulted from  that.  At  all  events,  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  time  had  passed 
away  since  the  Ballyshannon  authorities 
informed  the  Board  of  Trade  that  there 
was  no  prospect  whatever  of  an  arrange- 
ment being  come  to  on  the  subject.  One 
of  the  wrecks  had  already  caused  loss  of 
life,  and  the  other  remained  a  constant 
impediment  to  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  that  part  of  the  country.  Of  course, 
owing  to  the  curious  mixture  of  powers 
between  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights  in 
Ireland  and  the  Board  of  Trade  in  Eng- 
land, they  had  been  unable  to  get  any 
redress  hitherto,  or  even  an  admission 
that  the  wreck  was  in  the  fairway  at 
Ballyshannon. 

Mr.  holms  said,  it  was  quite  true 
that  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights  did  not 
admit  that  the  wreck  was  in  the  fair- 
way of  navigation;  on  the  contrary, 
they  said  that  the  wreck  off  the  coast  of 
Donegal  did  not  stand  in  the  fairway  at 
all.  If,  however,  it  was  made  clear  that 
it  did  stand  in  the  fairway,  then  he 
thought  there  would  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  exer- 
cise the  power  which  they  possessed. 
But  up  to  the  present  moment  he  be- 
lieved that  the  point  had  not  been 
clearly  established  one  way  or  the  other. 
Mr.  sexton  said,  this  surely  argued 
not  only  that  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights 
neglected  its  duties,  but  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  also,  who  were  represented  in 
that  Bouse,  neglected  to  inform  itself 
of  matters  of  fact.  He  was  instructed 
to  say  that  the  wreck  in  question  was 
lyingin  the  fairway  at  Ballyshannon. 
Every  proper  step  had  been  taken  to 
bring  about  the  removal  of  this  dan- 
gerous impediment,  but  without  result. 
So  long  ago  as  the  month  of  October 
last,  the  Town  Commissioners  of  Bally- 
shannon made  representations  to  the 
Irish  Board  of  Lights  and  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  many  weeks  had  elapsed 
since  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  embodied  in 
a  very  full  and  elaborate  Question  the 
details  and  facts  of  this  case.  It  was 
said   at   the    time    in    reply  to    that 
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Question  that  steps  would  be  taken 
to  get  rid  of  the  impediment;  but 
now  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Par- 
liamentary Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  said  that  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  wreck  lay  in  the  fairway  of 
navigation  or  not,  although  he  added 
that  if  it  were  so  some  steps  would  be 
taken  in  the  matter  by  the  exercise  of 
the  powers  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  was  unable  to  see  what 
more  could  be  done  in  this  matter  than 
had  been  done  to  bring  about  the  re- 
moval of  the  wreck.  He  put  a  fair 
question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  he  had 
shown  that,  according  to  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Ballyshannon,  who 
ought  to  know,  the  wreck  did  lay  in  the 
fairway  of  navigation ;  and  all  he  could 
do  now  was  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
what  still  remained  to  be  done  before 
the  Board  of  Trade  took  action  in  the 
matter? 

Mr.  holms  said,  he  thought  the 
case  a  fair  one  for  further  inquiry; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  leave  it 
to  him  further  inquiry  should  be  made, 
and  action  taken  rf  the  Board  of  Trade 
found  that  there  was  any  stoppage  of 
the  navigation. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  there  was 
a  proposal  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  considerably  increasing  the  authority 
and  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  matters  relating  to  the  registration  of 
shipping ;  and  it  was  clear  that  by  the 
transfer  of  that  business  to  the  Depart- 
ment a  very  much  larger  staff  would  be 
required. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  referring  to  one  of  the 
provisions  of  a  Bill  which  was  on  the 
Orders  of  the  Day.  The  Bill  must  not 
be  discussed  until  it  came  forward. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  wish  to  discuss  the  Bill  or  any 
of  its  provisions.  He  remarked  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  it  was 
proposed  to  throw  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade  a  very  much  greater  amount  of 
work  than  it  had  now  to  perform,  by 
extending  its  authority  and  jurisdictioa 
in  regard  to  the  registration  of  shipping. 
That  was  one  of  the  matters  which  he 
had  brought  before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
and  it  was  said  that  an  inqairy  would 
be  instituted  into  the  work  of  the  !>*• 
partment  and  the  position  of  tlit*  ofli- 
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oials.  The  increased  amount  of  work 
referred  to  was  to  be  undertaken  while 
the  Department  was  undergoing  re- 
organization, and  at  a  time  when  there 
had  been  a  large  diminution  of  the 
staff.  For  instance,  the  Estimate 
showed  that  there  were  nine  clerks  of 
the  first  class  with  minimum  salaries  of 
£625,  rising  annually  by  £25  to  the 
maximum  of  £800  a-year;  and  that 
class  of  clerks  had  been  entirely  got  rid 
of.  Then  there  were  10  clerks  of  the 
second  class,  with  minimum  salaries  of 
£420,  rising  by  an  annual  increment  of 
£20  to  the  maximum  of  £600.  They 
also  had  been  entirely  removed.  There 
were  likewise  11  clerks  of  the  third 
class,  with  minimum  salaries  of  £200, 
rising  by  an  annual  increase  of  £15  to 
the  maximum  of  £400  a-year,  all  of 
whom  had  apparently  left  the  service. 
Further  down  the  page  he  found  that 
the  nine  clerks  of  the  first  class  had 
been  replaced  by  six  principals,  with 
salaries  almost  identical  with  those  of 
the  men  who  had  been  got  rid  of — that 
was  to  say,  they  had  each  a  minimum 
salary  of  £650,  rising  by  an  annual  in- 
crement of  £25  to  £800  a-year ;  and  in- 
stead of  the  second  class  clerks  who  had 
been  removed,  there  were  17  upper 
division  clerks,  with  salaries  of  £200, 
rising  annually  by  £15  to  the  maximum 
of  £400  a-year.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
seen  that  the  work  done  by  the  clerks 
who  had  left  the  service  was  fully  pro- 
vided for.  But  when  they  came  to  the 
Hegistry  Branch  of  the  Department 
they  found  a  difiPerent  state  of  things. 
The  principal  assistant  clerk  had  been 
got  rid  of ;  the  9  assistant  clerks  of  the 
first  class  had  been  reduced  to  6 ;  the  22 
assistant  derks  of  the  second  class  had 
been  reduced  to  21,  and  the  10  assistant 
clerks  of  the  third  class  had  entirely 
disappeared.  So  that  the  whole  staff 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Department  had 
been  completely  re-organized,  with  a 
reduction  of  expenditure  for  the  staff 
of  clerks  of  about  £10,000,  the  total 
amount  of  salaries  for  the  present  year 
being  £48,822,  as  against  £58,274  for 
the  year  1884-5.  Looking  at  these 
figures  then,  it  occurred  to  him  that,  if 
such  a  re-organization  with  a  reduction 
of  20  Der  cent  in  the  amount  of  salaries 
could  DO  made  in  a  single  year,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  up  to  Uie  present  time 
mosthavebeen  singularly  lax,  inefficient, 


and  costly.  Now,  the  lines  on  which  this 
re-organization  of  the  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  carried 
out  were  of  very  material  consequence 
not  only  to  the  officials  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  to  the  whole  of  the  Oivil 
Service.  If  they  indicated  the  lines  on 
which  the  Treasury  proposed  to  proceed 
in  the  re- organization  of  other  Depart- 
ments in  future,  then  it  would  undoubt- 
edly be  a  matter  of  very  great  conse- 
quence and  importance  to  a  very  large 
number  of  persons  employed  in  the 
various  Departments  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. In  the  present  instance,  the 
whole  of  the  first  and  second  class 
clerks  appeared  to  have  been  got  rid  of; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable increase  in  the  number  of 
upper  division  clerks.  Now,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  must  be  aware,  if 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  had  occasion  to  know  it  as  well,  that 
the  upper  division  clerks  of  the  Civil 
Service  were  at  the  present  time  en- 
gaged in  an  agitation  which  had  for  its 
object  the  removal  of  their  grievances ; 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  class  was  still 
in  a  state  of  great  dissatisfaction  with 
their  position.  Hundreds  of  men  were 
engaged  in  the  agitation,  and  while  this 
was  going  on  the  Treasury  were  pro- 
ceeding on  the  line  of  increasing  the 
number  of  clerks  without  making  any 
alteration  in  the  state  or  in  the  pros- 
pects of  the  class.  Now,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  was  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  reply  to  the  question  as  to  what 
had  induced  the  Department  to  make  so 
very  large  an  alteration  in  this  par- 
ticular direction,  he  would  invite  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  state  why  it  was  that 
he  had  been  induced  to  make  it  ?  [Mr. 
HiBBEBT :  It  was  done  before  my  time.] 
Well,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
done  before  his  time.  But  he  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  must  press  for  a  reply 
to  this  question — Was  it  intended  to  do 
this  throughout  the  Civil  Service ;  was 
this  sort  of  thing  to  be  done  with  regard 
to  the  Customs,  Inland  Bevenue,  and 
other  Departments,  which  might,  no 
doubt,  with  great  advantage  to  the 
Public  Service,  be  re-cast;  and  were 
they  to  have  largely-increased  pen- 
sions and  superannuation  lists,  and 
also  a  considerable  addition  to  the  num- 
ber of  upper  class  clerks,  who  were,  at 
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the  present  moment,  agitating  for  a  re- 
moval of  their  grievances  ? 

Mr.  holms  said,  the  hon.. Member 
would  see  that  the  Bill  that  would  be 
brought  forward  that  evening  was  one 
which  would  not  have  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing the  expenditure  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

THBCHAIEMANsaid,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  in  Order  in  discuss- 
ing the  Bill  at  that  time. 

Mr.  holms  said,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  discussing  the  Bill.  He  had 
merely  alluded  to  a  circumstance  which 
connected  it  with  the  discussion  of  the 
Vote  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Department.  It  had 
been  decided  to  reconsider  the  whole 
Department,  and  to  re-organize  it  in  con- 
junction with  the  Treasury.  For  his 
own  part,  he  considered  that  the  re- 
adjustment had  been  conducted  on  a 
sound  basis.  It  might  not,  on  the 
whole,  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor);  but  he  thought  he  would 
admit  it  to  be  generally  a  good  scheme. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee, 
and  he  would  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  answered  one  single 
question  that  he  had  put  to  him  on  the 
subject  of  this  re-organization  ?  The 
Board  of  Trade  had  been  spending,  for 
a  certain  number  of  years,  £58,000,  or 
thereabouts,  and  suddenly  they  found  it 
necessary  to  re-organize  the  Department. 
When  they  came  to  re-organize  it,  they 
were  compelled  to  admit  to  the  House 
that  instead  of  requiring  £58,000  a-year 
for  salaries  in  the  Department,  they 
could  do  all  the  work  for  £48,000  a-year. 
"Well,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  had  offered  no 
justification  of  the  expenditure  in  the 
past,  nor  had  he  offered  any  explana- 
tion as  to  how  the  work  of  the  Depart- 
ment could  be  done  for  the  smaller  sum 
now  asked  for.  But  his  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor's)  point  was  this.  The  staff 
had  been  reduced  in  number  from  147 
to  129,  and  a  large  reduction  had  been 
made  in  the  expenditure ;  but  although 
the  Treasury  had  got  rid  of  the  men 
they  could  not  get  rid  of  their  claims. 
Would  those  men,  who  were  in  the  prime 
of  life,  come  upon  the  pension  list,  and 
on  the  superannuation  list?  Was  it 
not  a  fact  that  the  arrangement  now 
made  would,  in  a  few  years,  bring  up 

J/r.  Arthwr  G*  Connor 


the  expenditure  of  the  Department  to 
an  amount  as  large  as  it  was  before  the 
change  took  place,  with  the  disadvantage 
that  a  large  number  of  efficient  and  ex- 
perienced public  servants  had  been  got 
rid  of  ?  It  was  true  that  the  large  num- 
ber of  men  who  were  taken  on  were  at 
first  to  receive  comparatively  low  sala- 
ries ;  but  the  Department  were  going 
to  add  to  the  class  of  clerks  who  were 
now  agitating  on  account  of  grievances 
alleged  to  be  suffered,  who  were  de- 
manding better  pay,  and  to  whom  before 
long  they  would  have  to  give  way.  He 
had  his  own  experience  in  the  matter  of 
re-organizing  one  of  the  Public  Offices ; 
he  had  witnessed  the  whole  process  of 
re-organization  in  one  case,  and  was  him- 
self concerned  in  it ;  and  he  said  that 
one  of  the  greatest  jobs  ever  perpetrated 
occurred  when  the  War  Office  was  re- 
organized ;  for,  although  the  public  ex- 
pected that  a  saving  would  be  effected, 
nothing  was  saved,  because  allowances, 
superannuation,  and  other  matters,  ren- 
dered the  re-organization  useless  in  that 
respect,  and  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  reason  to  suppose  that  the  re- 
organization of  the  Office  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  prove  more  successful. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  amount 
of  pension  to  be  given  to  the  men  who 
were  superannuated  ? 

Mr.  holms  said,  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was,  no 
doubt,  correct  in  thinking  that  some 
addition  would  be  made  to  the  pension 
list.  He  did  not  think,  howerer,  that 
the  additional  expense  would  be  any- 
thing like  the  amount  which  the  hon. 
Member  supposed.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member's  inquiry  as  to  whether  or 
not  any  sum  would  be  given  as  com- 
pensation to  the  men  who  retired,  he 
believed  that  the  amount  that  would  be 
paid  would  be  about  £5,200  in  alL  The 
hon.  Member  would  be  aware  that  when 
changes  of  this  kind  were  made,  the 
Government  were  bound  to  deal  fairly 
with  the  servants  of  the  Crown:  bat 
against  the  sum  he  had  mentioned  there 
was  to  be  placed  a  reduction  of  aalariee 
amounting  to  over  £9,000. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  had  been  ut 
advocate  for  economy  dnringa  great  nnm- 
ber  of  years,  and  had  taken  part  in 
many  discussions,  the  object  of  whidi 
had  been  to  impress  upon  the  GoT«m» 
ment  of  the  day  the  necessity  of  reducing 
the  expenditure  in  connection  with  tlie 
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staffs  of  Public  Departments;  lie  had 
argued  from  time  to  time  that  the  staffs 
of  Public  Departments  were  excessive, 
and  that  the  charge  upon  the  public  in 
consequence  was  altogether  unjustifiable. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  constantly 
blamed  successive  Governments  because 
thej  had  kept  up  in  the  various  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  staffs  consisting  of 
so  many  clerks  of  every  grade,  a  state 
of  things  which  led  to  an  excessive  and 
yet  constantly- increasing  expenditure 
for  salaries ;  but  with  all  his  experience 
in  Committee  of  Si|pply  he  had  never 
known  a  Member  of  that  House,  pro- 
fessing economical  opinions,  get  up  and 
complain  of  the  Government  having  re- 
organized an  office  in  the  way  in  which 
the  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  been  dealt  with — a  re-organization 
which  had  considerably  reduced  the 
number  of  employ  is,  which  had  been 
already  the  means  of  effecting  a  con- 
siderable saving  to  the  Public  Exche- 
quer, and  which  did  not  create  a  burden 
for  the  future,  in  any  respect  commen- 
surate with  the  burden  got  rid  of.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was 
occupying  a  new  position  in  blaming 
the  Government  for  attempting  economy ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  thought  that,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  fiaances  of  the 
country,  with  the  present  over-grown 
public  establishments,  with  the  fact  that 
the  servants  of  the  Crown  were  far  too 
numerous,  and  in  many  cases  too  well 
paid,  and  with  the  knowledge  that  their 
salaries  came  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country,  he  thought 
that  this  was  an  occasion,  of  all  others, 
when  they  should  not  complain  of  the 
Government  making  an  honest  endea- 
Tour  to  reduce  the  burden  which  pressed 
BO  heavily  on  the  people.  He  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  Commit- 
tee ought  to  look  with  great  jealousy  on 
these  re-organizations  of  Public  Depart- 
ments. When  it  was  proposed  to  effect 
the  re-organization  of  the  Admiralty  and 
War  Offices,  he  ventured  to  oppose  the 
scheme  of  re-organization  in  that  House, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  going  to  be 
carried  out  in  a  manner  which  would 
entail  a  considerable  burden  on  the 
public ;  and  he  had  also  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  would  not  prove  to  be 
satisfactory,  on  the  ground  either  of 
economy  or  efficiency.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  that  re-organization  had  proved  to 
be  unsatisfactory.    Be-organization  sof 


offices  very  often  turned  out  to  be  delu- 
sive. They  had'  in  the  Public  Service 
a  number  of  highly-paid  officials — gen- 
tlemen who  enjoyed  good  salaries,  and 
were  not  over-worked  ;  they  had  a 
certain  number  of  these  belongftig  to 
the  higher  class,  and  likewise  a  num- 
ber of  officials  who,  no  doubt,  did  a 
larger  amount  of  work,  and  received 
less  pay,  and  among  them  aU  there  was 
a  constant  endeavour  to  get  promotion. 
These  gentlemen  had  two  fixed  ideas  on 
which  they  were  agreed — one  was  that 
they  believed  in  their  own  infallibility, 
and  the  other  was  that  they  were  always 
anxious  for  a  flow  of  promotion.  They 
were  very  often  able  to  get  that  promotion ; 
and  when  re-organization  under  those 
conditions  took  place,  the  result  was  the 
burden  on  the  country  was  increased  by 
additional  pensions,  and  the  staffs  of 
employis,  instead  of  being  diminished, 
were  gradually  increased  up  to  their 
original  numbers.  But,  so  far  as  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  concerned,  the  re- 
organization which  the  Government  had 
succeeded  in  accomplishing  appeared  to 
him  to  be  entirely  satisfactory  ;  and  he 
could  not  say  that,  on  the  face  of  the  Es- 
timate, the  re-organization  was  one  which 
ought  not  to  commend  itself  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  understood  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Holms)  to  say  that  the  charge  on 
account  of  superannuation  would  amount 
to  rather  more  than  £5,000.  He  did 
not  understand,  with  regard  to  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee,  how  it  was  that 
while  the  net  decrease  was  stated  to  be 
£7,265,  almost  the  whole  of  which  re- 
sulted from  the  reduction  of  salaries, 
there  was,  lower  down  on  the  page,  a 
non-effective  charge  of  £16,422  for  this 
year,  as  against  £14,178  for  the  year 
1884-5,  the  difference  between  the  two 
sums  being  £2,244.  However,  taking 
the  difference  between  the  amount  of 
superannuation  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend 
at  £5,000,  and  the  saying  of  £9,000 
due  to  the  reduction  of  salaries,  that,  he 
said,  was  a  very  considerable  decrease ; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that  after  re-organization  had 
taken  place,  it  very  frequently  occurred 
that  a  large  number  of  clerks  were  added, 
which  brought  up  the  expenditure  and  the 
number  of  employ  is  to  the  original  figures. 
He  wished  to  warn  his  hon.  Friend 
against  that  evil.  He  knew  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  for  the  political  officials  of 
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the  Crown  to  resist  the  constant  pressure 
which  was  put  on  them  by  the  perma- 
nent officials  to  increase  salaries ;  but 
he  warned  the  Gt)vemment  that  if  the 
increase  of  the  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try was  to  continue  long  at  the  present 
rate  there  would  be  some  very  serious 
expression  of  public  opinion  that  might 
possibly  interfere  with  the  comforts  of 
some  of  the  permanent  Civil  servants  of 
the  Crown  in  a  manner  which  would  not 
be  very  agreeable.  He  hoped  that  the 
Committee,  instead  of  being  led  away  by 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County,  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whenever  they  made  an 
eflFbrt  to  reduce  the  expenditure  which 
had  already  become  a  very  serious 
burden  on  the  country. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands)  had  not  appreciated  the 
point  of  his  observations.  He  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  merely  set  forth 
the  character  of  the  alterations  in  the 
staff  of  the  Department.  There  were 
9  clerks  of  the  1st  Class,  10  clerks  of 
the  2nd  Class,  and  1 1  clerks  of  the  3rd 
Class,  and  nearly  all  of  these  men  were 
at  the  maximum  of  their  class;  the  9 
men  of  the  Ist  Class,  at  £800,  drew 
£7,171 ;  the  10  men  of  the  2nd  Class, 
at  £600,  drew  £6,000;  the  11  men  of 
the  3rd  Class,  at  £400,  drew  £4,498— 
every  one  of  the  30  men  was  at  the  maxi- 
mum of  his  class.  The  Department  got 
rid  of  all  these  experienced  men,  except 
6,  and  those  6  were  turned  into  prin- 
cipals at  £800  a-year;  and  17  perfectly 
new  men — men  who  did  not  appear  on 
last  year's  list — had  been  brought  in. 
Having  got  rid  of  30  experienced  men, 
the  Department  brought  in  17  men  who 
had  not  been  at  the  work  before,  who 
were  quite  new  to  the  Office.  He  asked 
any  reasonable  man,  however  extrava- 
gant his  notions  might  be  of  the  com- 
parative efficiency  of  the  Civil  Service, 
whether  17  men  introduced  into  the 
Office  within  12  months  were  competent 
to  do  the  work  of  30  old  and  efficient 
men  who  had  been  engaged  on  the  work 
for  a  great  many  years?  They  had 
been  told  that  the  superannuation  would 
amount  to  £5,350.  He  would  not  trouble 
the  Committee  with  figures;  but  how 
these  24  men,  all  at  their  maximum, 
could  be  pensioned  at  such  a  sum,  he 
oould  not  understand.  That  was  only  one 
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part  of  the  case.  In  the  Registry  alone, 
they  got  rid  of  10  1st  Class  clerks,  and 
they  did  not  replace  them  at  all.  Either 
there  was  work  to  be  done,  or  there  was 
not.    The  Board  of  Trade  had  been  em- 
ploying dozens  of  men  with  the  mere 
pretence  of  work,  or  they  had,  somehow 
Qr  other,  managed  to  get  rid  of  an  im- 
portant section  of  Departmental  work. 
If  that  was  not  so,  how  on  earth  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Holms)  mean  to 
defend  such  a  re-casting  of  the  Depart- 
ment as  was  now  proposed?    He  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  asserted,  of  his  own 
knowledge  of  these  Estimates  which  was 
not    altogether    elementary  —  he   had 
watched  tiie  Estimates  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years — ^that  no  man,  having  the 
responsibility  cast  upon  him  of  dnStiog 
an  Estimate  for  the  House  of  Conunons, 
could  have  drawn    up  such  a  set  of 
figures  as  this,  unless  he  had  in  the 
background  something  altogetiier  ex- 
ceptional by  which  to  explain,  it. 

Mb.  holms  said,  he  thought  it  wai 
clear  that  when  any  Department  of  the 
Government  was  re-org^anized  it  most 
be  re-organized  to  the  best  of  the  ability 
of  those  who  composed  it.  It  was  feU 
that  some  re-organization  was  requisite, 
and  the  Department  endeavoured  to  do 
the  best  under  the  circumstances.  It 
was  believed  that  considerable  saving 
would  accrue  to  the  country.  The  ex- 
penditure of  the  country  was  large 
enough  at  the  present  time ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  hoped  no  serious  opposition 
would  be  raised  to  what  had  been  done. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  said  that 
the  17  clerks  were  all  new  men.  On 
examination  it  would  be  found  they  were 
not  all  new  men.  Upon  the  whole,  the 
result  of  the  re-casting  of  the  Office 
would  be  of  advantage  to  the  country. 
There  was  no  reason  to  believe  that 
under  the  new  arrangements  the  Offiee 
would  be  worked  in  anything  bat  an 
efficient  manner. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  they  had  been 
told  that  by  the  re-organization  there 
would  be  a  saving  of  about  £-1,000 
a-year.  But  they  had  two  atatema&ii* 
one  by  a  Minister  of  the  Grown,  and 
another  in  the  Estimate.  He  oould  not 
reconcile  the  statement  they  had  reoeivid 
by  word  of  mouth,  and  the  statement 
with  regard  to  the  non-effective  cham 
on  page  106.  Was  the  whole  expeo£- 
ture  of  pensioning  off  or  mftktng  aOov^ 
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ances  to  clerks  indicated  by  the  difference 
of  the  non-effective  charge;  because  if 
there  was  some  other  item,  where  was  it 
to  be  found  ?  He  did  not  criticize  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  making 
this  change.  He  was  not  sufficiently 
well  acquainted  with  the  matter  to  do 
80 ;  his  only  point  was  that  the  facts 
should  be  stated  accurately  on  the  Paper, 
80  that  they  could  be  understood.  The 
change  might  be  a  very  good  one,  and 
it  might  be  an  economical  one.  He  had 
nothing  to  say  on  that  point;  all  he 
wished  to  suggest  was  the  propriety  of 
putting  an  intelligible  explanation  on 
the  Paper  itself,  so  that  when  people 
came  to  read  the  Paper  they  could  see 
at  a  glance  what  had  been  done.  Why 
could  there  not  be  a  note  to  the  Esti- 
mate such  as  this? — "Owing  to  a  re- 
organization of  the  Office  the  following 
savings  have  been  effected.  .  .  .  These 
must  be  reduced  by  certain  pensions 
which  will  have  to  be  granted  to  certain 
men." 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  almost 
sorry  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
was  not  in  the  position  which  he  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  occupied  at  the  present  time. 
Apart  from  that  observation,  however, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  it  was  always  desirable, 
when  any  re-organization  took  place, 
that  the  whole  facts  should  be  stated. 
He  also  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  full  amount  of  charge 
was  not  shown.  This  Estimate  only 
showed  what  amount  was  brought  into 
charge  at  the  present  time ;  the  remainder 
would  appear  in  next  year's  Estimate. 
If  he  had  any  power  over  the  Estimates 
of  another  year,  he  would  consider  whe- 
ther such  information  as  was  desired 
could  not  be  given.  He  would  like  to 
say,  in  reply  to  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Qiieen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  said  upon  I 
the  question  of  the  17  clerks,  that  he 
was  informed  on  good  authority  that  of 
the  17  clerks,  11  were  persons  who  were 
in  the  Office  before,  and  were  taken  from 
some  of  the  other  clerks  who  had  dis- 
appeared from  the  present  list.  Only 
six  would  be  men  brought  into  the  Office 
for  the  first  time. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  question  with  reference  to  the  legal 
branch  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Establish- 
ment.   The  legal  branch  of  the  Board 
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of  Trade  was,  he  believed,  of  compara- 
tively modern  origin.  It  originated  not 
very  much  more  than  10  years  ago ;  but 
it  had  led  to  an  enormous  amount 
of  expenditure.  The  salaries  amounted 
to  about  £5,000,  and  the  law  charges  to 
about  £18,000,  making  a  total  legal 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  about  £23,000,  as  compared  with 
£52,000  for  the  whole  of  the  other  ex- 
penditure of  the  Board  of  Trade.  No 
doubt,  it  was  a  very  convenient  luxury 
for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  have  its  own 
legal  branch — he  believed  it  was  found 
extremely  convenient.  Instead  of  em- 
ploying the  Treasury  Solicitor  to  con- 
duct their  legal  business,  the  Board  of 
Trade  liked  to  have  a  solicitor  of  their 
own,  as  everybody  did ;  but  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  luxury  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  indulging  in  a  separate 
solicitor  was  not  a  great  tax  and  charge 
upon  the  Public  Revenue.  He  believed 
there  was  no  branch  of  the  Service 
in  which  saving  could  be  more  easily 
effected  than  in  the  conduct  of  the  legal 
business  of  the  Government ;  and  the 
way  to  effect  this  would  be  to  consoli- 
date the  whole  of  the  legal  business  ia 
one  Department,  over  which  there  could 
not  only  be  the  supervision  of  the  Trea- 
sury, but  also  the  supervision  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  The  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  were  Members 
of  the  House,  and  they  were  liable  to 
be  attacked  in  the  House  for  excessive 
legal  expenditure.  If  the  Committee 
were  now  discussing  a  general  legal 
charge,  instead  of  the  legal  branch  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  they  would  have 
the  advantage  of  the  presdnce  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General,  or  the  Solicitor  General, 
or  of  both.  Under  the  present  circum- 
stances, they  had  to  discuss  the  matter 
without  the  presence  of  the  Law  Officers. 
Now,  he  would  suggest  to  the  Members 
of  the  Government  who  were  present, 
and  who  were  understood  to  be  desirous 
of  distinguishing  themselves  in  effecting 
economy  in  tho  Public  Service,  that  they 
should  consider  the  advisability  of  hand- 
ing over  all  legal  business  to  the  per- 
son who  was  the  Solicitor  to  the  Execu- 
tive Government — the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury.  He  understood  that  formerly 
a  great  part  of  the  legal  business  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  done  by  the  Soli- 
citor to  the  Treasury,  and  what  was  not 
done   by  that  gentleman  was  done  by 
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(7.)  £26,007,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Charity  Commission. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether 
the  difl&culties  that  have  occurred  in 
making  provision  for  the  business  of 
the  Charity  Commission  have  been  got 
rid  of,  and  whether  the  works  for  which 
the  Vote  was  taken  have  been  fully 
carried  out  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  :  The  works  for  which 
provision  was  made  are  going  on — 
namely,  the  works  for  completing  the 
arrangements  of  Gwydyr  House  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Commission.  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  any  altered  circum- 
stances since  the  Vote  on  Account  was 
taken  for  the  Charity  Commission.  Of 
course,  in  anything  I  say  I  cannot 
pledge  any  future  Administration  as  to 
the  use  the  House  will  be  put  to  when 
completed;  but,  so  far  as  the  present 
Administration  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  intended  to  make  any 
change  in  the  use  of  the  House.  The 
works  that  were  in  progress  are  still 
going  on,  and,  I  trust,  will  soon  be 
brought  to  a  termination. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Government 
asked  for  and  took  a  Vote  for  furniture 
and  certain  fittings,  and  the  objects  for 
which  the  money  was  obtained  were 
carried  out.  In  the  absence  of  the  ne- 
cessary fittings,  it  was  not  possible  to 
bring  into  the  building  the  City  Charities 
Commission,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  there  was  great  inconvenience  ex- 
perienced in  the  carrying  on  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  City  Charities  Commission, 
as  weU  as  the  work  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission itself.  Is  the  hon.  Member  able 
to  say  that  the  money  which  has  been 
taken  has  been  properly  applied  ?  [Mr. 
Hibbert:  Is  being.]  Well,  is  being. 
Is  the  work  which  is  necessary  for  the 
operations  of  these  two  important  Com- 
missions being  carried  out  ?  If  so,  I 
have  nothing  further  to  say ;  but  the  hon. 
Oentleman  is  well  aware  that,  for  some 
cause  or  other,  there  has  been  great  de- 
lay, and  that  it  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  longer.  I  think  the  funds  that 
have  been  provided  for  the  improvements 
at  Gwydyr  House  have  been  provided 
under  an  arrangement  by  which  the  City 
Charities  Commission  contribute  nearly 
the  whole  sum,  so  that  they  are  pre- 
vented from  entering  into  the  occupation 
of  that  which  they  have  themselves  pur- 


chased. It  certainly  seems  extraordinary 
that  there  should  be  any  difficulty  about 
a  matter  that  seems  so  necessary  for  the 
proper  administration  of  the  work  of 
this  important  Department. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  should  like  to 
hear  some  explanation  of  the  large  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  in  salaries 
in  this  Department  during  the  year. 
The  increase  was  £4,696,  and,  as  the 
Committee  well  knew,  this  was  already 
one  of  the  most  overpaid  Departments 
which  ever  came  under  the  observation 
of  Committee  of  Supply.  The  increase 
to  which  he  drew  attention  was  entirely 
for  salaries.  In  the  first  line  of  the 
Estimate  there  was  an  increase  of 
£1,698  in  respect  of  salaries,  and  the 
next  increase  was  £525,  also  in  respect  of 
salaries.  Then  there  was  a  small  in- 
crease of  £15  for  travelling  expenses, 
which  could,  of  course,  be  easily  accounted 
for.  Again,  in  the  City  of  London 
Parochial  Charities  Department,  they 
had  an  increase  of  £2.058  on  the  salaries 
of  last  year,  and  there  was  no  explana- 
tion whatever  given  of  it.  This,  as  he 
had  said,  was  one  of  the  most  overpaid 
Departments  of  the  State,  and  he  should 
very  much  like  to  know  what  was  to  be 
said  for  the  additions  to  which  he  drew 
attention? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could  not 
agree  that  this  was  one  of  the  most 
overpaid  Departments  of  the  State,  be- 
cause he  considered  that  the  work  done 
by  the  Charity  Commission  was  of  the 
highest  importance,  and  had  been  carried 
out  in  a  most  satisfactory  manner.  It 
had  been  an  increasing  work — in  fact, 
the  work  of  the  Department  had  in- 
creased so  much  that  it  had  necessitated 
the  increase  in  the  Yote  in  respect  <^ 
salaries  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
complained.  In  the  first  place,  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  appoint  aa 
Assistant  Commissioner  during  the  pre- 
sent year.  That  had  become  requisite 
owing  to  the  great  delay  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  consideration  of  T«ry 
important  schemes  which  were  waiting 
decision.  There  were  schemes  awaiting 
consideration  from  Beverley,  Chichester, 
Hull,  and  Wakefield,  in  addition  to 
other  very  important  schemes.  It  had 
been  found  impossible,  with  the  preseai 
staff,  to  keep  up  with  the  increasiag 
work  and  carry  it  out  in  a  satisfactory 
manner;  and,  therefore,  the  Tieasury 
had  agreed  to  the  appointment  of  am 
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Assistant  Commissioner,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Vote  for  the  Educa- 
tional Assistant  Commissioner  shoald  be 
omitted  from  the  present  Vote.  There 
had  been  a  sum  granted  previously  in 
this  way,  and  that  was  now  omitted 
from  the  Vote,  the  amount  so  saved 
being  paid  to  an  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  One  extra  Assistant 
Commissioner  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  Yes.  Then  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  appoint  two 
Commissioners  in  connection  with  the 
City  of  London  Charities,  in  addition 
to  those  who  had  been  previously  in 
office;  but  those  new  appointments 
were  only  to  be  for  12  months,  and  were 
only  made  in  order  to  overtake  the 
pressing  work  of  preliminary  inquiry 
into  individual  schemes.  The  whole 
matter  had  been  very  closely  considered 
by  the  Treasury,  and  he  did  not  think 
a  single  halfpenny  was  being  spent  on 
those  increases  which  was  not  necessary 
for  the  efficient  working  of  the  De- 
partment. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  extra  work  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  to  was;  but  taking  it  for 
granted  that  there  had  been  an  extra 
amount  of  work,  and  that  an  extra 
Assistant  Commissioner  was  appointed 
for  general  work,  and  two  Commis- 
sioners were  appointed  for  London,  he 
presumed  that  altogether  they  would 
not  receive  an  amount  equal  to  the 
salary  of  a  regular  Commissioner.  The 
increase  in  the  Vote  was  considerably 
larger  than  the  salaries  of  those  three 
new  officials  added  together. 

Mr.  HIBBERT:  They  will  receive 
£750  a-year  each. 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  Yes,  £2,250  between 
them;  but,  as  he  had  pointed  out,  the 
total  increase  was  £4,600  odd. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  increase  was  owing  to 
the  appointment  of  an  increased  number 
of  clerks.  The  number  of  Commis- 
sioners having  been  added  to,  it  had,  of 
course,  become  necessary  to  re-arrange 
the  whole  Department. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  trusted  that 
next  year  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  show  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  an  increase  of  that  kind.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  appointment  of  an 
Assistant  Commissioner  was  to  be  per- 
manent or  only  temporary  ? 


Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  in  connection  with  the 
City  of  London  Charities  would  be  only 
appointed  for  12  months;  but  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  he  had  referred 
to  would  be  a  permanent  official. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  regret  the  appointment  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioner,  as  it  did  away 
with  the  duties  of  the  Secretary.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  much  room  to 
complain  of  the  money  spent  in  this  De- 
partment, having  regard  to  the  amount 
of  work  to  be  done.  The  Commission 
had  a  large  number  of  schemes  to  deal 
with,  the  amount  of  money  involved 
being  somewhere  about  £11,000,000. 
But,  unfortunately,  the  Commission  did 
not  do  the  work  it  was  supposed  to  do. 
The  Commissioners  themselves,  in  their 
Report,  said  that  they  had  not  been 
able  to  comply  with  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  law,  for  even  when  they 
got  in  the  accounts  of  the  Charities  they 
were  not  able  to  examine  and  audit 
them.  So  far  as  that  was  concerned — 
as  they  did  not  do  the  work  for  which 
they  were  appointed— they  might  as 
well  not  exist  at  all.  It  was  time  the 
Treasury  made  some  careful  investiga- 
tion into  the  amount  of  work  slurred 
over  in  the  Office.  On  consideration  of 
the  facts  brought  before  them  the  Go- 
vernment had  consented  to  an  increase 
in  the  staff.  Now,  unfortunately,  the 
Commissioners  insisted  on  their  clerical 
staff  consisting  of  barristers  and  solici- 
tors, their  contention  being  that  it  was 
convenient  in  the  transaction  of  such 
business  as  came  before  them  to  have 
clerks  conversant  with  legal  phraseology 
and  conversant  with  legal  instruments 
relating  to  property.  It  seemed  to  him, 
however,  that  if  they  had  in  connection 
with  the  Charity  Commission  a  strong 
staff  of  barristers  and  solicitors,  there 
would  be  great  danger  that  such  un- 
interesting, though  highly  important, 
work  as  the  examination  of  accounts 
would  be  performed  in  a  very  per- 
functory fashion.  Could  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury tell  him  the  number  of  their  staff 
belonging  to  one  or  other  branch  of  the 
Legal  Profession,  and  the  strength  of 
the  clerical  staff,  properly  so  called, 
which  could  be  trusted  to  overtake  the 
work  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  some  appointments  hadi 
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been  made  amongst  gentleman  possess- 
ing legal  knowledge  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  large  majority  were  barristers 
and  solicitors. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  referred 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Report  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  themselves  on 
this  matter.  They  said  it  was  now  their 
practice  on  the  occurrence  of  vacancies 
to  bring  into  force  the  new  scheme  by 
which  it  was  provided  that  gentlemen 
from  one  branch  or  other  of  the  Legal 
Profession  should  be  appointed  as 
clerks. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pointed  to  a  certain  class  of 
clerks.  If  gentlemen  of  this  class  could 
be  engaged  at  salaries  which  were 
appropriate  to  the  work  done,  surely  it 
must  be  economical  to  engage  them. 
They  must  be  singularly  fitted  for  the 
class  of  work  to  be  done.  With  regard 
to  the  accounts,  directly  they  were 
received  they  were  examined  by  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
Auditors  say  they  cannot  examine  them. 

Mr.  HIBBERT :  But  they  do.  It  is 
not  their  duty  to  audit  the  accounts — 
they  have  not  the  power  to  do  so  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  they  exa- 
mine them.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Commissioners  deserve  the  blame  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  inclined  to  attach 
to  them.  It  is  quite  impossible  in  some 
districts  to  examine  the  accounts  as 
carefully  as  could  be  wished,  or  as  care- 
fully as  it  is  possible  to  examine  them 
in  other  districts. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £21,739,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
had  for  several  years  past — certainly  for 
the  past  four  years— in  connection  with 
this  Vote  for  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission, asked  for  an  explanation  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as  to  why 
a  certain  book  prepared  by  Sir  George 
Dasent,  one  of  the  Commissioners,  bad 
not  yet  been  published.  Why  had  the 
public  money  been  spent  on  it  if  it  was 
not  to  be  put  in  circulation  ? 

Sir  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  rooms  provided  for  the 
examinations  for  the  Army  and  Sand- 
hurst, an  inconvenience  which  he  had 
hoard  complained  of    in    hundreds  of 

Mr.  Mibhri 


cases.  Some  days  it  was  so  cold  that 
the  men  could  hardly  write,  and  the 
rooms  were  not  provided  with  sufficient 
fireplaces;  sometimes  they  were  veiy 
close  and  too  crowded.  Another  mat- 
ter to  which  he  desired  to  call  special 
attention  was  this.  During  the  exami- 
nations a  person  had  to  read  out  in 
dictation  a  certain  passage  from  a  book, 
and  the  young  men  undergoing  exami- 
nation had  to  write  it  down.  Well,  in 
many  cases  it  was  simply  impossible, 
owing  to  the  arrangement  of  the  rooms, 
for  the  young  men  who  had,  in  this 
way,  to  write  down  what  was  read  out 
to  them  to  hear  what  was  read.  He 
knew  that  this  was  the  case.  On  one 
occasion  he  was  informed  that  a  large 
number  of  the  candidates  failed  to  bear 
what  was  read  out  to  them.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
would  take  steps  to  provide  proper 
rooms  for  those  examinations  in  the 
future  ?  At  present,  the  inconvenience 
to  which  many  of  the  candidates  were 
put  was  most  unfair,  and  numerous  com- 
plaints  were  made  on  the  subject. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  had  received 
a  letter  complaining  that  the  Scotch 
candidates  in  certain  examinations  were 
not  fairly  treated.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  allegation  was  general,  or 
whether  it  was  limited  to  the  instance 
he  was  about  to  refer  to,  but,  according 
to  that  instance,  it  was  clear  that  there 
existed  what  appeared  to  be  a  venr 
unfair  system  in  connection  with  the 
so-called  **  open  "  competitive  examina- 
tion for  the  post  of  assistant  surveyor  in 
the  Royal  Engineers'  Department  of  the 
War  Office.  It  had  been  advertized 
that  there  were  eight  such  situations 
vacant,  and  competitors  were  invited  to 
apply.  On  applying,  the  applicants 
received  a  Circular  which  stated  that  it 
was  a  necessary  condition  to  competicioo 
that  the  applicant  must  have  spent  three 
years  in  acquiring  knowledge  under  an 
architect,  civil  engineer,  or  surveyor, 
and  that  he  should  be  able  to  show  that 
he  was  fit  for  the  post  for  which  he  was 
competing,  and  be  prepared  to  send 
proof  of  it  to  the  examining  aathoritiss. 
Well,  recently,  one  candidate,  a  yooBg 
Scotchman,  complying  with  the  condi- 
tions,  sent  in  his  papers  showing  that  he 
had  been  five  years  in  a  survejor't 
office.  He  went  through  two  examina* 
tions,  which  occupied  eight  days,  aad 
came  out  third  on  the  lut  As  thtn 
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were  only  eight  places,  and  as  he  had 
come  out  third,  he  naturally  expected  to 
bo  appointed ;  but,  greatly  to  liia  sur- 
prise, he  found  out  that  the  examining 
authorities,  on  making  furtlier  inquiries 
about  him,  did  not  think  that  his  pre- 
liminary training  fitted  him  for  the  post. 
That  was  a  case  of  very  great  hardship. 
The  youTig  man  had  spent  £30  on  his 
examination,  and  had  passed  very  credit- 
ably, only  to  learn  subsequently  that  all 
his  expenditure  had  been  thrown  away, 
and  that  he  had  had  all  his  trouble  for 
nothing.  He  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not 
think  that  a  business-like  way  of  doing 
things.  If  they  wanted  to  find  out  whe- 
ther or  not  a  man  had  had  sufficient 
preparation,  surely  eight  day's  exa- 
mination should  give  the  examiners  op- 
portunity enough  of  judging.  What- 
ever inquiries  it  might  be  necessary  to 
make  should  be  made  beforehand,  and 
the  examiners  should  judge  of  the  know- 
ledge and  ability  of  the  applicant  on  his 
merits. 

Mil.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was  aware 
that  representations  had  been  made  to 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  want 
of  proper  accommodation  for  holding 
the  examinations  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners.  A  proposal  had  been 
made  by  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment to  give  up  a  private  room  at  South 
Kensington  for  the  purpose,  and  that 
would  be  fully  considered.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  some  better  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  these  examina- 
tions, and  there  was  every  willingness 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a 
liberal  allowance  for  the  use  of  proper 
rooms.  There  were  very  excellent  rooms 
engaged  in  different  parts  of  the  Metro- 
polis for  these  examinations,  and  he 
would  see  whether  any  better  arrange- 
ments could  be  made.  With  reference 
to  the  case  which  had  been  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  there  certainly  did  seem  to  be 
Bome  cause  for  dissatisfaction.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  the  fitness  of  a  candi- 
date by  his  previous  training  was  not 
ascertained  before  he  was  examined. 
Those  matters  were,  however,  very  much 
of  a  technical  character,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  the  Commissioners  had  been 
to  blame  in  what  had  occurred.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  in  future  to  lay  down  a  rule  by 
which  the  fitness  of  a  candidate  for  the 
position  he  was  seeking,  as  evidenced 


by  his  previous  training,  should  be 
ascertained  before  ho  was  admitted  to 
tho  examination.  He  would  be  very 
glad  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Civil 
Service  OomniiMsioners  to  the  subject. 

Da.  CAMERON  said,  his  correspon- 
dent had  assured  him  that  inquiries 
were  addressed  to  the  candidate's  former 
employers,  who,  in  reply,  spoke  in  tho 
highest  terms  of  him.  That  made  it 
all  the  worse,  and  showed  more  con- 
vincingly the  unfairness  and  want  of 
reality  of  those  open  competitions.  It 
necessary,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  move 
for  a  Heturn  on  the  subject. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  trusted 
they  would  not  have  to  wait  a  twelve- 
month before  an  examination  was  made 
into  this  case.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  made  one  singular  ob- 
servation. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  he  did  not  know  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  were  to  blame.  It 
was  very  likely  the  War  Office  Autho- 
rities and  the  Engineers'  Department 
who  were  concerned.  Very  probably  this 
particular  gentleman,  who  was  well 
qualified  for  the  open  competition,  and- 
who  came  out  third  after  submitting  to 
all  the  tests,  was  not  acquainted  with 
the  Engineer  officers  at  head-quarters. 
If  he  had  only  made  their  acquaintance 
before,  he  would  have  had  a  much 
better  chance  of  being  accepted.  He 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  certain  that 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  had 
never  shown  any  partiality  in  any  of 
their  dealings  that  he  had  ever  heard 
of,  and  that  they  were  not  fairly  open  to 
blame;  but  he  believed  that  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  did  interfere  in  these 
matters,  and  they  did  so  because  it  did 
not  suit  them  to  accept  a  particular  indi- 
vidual, however  well  qualified.  He  was 
glad  to  see  the  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  in  his  place  to  hear  the  opi- 
nion expressed  that  the  Military  Autho- 
rities were  perfectly  capable  of  rejecting 
a  good  man  and  choosing  instead  an- 
other person  who  was  proved  to  bo  in- 
ferior by  any  test  to  which  he  could  be 
subjected.  In  justice  to  the  man  who 
had  been  rejected  in  the  present  case, 
lie  thought  the  Government  ought  to 
provide  him  with  such  a  po>t  as  that  for 
which  he,  taking  them  at  their  word, 
first  presented  himself.  The  man  had 
submitted  himself  to  all  the  tests  they 
required  in  an  examination  of  a  very 
prolonged  and  searching  character.    He 
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been  made  amongst  gentleman  possess- 
ing legal  knowledge  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  large  majority  were  barristers 
and  solicitors. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  referred 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Report  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  themselves  on 
this  matter.  They  said  it  was  now  their 
practice  on  the  occurrence  of  vacancies 
to  bring  into  force  the  new  scheme  by 
which  it  was  provided  that  gentlemen 
from  one  branch  or  other  of  the  Legal 
Profession  should  be  appointed  as 
clerks. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pointed  to  a  certain  class  of 
clerks.  If  gentlemen  of  this  class  could 
be  engaged  at  salaries  which  were 
appropriate  to  the  work  done,  surely  it 
must  be  economical  to  engage  them. 
They  must  be  singularly  fitted  for  the 
class  of  work  to  be  done.  With  regard 
to  the  accounts,  directly  they  were 
received  they  were  examined  by  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
Auditors  say  they  cannot  examine  them. 

Mr.  HIBBERT :  But  they  do.  It  is 
not  their  duty  to  audit  the  accounts — 
they  have  not  the  power  to  do  so  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  they  exa- 
mine them.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Commissioners  deserve  the  blame  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  inclined  to  attach 
to  them.  It  is  quite  impossible  in  some 
districts  to  examine  the  accounts  as 
carefully  as  could  be  wished,  or  as  care- 
fully as  it  is  possible  to  examine  them 
in  other  districts. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £21,739,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
had  for  several  years  past — certainly  for 
the  past  four  years— in  connection  with 
this  Vote  for  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission, asked  for  an  explanation  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  as  to  why 
a  certain  book  prepared  by  Sir  George 
Dasent,  one  of  the  Commissioners,  had 
not  yet  been  published.  "Why  had  the 
public  money  been  spent  on  it  if  it  was 
not  to  be  put  in  circulation  ? 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
■wished  to  call  attention  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  rooms  provided  fot  the 
examinations  for  the  Army  and  Sand- 
hurst, an  inconvenience  which  he  had 
hoard  complained  of   in    hundreds  of 

21^.  Eibleri 


cases.  Some  days  it  was  so  cold  that 
the  men  could  hardly  write,  and  the 
rooms  were  not  provided  with  sufficient 
fireplaces ;  sometimes  they  were  very 
close  and  too  crowded.  Another  mat- 
ter to  which  ho  desired  to  call  special 
attention  was  this.  During  the  exami- 
nations a  person  had  to  read  out  in 
dictation  a  certain  passage  from  a  book, 
and  the  young  men  undergoing  exami- 
nation had  to  write  it  down.  Well,  in 
many  cases  it  was  simply  impossible, 
owing  to  the  arrangement  of  the  rooms, 
for  the  young  men  who  had,  in  this 
way,  to  write  down  what  was  read  out 
to  them  to  hear  what  was  read.  He 
knew  that  this  was  the  case.  On  one 
occasion  he  was  informed  that  a  large 
number  of  the  candidates  failed  to  hear 
what  was  read  out  to  them.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
would  take  steps  to  provide  proper 
rooms  for  those  examinations  in  the 
future  ?  At  present,  the  inconvenience 
to  which  many  of  the  candidates  were 
put  was  most  unfair,  and  numerous  com- 
plaints were  made  on  the  subject. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  had  received 
a  letter  complaining  that  the  Scotch 
candidates  in  certain  examinations  were 
not  fairly  treated.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  allegation  was  general,  or 
whether  it  was  limited  to  the  instance 
he  was  about  to  refer  to,  but,  according 
to  that  instance,  it  was  clear  that  there 
existed  what  appeared  to  be  a  very 
unfair  system  in  connection  with  the 
so-called  **  open  "  competitive  examina- 
tion for  the  post  of  assistant  surveyor  in 
the  Royal  Engineers'  Department  of  the 
War  Office.  It  had  been  advertized 
that  there  were  eight  such  situations 
vacant,  and  competitors  were  invited  to 
apply.  On  applying,  the  applicants 
received  a  Circular  which  stated  that  it 
was  a  necessary  condition  to  competition 
that  the  applicant  must  have  spent  three 
years  in  acquiring  knowledge  under  an 
architect,  civil  engineer,  or  surveyor, 
and  that  he  should  be  able  to  show  that 
he  was  fit  for  the  post  for  which  he  was 
competing,  and  be  prepared  to  send 
proof  of  it  to  the  examining  authorities. 
Well,  recently,  one  candidate,  a  yooog 
Scotchman,  complying  with  tlie  condi- 
tions, sent  in  his  papers  showing  that  he 
had  been  five  years  in  a  surveyor's 
office.  He  went  through  two  examina* 
tions,  which  occupied  eight  days,  and 
came  out  third  on  the  list.  As  Uiere 
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were  only  eight  places,  and  as  he  had 
come  out  third,  he  naturally  expected  to 
be  appointed ;  but,  greatly  to  his  sur- 
prise, he  found  out  that  the  examining 
authorities,  on  making  further  inquiries 
about  him,  did  not  think  that  his  pre- 
liminary training  fitted  him  for  the  post. 
That  was  a  case  of  very  great  hardship. 
The  young  man  had  spent  £30  on  his 
examination,  and  had  passed  very  credit- 
ably, only  to  learn  subsequently  that  all 
his  expenditure  had  been  thrown  away, 
and  that  he  had  had  all  his  trouble  for 
nothing.  He  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not 
think  that  a  business-like  way  of  doing 
things.  If  they  wanted  to  find  out  whe- 
ther or  not  a  man  had  had  sufficient 
preparation,  surely  eight  day's  exa- 
mination should  give  the  examiners  op- 
portunity enough  of  judging.  What- 
ever inquiries  it  might  be  necessary  to 
make  should  be  made  beforehand,  and 
the  examiners  should  judge  of  the  know- 
ledge and  ability  of  the  applicant  on  his 
merits. 

Ma.  HIBBEET  said,  he  was  aware 
that  representations  had  been  made  to 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  want 
of  proper  accommodation  for  holding 
the  examinations  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners.  A  proposal  had  been 
made  by  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment to  give  up  a  private  room  at  South 
Kensington  for  the  purpose,  and  that 
would  be  fully  considered.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  some  better  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  these  examina- 
tions, and  there  was  every  willingness 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a 
liberal  allowance  for  the  use  of  proper 
rooms.  There  were  very  excellent  rooms 
engaged  in  different  parts  of  the  Metro- 
polis for  these  examinations,  and  he 
would  see  whether  any  better  arrange- 
ments could  be  made.  With  reference 
to  the  case  which  had  been  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  there  certainly  did  seem  to  be 
some  cause  for  dissatisfaction.  It  was 
unfortunate  tiiat  the  fitness  of  a  candi- 
date by  his  previous  training  was  not 
ascertained  before  he  was  examined. 
Those  matters  were,  however,  very  much 
of  a  technical  character,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  the  Commissioners  had  been 
to  blame  in  what  had  occurred.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  in  future  to  lay  down  a  rule  by 
which  the  fitness  of  a  candidate  for  the 
position  he  was  seeking,  as  evidenced 
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by  his  previous  training,  should  be 
ascertained  before  ho  was  admitted  to 
tho  examination.  He  would  be  very 
glad  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  to  the  subject. 

Da.  CAMERON  said,  his  correspon- 
dent had  assured  him  that  inquiries 
were  addressed  to  the  candidate's  former 
employers,  who,  in  reply,  spoke  in  tho 
highest  terms  of  him.  That  made  it 
all  the  worse,  and  showed  more  con- 
vincingly the  unfairness  and  want  of 
reality  of  those  open  competitions.  If 
necessary,  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  would  move 
for  a  Keturn  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  trusted 
they  would  not  have  to  wait  a  twelve- 
month before  an  examination  was  made 
into  this  case.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  made  one  singular  ob- 
servation. Tho  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  he  did  not  know  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  were  to  blame.  It 
was  very  likely  the  War  Office  Autho- 
rities and  the  Engineers'  Department 
who  were  concerned.  Very  probably  this 
particular  gentleman,  who  was  well 
qualified  for  the  open  competition,  and- 
who  came  out  third  after  submitting  to 
all  the  tests,  was  not  acquainted  with 
the  Engineer  officers  at  head-quarters. 
If  he  had  only  made  their  acquaintance 
before,  he  would  have  had  a  much 
better  chance  of  being  accepted.  He 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  certain  that 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  had 
never  shown  any  partiality  in  any  of 
their  dealings  that  he  had  ever  heard 
of,  and  that  they  were  not  fairly  open  to 
blame;  but  he  believed  that  the  Mili- 
tary Authorities  did  interfere  in  these 
matters,  and  they  did  so  because  it  did 
not  suit  them  to  accept  a  particular  indi- 
vidual, however  well  qualified.  He  was 
glad  to  see  the  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  in  his  place  to  hear  the  opi- 
nion expressed  that  the  Military  Autho- 
rities were  perfectly  capable  of  rejecting 
a  good  man  and  choosing  instead  an- 
other person  who  was  proved  to  bo  in- 
ferior by  any  test  to  which  he  could  be 
subjected.  In  justice  to  the  man  who 
had  been  rejected  in  the  present  case, 
he  thought  the  Government  ought  to 
provide  him  with  such  a  po»t  as  that  for 
which  he,  taking  them  at  their  word, 
first  prosented  himself.  The  man  had 
submitted  himself  to  all  the  tests  they 
required  in  an  examination  of  a  yerj 
prolonged  and  searching  character.    He 
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bad  come  out  well  from  that  examina- 
tion, and  then,  without  any  blame  which 
could  be  specified  attaching  to  him,  he 
was  told  that  he  should  not  have  the 
post,  and  was  thrown  back  into  civil  life 
with  this  agaiust  him — that  having  gone 
up  and  been  found  acceptable,  he  had 
for  some  unexplained  cause  been  re- 
jected. That  was  very  likely  to  do  the 
man  a  great  deal  of  harm. 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  he  did  not  know 
the  facts  of  the  case  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  and,  therefore,  he  could  only 
assume  that  they  were  really  as  stated ; 
but  he  was  sure  there  could  be  no 
ground  for  charging  the  officers  of  the 
Engineers'  Department  with  partiality 
and  undue  influence.  So  far  as  he  under- 
stood the  case,  a  certain  number  of  gen- 
tlemen ofifered  themselves  for  a  certain 
number  of  posts,  and  the  Engineers  in- 
quired into  their  technical  knowledge, 
and,  having  ascertained  that  it  was 
sufficient,  they  allowed  these  gentlemen 
to  go  up  for  examination.  In  the  case 
of  one  man  they  found  afterwards  that 
he  had  not  sufficient  technical  know- 
ledge. If  the  facts  were  as  stated,  that 
discovery  ought,  no  doubt,  to  have  been 
made  by  the  Engineers  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  they  should  not  have  allowed 
the  man  to  go  up.  But  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
would  make  an  inquiry  into  the  circum- 
stances 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to 
ask  two  questions.  He  wanted  to  know 
how  many  of  the  Civil  Service  appoint- 
ments were  competed  for,  not  in  London, 
but  at  local  examinations  in  Dublin, 
Edinburgh,  Birmingham,  and  elsewhere? 
And  he  would  also  like  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  fees  paid  by  the  candi- 
dates who  went  up  for  examination. 
These  were  apparently  very  small  points, 
but  they  were  points  of  very  great  im- 
portance in  Ireland.  It  was,  unhap- 
pily, the  case — though  he  hoped  it 
would  not  always  be  so— that  a  large 
number  of  the  educated  youth  of  Ire- 
land looked  to  the  Civil  Service  as  fre- 
quently the  only  outlet  for  their  ability 
and  exertions ;  and,  in  proportion  to 
nationality,  Ireland  contributed  a  far 
larger  number  of  Civil  servants  than 
any  of  the  other  nationalities.  That 
was  not  entirely  due  to  the  fact  that 
Irish  students  were  particularly  apt  and 
quick  and  well  suited  for  examinations; 
but  it  was,  unfortunately,  the  case  that 
Ireland  did  not  present  to  the  young 

Mr,  Arthur  0^  Connor 


men  of  the  country  any  proper  sphere 
of  work.  He  could  speak  with  assur- 
ance on  the  subject,  for  he  was  himself 
brought  up  in  a  certain  Irish  country 
town  which  possessed  a  College,  and  he 
was  sure  that  even  a  small  fee  of  £2  or 
£3 — not  so  much,  he  hoped,  in  some 
cases,  but  he  would  like  to  know  pre- 
cisely  what  it  was — even  a  small  fee  of 
£1  would  add  very  considerably  indeed 
to  the  heaviness  of  the  burden  borne  by 
those  youths,  who  had  in  this  direction 
the  only  means  of  carving  fortune  for 
themselves.  He  would  also  like  to 
know  whether  the  system  of  local  exa- 
minations at  Dublin  and  elsewhere  could 
not  be  extended?  He  did  not  know 
how  many  Departments  did  hold  these 
competitive  examinations  in  Dublin; 
but  it  would  only  be  fair  to  the  Irish 
students,  so  many  of  whom  went  into 
the  Civil  Service,  that  the  83r8tem  of 
local  examination  should  be  spread  as 
far  as  possible.  He  had  heard  that  the 
fees  for  the  Indian  Civil  Service  exami- 
nations were  as  high  as  £5.  If  that  was 
so,  he  thought  it  highly  objectionable, 
as  placing  an  insurmountable  obstacle 
in  the  path  of  poor  but  able  jouog 
men. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  was  unable 
to  give  the  number  of  the  local  exami- 
nations ;  but  as  to  the  question  of  fees, 
he  might  say  that  the  fees  for  the 
smaller  Offices  were  exceedingly  mode- 
rate. Where  the  initial  salary  did  not 
exceed  £50,  the  fee  was  U. ;  where  the 
salary  did  not  exceed  £75,  the  fee  was 
2«.  6e/. ;  where  the  salary  was  £100,  the 
fee  was  5«. ;  and  from  thence  up  to 
£300  of  salary,  the  fee  was  £1.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  was  quite  right  in  saying 
that  the  fee  for  the  Indian  Civil  Service 
was  £5.  He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  not  been 
aware  before  that  it  was  so  heavy ;  and 
its  amount  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  great 
impediment  to  a  great  number  of  the 
poorer  classes  who  would  wish  to  enter 
into  competition.  It  seemed  to  have 
been  fixed  in  1870.  He  did  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  probability  of 
the  amount  being  reduced;  but  h« 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  India 
Office  to  the  fact  that  the  question  had 
been  raised,  and  that  some  altermtkn 
had  been  asked  for. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  BOOERS  aaid,  tke 
fee  of  £5  for  the  Indian  Oivil  Smioe 
was  fixed  some  years  ago,  and  tlie  ivo* 
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son  was  this— that  400  or  500  candi- 
dates went  up  for  ezamination,  and  of 
those  quite  200  were  absolutely  worth- 
less. It  was,  therefore,  thought  expe- 
dient— he  believed  it  was  done  by  Mr. 
Lowe — to  put  on  a  tolerably  heavy  fee, 
in  order  to  choke  ofif  from  the  examina- 
tions those  candidates  who  had  not  the 
smalle&t  prospect  of  success. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
explanation  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) 
was  very  much  the  reverse  of  clear. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  the 
reason  why  the  fee  was  made  heavy 
was  that  some  of  the  people  who  came 
forward  had  no  merit.  Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  to  impose 
a  heavy  fee  was  sufficient  to  stop  a 
stupid  man  from  going  in  for  the  exa- 
mination ?  He  might  just  as  well  say 
that  he  could  convince  a  man  of  his 
own  stupidity  by  subjecting  him  to 
taxation.  The  provision  was  very  much 
more  like  to  stop  the  clever  men  than 
the  stapid  ones.  A  stupid  man  often 
had  a  great  deal  of  money,  while  a 
clever  man  was  very  often  very  poor. 
By  putting  an  impost  of  £5  on  the  ad- 
mission of  every  candidate,  they  would 
not  keep  out  the  stupid  men,  whose 
papers  shocked  the  eye  of  the  hon.  Pro- 
fessor (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  but  only 
the  clever  ones.  A  heavy  admission 
fee  in  the  old  days  of  nomination  and 
corruption  was  reaosnable  enough,  for 
when  a  man  had  a  good  place  given  to 
him  simply  because  he  was  somebody's 
«ion  or  nephew,  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  he  should  pay  something  for  it ; 
but  the  whole  system  of  competition 
rested  on  the  assumption  that  the  best 
men  that  could  be  got  should  be  pro- 
vided for  the  Public  Service.  Private 
interest  and  corruption  had  now  been 
^ven  up.  The  examinations  were  in- 
tended to  prove  that  the  men  who 
passed  were  the  best  that  could  be  got. 
But  what  was  the  use  of  the  examination 
if  a  turnpike  was  set  up  with  it,  and  the 
poor  man,  who  had  ability  and  every 
conceivable  qualification  except  money, 
was  told — **No  ;  you  shall  not  come  in 
here.  We  will  not  permit  you  to  satisfy 
us  that  you  have  the  requisite  qualifica- 
tions unless  you  pay  us  1«.,  or  2s.  6^., 
or5«.,  or£5?"  There  was  no  reason 
for  setting  up  this  financial  bar,  the 
only  result  of  which  would  be  that  the 
rich  man  without  brains  would  be  al- 


lowed to  pass,  while  the  poor  man,  who 
had  brains  and  no  money,  was  stopped 
the  moment  he  presented  himself. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  there 
was  no  body  of  examiners  who  did  not 
charge  a  fee,  and  he  did  not  know  why 
they  should  not,  seeing  that  examina- 
tions cost  a  great  deal  of  money — con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  receipts.  He 
did  not  see  why  anybody  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  going  in  for  a  good 
office  for  life,  and  pay  nothing  for  it. 
But  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Members 
for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  and 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  that  that  did  not 
prevent  poor  men  from  competing,  for 
people  of  very  humble  birth  and  very 
mean  fortune,  but  of  good  character  and 
very  considerable  capacity,  were  con- 
tinually passing  into  the  Indian  Civil 
Service,  notwithstanding  the  fees. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
old  question.  Who  was  to  examine  the 
examiners  ? — because  most  of  the  papers 
set  were  remarkable  for  their  extreme 
stupidity;  and  Mr.  George  Henry  Lewes, 
one  of  the  most  highly- educated  men  of 
this  or  any  other  age,  confessed  that  he 
himself  could  not  have  answered  the 
questions  that  were  put  to  his  son,  who 
was  a  candidate  on  one  occasion  for  the 
Civil  Service.  In  fact,  the  examination 
papers  were,  next  to  the  answers  of  the 
Babooss  of  India,  the  most  extraordi- 
nary monuments  of  pretentious  igpio- 
rance  that  the  present  age  had  afforded. 
He  felt  sure  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  not  accept  the  plea  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers).  A  fee  of 
£5  might  well  keep  out  the  clever  poor 
man,  and  admit  the  stupid  rich  one. 
There  was  no  virtue  in  £5  to  insure 
competence.  In  Ireland  there  was  a 
system  of  education  which  brought  Uni- 
versity training  home  to  the  doors  of 
the  people,  and  he  had  known  cases 
where  a  man  in  training  to  be  a  doctor 
of  medicine  had  found  the  railway  fare 
which  he  had  to  pay  between  Galway 
and  Dublin  a  very  serious  cnnsideration 
indeed.  Was  it  not  monstrous  that  a 
poor  young  man,  who  was  obliged  to 
borrow  £1  10«.  or  £2  to  pay  his  railway 
fare,  should  have  to  pay  £5  when  he 
got  to  Dublin  as  a  fee  for  his  examina- 
tion ?  There  ought  to  be  no  fee  what- 
ever. 

Mr.    HIBBERT    sympathized    with 
the  views  just    expressed  by  the  hon^ 
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Gentleman,  but  did  not  quite  agree 
with  the  proposition  that  there  ought 
to  be  no  fee  at  all.  Still,  £5  was  a  very 
large  sum  to  pay  as  a  fee ;  but  the  Trea- 
sury had  no  direct  power  in  the  matter 
— it  was  in  the  hands  of  the  India  Office. 

Mb.  sexton  retained  the  opinion 
that  there  was  no  sufficient  reason  for 
maintaining  the  fee. 

Mr.  GOKST  asked  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  question 
of  the  fees  paid  by  artizans  and  labour- 
ing men  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  on 
promotion?  That  point  was  one  en- 
tirely within  the  powers  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  He  had  had  several 
complaints  in  cases  where  men  were 
not  going  up  for  a  first  time,  but  where 
they  had  a  natural  right  to  expect  pro- 
motion and  advancement,  and  they  had 
to  pay  a  tax  on  each  successful  step  they 
made. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  :  Are  they  examined 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  GOEST  :  Yes. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  repeated  his 
question  as  to  how  many  Departments 
held  local  examinations  in  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  he  did  not  know, 
but  he  would  try  to  obtain  the  informa- 
tion for  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked,  whether  a  man 
who  passed  first,  second,  or  third  in  an 
examination  for  eight  appointments  was 
not  entitled  to  one  of  them  under  the  Act 
as  a  matter  of  absolute  right  ?  Was  it 
in  the  power  of  the  Military  Authorities, 
after  the  Civil  Service  Examiners  had 
passed  the  man,  to  say  he  should  not 
receive  the  appointment  ? 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  he  did  not  know 
the  facts  of  the  case,  but  he  would  make 
inquiries. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  would  repeat 
the  question  on  another  occasion,  be- 
cause if  the  Military  Authorities  bad 
that  power  the  whole  intention  of  Civil 
Service  Examination  was  set  at  naught. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  he  did  not  know 
how  far  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  right 
in  his  assumption  ;  but  for  his  own  part 
he  (Mr.  Hibbert)  should  have  thought 
that  the  Military  Authorities  would  not 
have  had  the  power  of  refusal.  He 
could,  at  any  rate,  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Surveyor 
General  proposed  to  make  an  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  He  would  then  fully 
ascertain  what  the  powers  of  the  Military 
Authorities  really  were. 

Mr.  mUort 


Dr.  CAMEEON  said,  at  present  there 
was  no  evidence  that  the  Military  Au- 
thorities had  refused  to  make  appoint- 
ments in  the  way  stated. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  after  the  answer 
he  had  just  received  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  he  would  not  go  further  into  the 
question  at  present.  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  said  he 
was  not  prepared  to  answer  the  question 
put  to  him  at  the  present  moment,  and 
had  proposed  that  inquiries  should  he 
made.  That  being  so,  he  (Mr.  Molloy) 
would  raise  the  question  on  the  Heport, 
because  he  regarded  the  point  as  one 
of  considerable  importance,  inasmuch 
as  if  the  Military  Authorities  had  the 
power  of  refusal,  their  action  might  pre- 
judicially affect  the  whole  system  under 
which  candidates  were  now  appointed. 

Mr.  WAETON  wished  to  put  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  £5  fee  that 
was  charged  for  entrance  to  the  com- 
petitive examinations  for  India.  It  bad 
been  stated  that  fees  in  respect  of  the 
open  competition  for  the  Indian  Active 
Service  would  be  appropriated  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  and  he  desired  to 
know  whether  that  was  the  practice  at 
the  present  moment. 

Mr.  HIBBEET:  It  is  the  custom 
now. 

Mr.  WAETON  :  Why  not  say  half? 

i      Vote  agreed  to, 

I      (9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

j  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,189,  be 
j  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
'  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  c<tmc 
1  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endinjr 
i  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1SS6,  for  the  Sabiv* 
,  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the  Coiiip> 
I  troller  and  Auditor  General  of  the  Exchequer, 
,  including  the  Chancery  Audit  Branch." 

]      Dr.  CAMEEON  rose  to  move  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,01XK 
j  and  in  doing  so  said,  he  desired  to  call 
I  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Audit  De- 
I  partment  was  one  of  the  most  importaot 
I  spending  Departments  of  tho  countir, 
and  that  as  it  was  at  present  condocted 
,  it  was  a  simple  sham.     The  Appropria- 
tion Accounts  for  the  Navy  contained  a 
note  to  which,  it  might  be  in  the  reed- 
!  lection  of  the  Committee,  he  had  alnady 
I  directed  attention.      It    appeared   that 
during  the  time  of  tho  second  EossiaB 
I  War  scare  a  large  quantity  of  bay  h»i 
I  been  purchased  by  the  Admiralty  De- 
I  partment  in    Eotterdam  —  a    quauutr 
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amounting  to  sometbing  like  1.200  tons. 
When  the  war  scare  was  over  the  Admi- 
ralty proposed  to  hand  over  the  hay  to 
the  War  Office;  but  the  War  Office  would 
not  take  it,  and  it  was  ultimately  sold  to 
a  Glasgow  Tramway  Company  for  a  sum 
that  was  less  even  than  the  cost  of  its 
storage  at  the  Mill  wall  Docks.  Simi- 
larly unprofitable  transactions  had  oc- 
curred in  the  purchase  of  porter  and 
beer,  which  had  been  ordered  for  the 
consumption  of  the  troops  who  might 
have  been  sent  out.  In  connection  with 
those  transactions,  the  Accountant 
General  had  inserted  in  the  Naval  Ap- 
propriation Accounts  a  note  to  which 
he  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  referred  on  an 
occasion  when  he  had  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity of  commenting  upon  those  mat- 
ters at  some  length.  The  Accountant 
General  said  had  either  the  porter  or 
the  hay^  or  the  other  stores,  been  taken 
in  charge  at  any  of  the  Naval  Stations, 
or  sold  by  auction  in  the  ordinary  way, 
in  the  absence  of  any  audit,  or  other  ac- 
counts by  the  Department,  those  trans- 
actions would  have  passed  unnoticed 
unless  the  Admiralty  themselves  had 
called  attention  to  them.  He  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  thought  the  matter  of 
sufficient  importance  to  bring  it  under 
the  attention  of  the  House  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved he  was  right  in  saying  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  former  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  joined  with  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Admiralty  in  the  present 
Government  in  the  endeavour  to  white- 
wash what  had  been  done,  and  in 
assuring  the  Committee  that  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  was  very  wrong  in  having 
called  public  attention  to  what  had  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  something  worse 
than  a  scandal.  Nevertheless,  after 
having  defended  the  system  of  which  he 
had  complained,  the  first  thing  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  was  to  change 
it  altogether,  and  to  take  the  right  to 
purchase  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  place  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
War  Office.  The  result  had  been  to  do 
away  altogether  with  all  control  over 
the  stores  on  the  part  of  the  Audit  De- 
partment. Last  year  a  Select  Committee 
eat  to  investigate  matters  that  had  oc- 
curred in  the  Commissariat  and  Trans- 
port Service  during  the  Egyptian  War 
in  1882.  He  (Dr.  Cameron)  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Committee,  and  he  was  able 
to  say  that  they  took  a  great  deal  of 
evidence  regarding  the  manner  in  which 


the  supplies  were  obtained.  Among 
other  things  they  found  that  the  accounts 
had  come  under  the  cognizance  of  that 
Department,  and  that  the  Department 
had  actually  written  a  letter  to  the 
Department  of  Supply  and  Trans- 
port, demanding  an  explanation  re- 
garding an  item  of  hay,  which  had 
been  objected  to,  to  the  value  of  some 
hundreds  of  pounds.  The  result  was 
that  it  obtained  an  explanation  of  the 
item  ;  but  that  explanation  was  not  con- 
sidered satisfactory  because,  although 
the  net  loss  on  the  hay  was  stated,  no- 
thing was  said  about  the  heavier  loss  in 
the  matter  of  freight.  Now,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  Committee,  was  it  to  be 
imagined  that  that  was  the  only  item 
that  should  have  come  under  the  notice 
of  the  Department  ?  They  found  in  the 
matter  of  hay  alone  that  about  £20,000 
worth  had  been  purchased  by  a  contractor 
in  Liverpool  for  the  use  of  the  Force  in 
Egypt ;  and  with  regard  to  the  quality 
of  that  hay  he  thought  he  could  best 
describe  the  nature  of  the  transaction 
by  relating  an  incident  that  was  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. In  doing  that  he  desired  to  put 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  that  hay  which 
could  not  be  considered  as  being  based  on 
ex  post  facto  considerations.  The  chief 
veterinary  officer  of  the  Egyptian  Army 
was  examined,  and  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
asked  him  to  read  a  letter  that  had 
passed  regarding  the  subject.  The  first 
paragraph  read  was  to  this  effect — 

"  There  is  a  contractor  in  Liverpool  of  the 
name  of  Cozens,  I  believe,  who,  if  he  had  his 
deserts,  would  be  hanged  to  the  nearest  tree.*' 

That  did  not  appear  in  the  Eeport  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Select  Committee, 
because  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
considered  it  to  be  a  very  strong  state- 
ment, and  ordered  the  reporter  to  score 
it  out;  but  other  portions  of  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Select  Committee 
was  equally  strong.  It  appeared  that 
£20,000  worth  of  hay  had  been  pur- 
chased at  the  rate  of  £9  per  ton.  It 
had  been  bought  of  a  number  of  per- 
sons, and  in  only  one  case  was  it  re- 
ported to  be  merely  good ;  in  every 
other  case  it  was  described  as  **  excel- 
lent.** That  was  the  hay  of  which  one 
officer  told  the  Committee  that  he  had 
seen  in  it  pieces  of  brickbats,  old  hay 
rope,  and  all  sorts  of  rubbish.  Another 
officer    informed    the    Committee  that 
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some  Cavalry  officers,  to  whose  regi- 
ment the  hay  had  been  served  for  fod- 
der, refused  to  allow  their  horses  to  be 
bedded  on  it,  lest  they  should  eat  it,  and 
sicken  themselves ;  and  they  were  also 
told  that  some  of  the  hay  that  had  been 
served  out  for  bedding  was  so  abomin- 
ably offensive  that  the  men  refused  to 
lie  upon  it.  A  lot  of  that  hay  was  sent 
out  to  the  Indian  Contingent,  and  the 
officers  refused  to  take  it  because  it  was 
so  bad.  The  result  was  that  it  was  sold 
in  Liverpool  at  £2  0«.  9d,  per  ton,  at  a 
money  loss  to  the  country  of  something 
like  £3,058.  What  notice,  it  might  be 
asked,  did  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  De- 
partment take  of  that?  The  answer  was, 
none  at  all,  the  fact  being  that  the  Di- 
rector of  Contracts  knew  so  little  about 
the  matter  that  he  actually  compli- 
mented the  gentleman  who  had  effected 
the  purchase  arrangement  on  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  contract  was  carried 
out,  and  that  gentleman  was  paid  a 
handsome  sum  by  way  of  compensation 
before  the  termination  of  his  contract. 
Why,  he  asked,  were  none  of  those 
losses  taken  into  account  by  that  De- 
partment ?  The  reason  was  that,  tech- 
nically speaking,  the  hay  had  been  taken 
into  charge.  It  had  been  taken  by  an 
officer,  who  had  received  direct  commu- 
nications and  orders  from  the  Civil  De- 
partment of  the  Supply  and  Transport 
Authorities.  Another  case  of  a  similar 
character,  which  he  might  mention,  had 
reference  to  the  purchase  of  flour.  The 
Supply  and  Transport  Department  em- 
ployed a  broker  to  purchase  flour  for 
the  Egyptian  Expedition.  The  flour  was 
purchased  on  the  advice  of  the  broker, 
but  against  that  of  the  Commissary  Ge- 
neral. The  amount  ot  the  purchase  was 
70  days'  supply  for  the  entire  Expedi- 
tionary Army ;  and  when  it  was  sent 
out  to  Egypt  it  was  found  that  the  first 
two  shiploads  were  in  such  an  execreable 
condition,  that  the  Chief  of  the  Staff 
telegraphed  back  that  it  could  not  be 
used ;  and  it  was  said  that  it  was  in  such 
a  state  that  the  bags  stood  up  like 
pillars  of  plasterof  paris.  Tho  whole  of 
that  70  days'  supply  of  flour  was  utterly 
useless,  and  had  to  be  sold  as  starch. 
Why  was  it  that  nothing  had  come  be- 
fore the  Audit  Department  with  refer- 
ence to  that  transaction  ?  It  had  been 
bought  through  a  broker,  and  there  was 
nothing  whatever  to  have  prevented  that 
broker  buying  his  own  flour  at  a  com- 
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mission.  He  did  not  say  that  that  was 
the  case,  but  still  there  was  nothing  to 
have  prevented  it.  It  came  out  that  no 
sufficient  sample  had  been  kept,  and 
that  for  the  five  cargoes  of  floor  that 
were  sent  out  to  Egypt  there  was  only  a 
sample  of  four  ounces  which  could  be 
produced.  It  was  said  that  originally 
there  were  bulk  samples,  but  those  were 
not  producible.  Why  did  the  loss  of 
that  flour  not  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Depart- 
ment ?  It  would  again  be  said  because 
the  flour  had  been  technically  taken  in 
charge;  but  he  asked  in  what  way? 
The  fflct  was  that  it  had  been  bought 
by  a  broker,  and  was  never  submitted  to 
the  Commissary.  It  had  been  sent  out 
to  Egypt,  where  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Commissary  to  clear  the  vessels  in  which 
it  was  sent,  and  when  the  vessels  were 
cleared  of  that  rubbishing  article,  it  was 
technically  taken  in  charge,  the  result 
being  that  any  bungling  or  mismanage- 
ment, or  anything  even  worse,  could 
not  come  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Audit  Department.  The  same  thing 
might  be  said  with  regard  to  a  quantity 
of  oats  that  had  been  sent  out.  Com- 
plaints bad  been  made  respecting  the 
quality  of  those  oats,  and  there  was  a 
dispute  about  them.  It  turned  out  that 
they  had  been  purchased  by  a  man  who 
was  a  dealer  in  oats,  and  who  bought 
for  the  Government  at  a  commissioQ. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  did  not  know  how 
the  oats  were  taken  into  charge ;  but  if 
anything  had  gone  wrong  with  them,  he 
presumed  that  the  Auditor  would,  as  in 
the  other  cases,  have  known  nothing 
about  it.  Then  there  was  the  case  of 
the  mules,  in  which  a  similar  result  had 
occurred.  The  Director  of  Supply  and 
Transport,  who  bought  the  mules  as 
well  as  the  forage,  wrote  to  the  Go- 
vernor at  Cyprus,  asking  him  to  get 
some  mules.  That  gentleman  entered 
into  a  contract  with  a  Mr.  Christian^  a 
!  banker  out  there,  and,  knowing  nothing 
I  about  mules  himself,  employed  another 
person  to  make  the  purchase.  He  Dr. 
I  Cameron)  believed  it  was  necefisaxy 
I  that  someone  representing  the  Military 
I  Authorities  should  go  and  take  U^ 
animals  into  charge,  and  a  captain  froa 
the  Argyll  and  Sutlierland  Highlanders* 
who  was  in  the  Civil  employment  in 
Cyprus  at  the  time,  was  sent  out  fu*  the 
purpose  of  taking  the  mules  into  charge. 
The  result  was  that  there  was  a  very 
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considerable  loss  in  tbat  transaction. 
Another  purchase  of  a  similar  kind  was 
made  by  Major  Currie  at  Smyrna.  He 
was  sent  out  at  the  recommendation  of 
the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  and 
the  result  was  that  out  of  661  mules, 
wbich  were  sent  to  Ismailia  from 
Smyrna,  414  proved  to  be  good  for  no- 
thing, and  were  rejected  as  being  ab- 
solutely useless  for  any  work  during 
the  Campaign.  The  Commandant  had 
made  a  note  in  reference  to  those  mule 
purchases,  and  had  said  that  it  was  a 
very  serious  matter  that  out  of  1,100 
mules,  758  were  found  to  be  unfit  for 
work  when  landed.  He  added  that  they 
could  not  be  sold,  and,  in  fact,  were 
not  worth  the  expense  of  sending  to 
market;  but  meanwhile  they  were  a 
source  of  great  expense  and  trouble  to 
the  Government.  That  piece  of  mis- 
management must  have  cost  the  Govern- 
ment a  very  large  sum ;  and  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  exactly  one  of  those  cases 
that  ought  to  have  come  under  the  cog- 
nizance of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department.  It  did  not,  however,  come 
under  notice  because,  as  he  understood, 
the  mules  were  taken  into  charge,  in 
one  case  by  the  captain  of  the  Argyll 
and  Sutherland  Highlanders,  and  in  the 
other  case  by  Major  Currie.  Then, 
again,  there  was  the  case  of  saddles. 
Major  Currie  should  have  taken  in 
charge  the  saddles  bought  by  the  con- 
tractor for  the  mules;  but  the  contractor 
did  not  buy  the  saddles  with  the  mules. 
Major  Currie,  consequently,  gave  an 
order  lor  a  lot  of  Turkish  saddles, 
and  when  those  saddles  got  to  Is- 
mailia they  were  found  to  be  use- 
less. A  lot  of  them  were  brought  to 
the  Commissariat  depot,  and  pitched 
on  the  ground,  and  a  lot  of  them  were 
never  taken  out  of  the  ship.  By  whom, 
he  asked,  were  those  saddles  taken  in 
charge  ?  The  loss  upon  them  was  £700. 
To  simi  up  briefly,  he  might  say  that  in 
this  one  single  Department  of  the 
Director  of  Supply  and  Transport, 
£130,000  was  spent  upon  mules,  ex- 
cluding those  purchased  for  the  Be- 
serve ;  and  on  that  sum  there  was,  as 
nearly  as  he  could  make  out,  a  direct 
loss  of  no  less  than  £75,000,  or  over  50 
per  cent.  The  loss  upon  the  hay  pur- 
chased in  the  case  of  Mr.  Cozens  alone 
was  £20,000,  and  there  was  a  loss  in 
the  purchase  of  the  flour,  to  which  he 
had  referred,  of  between  £9,000   and 


£10,000.  That  was  the  direct  loss  in 
money  out  of  pocket  at  this  end.  When 
they  came  to  consider  what  was 
the  loss  in  Egypt,  through  the  waste 
that  had  been  sustained  in  things  that 
would  have  been  almost  invaluable  out 
there,  it  might  be  put  at  something  be- 
tween £100,000  and  £150,000.  It  was 
said,  and  it  was  constantly  urged  upon 
the  Committee,  that  the  Department  had 
to  purchase  something  like  50  different 
articles,  out  of  which  only  four  went 
wrong — those  articles  being  flour,  oats, 
cheese,  and  potatoes.  Of  the  sum  of 
£59,000  spent  in  those  articles,  £29,638 
was  absolutely  wasted  ;  and  yet  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department  took 
no  notice  of  that  loss.  The  only  case 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  Comp- 
toUer  and  Director  General  was  called 
was  the  case  of  the  West  of  England 
hay,  which  was  objected  to  by  the  Com- 
missary General,  and  was  never  tech- 
nically taken  in  charge.  He  considered 
that  that  was  a  very  important  matter, 
and  well  deserving  of  the  attention  of 
the  Committee,  because  his  complaint 
applied  not  only  to  a  single  instance, 
but  to  every  Campaign  that  had  been 
undertaken  of  late  years.  The  recent 
Campaign  ih  the  Soudan  had  been  full 
of  similar  incidents.  A  lot  of  biscuits 
that  had  been  sent  out  had  not  been 
properly  packed,  and  the  Committee 
had  been  told  that  tons  of  those  articles 
of  food  had  been  put  aside  as  totally 
unfit  for  use.  In  his  opinion,  the  Au- 
ditor General  ought  to  make  a  note  of 
those  things,  as  he  had  done  of  the 
Naval — he  would  not  say  misappropria- 
tions— ^but  absurdities,  in  1878-9.  If 
the  Auditor  General  were  to  take  that 
course,  the  House  would  have  the  means 
of  knowing  what  was  ^oing  on  ;  while 
the  officials  in  the  dififerent  Depart- 
ments, knowing  that  all  those  short- 
comings would  be  exposed,  would  be 
induced  to  exercise  a  greater  amount  of 
vigilance  and  care.  As  it  was,  they 
would  never  hear  anything  more  about 
the  biscuits  he  had  spoken  of,  and  they 
would  never  be  able  to  learn  with  whom 
the  blame  rested  with  regard  to  this 
particular  transaction.  If  the  facts  in 
all  those  cases  were  fully  kno^n,  a 
remedy  might  be  applied ;  but,  as  it  was, 
they  would  have  nothing  but  compli- 
ments all  round.  The  House  would  be 
told  that  the  Director  of  Supply  and 
Transport  had  worked  marvels,  and  h 
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would  be  probably  recommended  for 
promotion  and  made  a  K.O.B.  Those 
who  did  not  know  the  real  history  of 
the  Campaign  of  1882  might  consider 
that  it  was  desirable  to  confer  some  such 
reward  upon  him ;  but  he  (Dr.  Cameron) 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  Committee 
that  unless  the  Director  General  took 
cognizance  of  the  things  he  had  been 
pointing  out,  they  would  continue  to 
have  an  enormous  amount  of  waste,  and 
not  only  would  the  loss  be  felt  in  a 
monetary  point  of  view,  but  the  result 
might  be  to  endanger  the  safety  of  any 
Expedition  they  might  be  called  upon 
to  send  out  in  the  future.  As  the  hour 
was  so  late,  he  did  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Committee  at  any  farther  length, 
or  he  might  have  gone  much  more  fully 
into  those  matters;  as  it  was,  he  would 
content  himself  by  moving  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceediDg  £39,189,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer,  including  the  Cluuacery  Audit 
Branch." — [Dr.  Cameron,) 

The  chairman  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  I  have  al- 
lowed the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  to  proceed 
with  the  arguments  he  has  used,  because 
I  thought  that,  as  he  intended  to  move 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote,  he  would  in 
some  way  connect  his  observations  with 
that  proposal ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
he  has  made  many  observations  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  stores  which 
are  altogether  unconnected  with  the 
subject  of  the  Vote,  and  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, allow  the  discussion  to  continue  upon 
those  lines.  In  my  opinion,  he  has  not 
brought  matters  to  which  he  has  referred 
into  their  necessary  connection  with  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee,  and  I  should 
have  stopped  him  some  time  ago  if  I 
had  not  been  under  the  impression  that 
he  was  about  to  estabh'sh  a  connection 
between  his  remarks  and  the  proposal 
he  was  about  to  make. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  sorry  if 
he  had  Iransgressed  the  Rules  of  the 
House;  but  he  had  been  desirous  of 
pointing  out  that  there  was  absolutely 
ne  audit  in  connection  with  one  of  the 
Jh,  Cam$ran 


most  important  spending  Departments 
of  the  State. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  pointing 
out  to  the  Committee  the  very  objection 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  which  had  just 
been  ruled  by  the  Chairman.  It  was 
clear  that  the  hon.  Member  had  tra- 
velled far  beyond  the  mark  in  his  at- 
tacks upon  the  administration  of  the 
War  Office  and  Admiralty,  with  whose 
Executive  action  in  such  matters  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  had 
nothing  to  do.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  the  control  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Audit  Department  was  a  *'  'pt^rfect 
sham."  Now,  as  one  who  had  had  con- 
siderable experience  in  the  working  of 
that  Department,  from  having  served  on 
the  Committees  of  Public  Accounts,  he 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  strongly  protested 
against  such  a  charge.  The  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  and  the  officers 
under  him  did  all  the  work  that  was 
intrusted  to  them  by  Parliament  in  the 
most  admirable  manner ;  but,  of  coarse, 
they  had  no  right  to  travel  beyond  the 
powers  eo  vested  in  them.  The  charge 
made  against  the  Comptroller  and  Au- 
ditor General  amounted  to  this — that 
he  had  not  reported  upon  certain  ill- 
advised  contracts  and  action  of  the  War 
Office  and  Admiralty.  But  he  had  no 
means  of  doing  that,  as  he  had  no  power 
to  audit  the  stores  and  manufacturing 
branches  of  those  Departments.  Whe- 
ther he  should  have  such  power  vested 
in  him  was  a  question  of  g^eat  difficulty, 
which  had  been  discussed  over  and 
over  again.  It  had  been  several  times 
brought  before  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittees, and  he  would  venture  to  read 
to  the  House  one  paragraph  from  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  1880.  That 
Committee  reported  as  follows  : — 

"The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oencnl 
points  out  that,  as  Parliament  is  well  aware, 
his  Department  exercises  no  surervision  orer 
the  Manufacturing  and  Stores  Dopartcnetit  of 
the  Army,  and  that  ho  is  unable  to  give  an 
opinion  whether  such  accounts  shoald  sopply 
means  of  ascertaining  the  total  Tala«  of  th« 
stores  actually  issued  to  the  Navy  in.  a  giY«n 
year.  Whether  any  independent  criticism  of 
Store  accounts  should  be  established,  and,  if  to« 
how  far  and  with  what  limitations  it  shoald  b« 
exercised,  are  questions  of  old  standing  and  of 
great  difficulty.  The  Committee  ol  PaUio 
Accounts,  in  their  Report  of  last  year,  coa* 
sidered  that  it  would  be  unadvisable  to  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  extension  of  th«  datic* 
of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Departaunt*  ii^il 
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the  Test  Audit  of  the  Appropriation  Accounts 
has  been  made  more  complete,  and  in  this 
opinion  your  Committee  concur.  They  trust, 
however,  that  the  question  yt'iW  not  be  lost 
sight  of.  and  they  are  disposed  to  think  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  formed  of  gentle- 
men from  the  different  Departments  interested, 
to  examine  into  the  subject  might  elicit  useful 
information/* 

He  was  afraid  that  no  atteotioa  had 
been  paid  to  the  suggestion  made  in 
the  concluding  part  of  that  paragraph  ; 
at  least,  he  had  never  heard  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  any  such  'Committee ;  but 
he  hoped  that  this  discussion  might  lead 
to  that  step  being  taken,  and  that 
the  suggestion  would  be  reconsidered. 
Until,  however,  such  an  audit  of  stores 
had  been  intrusted  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  he  coidd  only  re- 
port upon  cases  which  might  accident- 
ally come  under  his  notice  while  audit- 
ing the  War  OflBce  or  Admiralty 
Accounts ;  and  that  he  did  in  the  hay 
and  porter  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  and  that  he  had 
done  in  some  other  cases  of  a  like  kind. 
Till  his  power  of  audit  were  enlarged, 
such  cases  must  be  dealt  with  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  or  in  debate  by 
attacks  on  the  action  of  the  Depart- 
ment, but  not  by  attacks  on  the  Exche- 
quer and  Audit  Department.  He  did 
not  desire  to  prolong  the  discussion ; 
but  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  rise  in  his 
place  and  testify  to  the  careful  and  ex- 
cellent work  of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department,  which  the  hon,.  Member 
fpr  Glasgow  seemed  to  impugn. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Sir  Henry  Holland) ;  and,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
he  could  bear  testimony  io  the  admi- 
rable manner  in  which  the  Department 
of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
performed  its  duties.  Although  he  agreed 
as  to  the  importance  of  the  points  raised 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  was  not  quite 
sure  that  he  would  not  have  been  more 
in  Order  in  bringing  them  before  the 
House  in  a  different  way.  But  what 
they  wanted— and  what  he  believed  they 
must  get  if  they  were  to  have  reform  in 
respect  of  the  extravagant  use  and  pur- 
chase of  stores— was  this;  there  must 
be  in  the  Ddpartment  itself  a  strong 
determination  to  make  the  men  who 
committed  or  permitted  faults  of  the 
)dnd  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  drawn 


attention,  seriously  responsible ;  and  he 
believed  that  until  that  was  done  in  the 
case  of  those  gentlemen  in  the  Public 
Service  who  fulfilled  their  duties  in  a 
most  outrageous  manner,  the  public 
would  not  be  satisfied.  He  did  not  think 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General 
would  be  able  to  protect  the  public  from 
the  abuses  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  had  drawn  the  attention  of 
the  Committee ;  but  he  did  think  that 
they  had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  poli- 
tical Eepresentatives  in  that  House  of 
the  great  spending  Departments,  when 
such  matters  came  before  them,  as  great 
mistakes,  and  probably  worse  than  mis- 
takes, in  the  purchase  of  stores  for  the 
Public  Services,  that  they  would  see  that 
the  officials  responsible  were  punished. 
Mr.  brand  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
laboured  under  the  same  error  as  when 
this  question  was  discussed  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  He  instanced  three  or 
four  purchases — ^namely,  purchases  by 
the  Admiralty  in  1879;  a  purchase  by 
the  War  Office  of  hay  in  the  West  of 
England ;  and  another  purchase  of  hay 
at  Liverpool  by  the  same  Department ; 
and  he  complained  that  the  practice  was 
not  uniform  in  those  cases,  the  Auditor 
General  reporting  upon  the  loss  in 
some  and  not  in  others.  The  explana- 
tion was  perfectly  simple.  If,  in  the 
course  of  his  examination  of  accounts, 
the  Auditor  General  were  to  find  a  sum 
for  purchase  of  hay,  and  against  that 
purchase  the  voucher  of  an  Accountant 
for  its  receipt  on  charge,  he  would 
naturally  accept  that  voucher  as  conclu- 
sive. But  when,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
West  of  England  hay,  he  found  that 
there  was  no  receipt  voucher,  he  followed 
the  purchase,  reporting  that  the  hay, 
not  having  been  received  on  charge,  was 
sold  at  a  loss.  What  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  was  to  make  the  Auditor  Gene- 
ral undertake  an  audit  of  stores,  and  to 
shift  on  the  Auditor  General  the  re- 
sponsibility for  issues  which  now  attached 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  conten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  divided  itself 
into  two  heads— first,  that  there  was 
no  independent  audit  of  the  cash  ac- 
counts of  the  Supply  and  Store  Depart- 
ment, as  the  heads  of  those  Departments 
audited  their  own  accounts ;  secondly, 
that  stores  could  be  struck  off  charge  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  without  indepen- 
dent control.    As  to  the  first  point  of 
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contontlon,  it  was  not  accurate  to  say 
that  there  was  no  independent  audit  of 
those  cash  accounts.  Any  payments 
made  by  the  War  Department  directly 
were  audited  weekly  by  the  Auditor 
General.  But  the  Heads  of  those  De- 
partments audited  the  accounts  of  the 
out-station  officers,  and  their  examina- 
tion was  subject  to  the  test  audit  of  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department.  That 
system  was  established  upon  a  recom- 
mendation of  a  Committee  upon  the 
conduct  of  business  in  the  Army  De- 
partments, composed  of  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Sir  Edward 
Lingard,  and  Mr.  Anderson.  The  Be- 
port  said — 

**  Store  accounts  would  be  kept  in  the  De- 
partment which  is  responsible  for  the  prepara- 
tion of  estimates  for  stores,  which  must  have 
the  best  means  of  determining  questions  which 
arise  relating  to  the  consumption  of  stores,  and 
which  cannot  effectually  fulfil  its  own  adminis- 
trative duties  without  itself  dealing  with  those 
accounts ;  for  the  information  required  for  the 
purpose  of  insuring  economy  in  the  consumption 
of  stores  can  only  be  derived  from  a  thorough 
acquaintance  with  the  accounts,  and  constant 
reference  to  store  ledgers  is  necessary  on  the 
part  of  those  who  have  to  maintain  supplies  of 
stores." 

It  was  obvious  that  officials  having 
daily  experience  of  the  numerous  and 
yet  minute  details  of  Army  administra- 
tion, and  having  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  regulations  governing  all  issues, 
were  better  able  to  check  and  examine 
the  accounts,  keeping  a  watchful  super- 
vision over  the  performance  of  their 
duties  by  the  issuing  officers,  than  an 
independent  authority,  who  could  not 
possibly  hope  to  acquire  the  same  grasp 
of  the  intricate  details  of  Army  admi- 
nistration. In  proof  of  the  statement 
that  the  cash  accounts  were  carefully 
examined  and  checked  by  the  Depart- 
ments concerned,  he  might  point  to  the 
Keport  of  the  Auditor  General  recently 
laid  before  Parliament  of  a  test  audit 
which  he  had  lately  applied  to  Vote  10 
— the  Supply  Vote— which  was  of  a 
satisfactory  nature,  and  showed  that 
both  the  regulations  were  clearly  framed 
and  the  examination  properly  carried 
out.  Upon  an  expenditure  of  over 
£3,000,000,  the  total  errors  discovered, 
arising  from  all  causes,  did  not  exceed 
£90.  The  second  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member — that  was,  the  inde- 
pendent audit  of  stores — was  a  very 
important,  difficult,  and  complicated  one. 

Mr.  Rylands 


It  had  been  frequently  discussed,  and 
was  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  organization  of  an  effi- 
cient independent  audit  of  stores  was 
quite  impracticable,  and  that,  even  if  it 
could  be  organized,  the  cost  would  be 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  results  ob- 
tained. The  hon.  Member  in  his  argu- 
ment lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
Heads  of  those  Departments  were  not 
the  spenders  of  stores— the  troops  were 
the  spenders  of  stores  and  supplies — the 
Heads  of  Departments  being  interested 
in  seeing  that  the  stores  and  supplies 
were  issued  in  proper  quantity,  of  the 
right  quality,  and  that  they  were  ecooo* 
mically  used.  He  did  not  believe  that 
it  was  desirable  to  relieve  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  his  responsibility.  He  thought 
that  the  Auditor  General  ought  not  to 
be  in  a  position  to  question  the  issue  of 
stores  or  supplies  by  the  Secretary  ol 
State,  and  that,  properly  speaking,  an 
auditor  could  not  go  behind  the  voucher 
of  the  accountant  who  had  received  the 
stores  on  charge.  The  stores  had  then 
passed  into  the  Service,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  became  responsible  for 
them.  The  statement  that  stores  oould 
be  written  off  without  special  authority 
must  have  been  made  under  a  misap- 
prehension of  the  system  of  account 
Stores  when  purchased  were,  as  a  role, 
taken  on  the  books  of  some  poblic  ac- 
countant of  stores;  when  so  taken  on 
charge  the  accountant  could  only  be  re- 
lieved of  the  charge,  first,  by  producing 
a  voucher  showing  that  the  stores  had 
been  issued  according  to  regulation; 
secondly,  by  the  proceedings  of  a  board 
of  officers  explaining  any  loss  or  deteri- 
oration of  stores — ^the  decision  of  which 
Board,  after  approval  by  the  Geoerml 
Commanding,  was  reported  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  final  sanction.  Wheo, 
under  exceptional  circumstances,  stores 
were  not  taken  on  charge  by  an  account- 
ant, and  the  payment  for  them  was, 
therefore,  not  supported  by  the  receipt 
of  an  accountant,  the  matter  came  under 
the  notice  of  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department,  and  required  the  speoial 
sanction  of  the  Treasury.  The  questioa 
of  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  ahoold 
have  the  power  of  approving  the  pro- 
ceedings of  boards  in  losses  of  store*,  or 
whether  another  Department,  such  ss 
the  Exchequer  and  Audit,  should  de- 
cide the  matter,  was  one  whi<^  hsi 
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been  much    considered.      The    Eeport 
already  quoted  said — 

"  It  may  be  argued  that  the  acta  of  the  Chief 
of  the  Department  himself  should  be  checked  by 
an  independent  Department.  But  to  provide 
such  a  check  is  not  the  object  or  function  of 
the  detailed  examination  of  store  accounts  of 
which  we  are  now  speaking.  No  system  of 
mere  audit,  independent  or  not,  could  expose 
abuses  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  of  a  Depart- 
ment. The  auditor  must  take  for  granted  that 
an  order  issued  by  a  competent  authority  was 
necessary  for  the  Public  Service.  He  has 
neither  the  authority  nor  the  requisite  know- 
ledge to  enable  him  to  question  its  necessity, 
and  his  function  ceases  when  he  has  satisfied 
himself  that  the  store  accountant  who  makes  an 
issue  has  obtained  a  sufficient  voucher  to  free 
his  charge.  He  is,  in  fact,  a  check  upon  the 
accountant;  but  he  is  not,  and  cannot  be,  a 
check  upon  the  Chief  of  his  Department.'' 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  ob- 
servations and  suggestions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
and  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
adopted  it  would  be  the  means  of  inflict- 
ing more  injury  than  it  could  possibly 
do  good  to  the  Public  Service.  He 
thought  it  most  important  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  should  be  perfectly  distinct 
from  administrative  functions,  although 
the  hon.  Member  appeared  not  to  wish 
them  to  be  so.  It  was  not  desirable  to 
cast  the  responsibility  in  those  matters 
upon  persons  who  might  be  only  imper- 
fectly acquainted  with  the  duties  to  be 
discharged,  and,  therefore,  not  able  to 
follow  the  disbursement  of  public 
moneys  so  well  as  those  officers  who 
were  accustomed  to  the  duty,  who  ought 
to  be  held  responsible,  and  whose  mis- 
takes ought  to  be  severely  and  impar- 
tially punished.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  complained  that  mistakes  had  been 
made.  He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  no 
doubt  whatever  that  serious  mistakes 
had  at  times  been  made  with  regard 
both  to  the  administration  of  the  Navy 
and  of  the  Army ;  but  he  was  satisfied 
that  mistakes  of  the  kind  could  not  be 
made  less  frequent  by  any  further  inter- 
ference with  the  Audit  Department. 
With  regard  to  the  stores  consumed,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible,  under  any 
system  that  might  be  established  for 
auditing  the  accounts  of  the  Depart- 
ment, to  follow  the  consumption  of 
stores  when  once  taken  into  charge. 
That  could  only  be  done  by  the  officers 
of  the  Department ;  and  upon  the  De- 
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partment  the  responsibility  ought  to  be 
fixed,  keeping,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department  to 
their  duties.  They  had  always  been 
most  anxious  to  secure  the  most  perfect 
audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  spending 
Departments,  which  experience  showed 
to  be  practicable.  The  test  audit  with 
regard  to  those  Departments  was,  in 
bis  opinion,  much  more  advantageous 
than  an  audit  extending  over  every 
single  item,  which  would  necessitate  the 
expenditure  of  more  labour  and  money 
than  the  result  would  justify.  It  was, 
he  said,  necessary,  in  ihQ  interest  of  the 
Public  Service,  to  insist  on^  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  administrators  of  the 
various  Departments,  and  to  visit  them 
most  severely  for  any  errors  they  might 
commit;  but,  at  the  same  time,  to  er-- 
tend  to  them  that  confidence  which  pub- 
lic servants,  on  the  whole,  required  to 
possess  in  order  to  discharge  their  duties 
effectually. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  that  the  doc- 
trine preached  from  the  two  Front 
Benches  of  **  Every  man  his  own  audi- 
tor "  was,  no  doubt,  very  pleasant,  Uut 
eminently  unsatisfactory.  He  wished 
to  state  that  he  had  made  no  imputation 
whatever  on  the  way  in  which  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  did  his 
work.  He  had  said  that  the  audit  in 
these  great  spending  Departments  was 
a  perfect  sham  ;  but  he  did  not  say  that 
it  was  so  because  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  did  not  properly  dis- 
charge his  duty ;  he  said  it  was  a  per- 
fect sham,  because,  under  the  present 
system,  the  things  he  had  brought  be- 
fore the  Committee  did  not  come  under 
the  notice  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  had  evaded 
that  point  altogether;  he  never  ex- 
plained how  a  number  of  things  came 
into  charge  at  all.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  no  wish  whatever  to  interfere  with 
the  responsibility  of  the  administrative 
Departments.  He  proposed  to  bring 
responsibility  home  to  them  as  the  Ac- 
countant General  in  the  Appropriation 
Account  had  brought  home  to  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  his  respon- 
sibility for  those  absurd  purchases  of 
beer  and  other  things  for  the  Navy — 
he  let  him  buy  his  stores  where  he 
chose ;  but  he  came  down  upon  him, 
so  to  speak,  in  the  Appropriation  Ac- 
count. J 
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The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  Vote  be- 
fore the  Committee  related  only  to  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department;  it 
had  no  reference  to  any  of  the  Depart- 
ments to  which  the  hon.  Member  was 
referring. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  refer- 
ring  to  the  Navy  Appropriation  Ac- 
counts of  1878,  and  he  contended  that 
the  system  which  then  came  into  effect 
should  come  into  effect  all  round.  He 
was  told  that  it  would  interfere  with  the 
administrative  Departments. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  was  travelling 
beyond  the  Vote  before  the  Committee 
in  commenting  on  the  proceedings  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  under 
a  former  Administration.  The  hon. 
Member  had  g^ven  such  a  development 
to  his  allusion  that  he  should  not  have 
allowed  him  to  proceed  had  he  not 
thought  he  was  about  to  connect  it  with 
the  Vote  for  the  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department.  His  opinion  was  that  the 
question  now  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  within  the  Vote. 

De.  CAMERON  said,  he  had  merely 
wished  to  show  what  appeared  to  have 
been  misrepresented  in  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and 
others.  However,  as  the  explanation 
of  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
appeared  to  him  entirely  unsatisfactory, 
he  should  not  pursue  the  subject  further, 
but  should  proceed  to  a  division  on  his 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  15; 
Noes  41 :  Majority  26.— (Div.  List, 
No.  200.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  investigating  the  re- 
main of  stores  which  had  been  taken 
at  Woolwich  during  the  last  few  months. 
Already,  in  the  Report  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, it  had  been  shown  that  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  had  no 
means  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the 
stores  deteriorated  at  Woolwich.  The 
Accountant  General  of  the  Army  also 
had  shown  in  his  Report  that  he  was 


not  able  to  form  an  Estimate  within 
£2,000.000  or  £3,000.000  of  the  value 
of  the  stores  lying  at  Woolwich.  There 
was  no  Report  showing  the  result  of 
the  investigation  which  had  taken  place 
at  Woolwich ;  but  he  wished  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  would,  in  his  turn,  have  an 
opportunity  of  reporting  on  the  matter  ? 
Mr.  BRAND  said,  he  had  no  donbt 
that  there  would  be  an  efficient  investi- 
gation in  this  case. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  U, 

"Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  beg  to 
move  that  you,  Sir,  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  ag^ain.  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
will  make  any  objection  to  that  coarse. 
It  is  usual  to  do  it  at  this  hour — 
12.30  P.M. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Profrreesii 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (JJ&^.  T. 
P.  O'Connor.) 

Mr.  HIBBERT :  The  next  two  Votes 
are  not  of  importance. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND:  The  next 
Vote,  at  all  events,  that  for  the  Friendly 
Societies  Registry,  is  not  a  very  import- 
ant one,  and  might  be  taken  now. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  That  is  eer^ 
tainly  not  very  important,  and  in  order 
that  it  may  be  taken  I  will  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(10.)  £5,622,  to  complete  the  sam  for 
Friendly  Societies  Registry. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  cases  had 
been  brought  under  his  notice  where 
Friendly  Societies  had  been  wound  ap 
in  Ireland — notably  in  the  case  of  the 
Society  which  had  existed  amongst  the 
workmen  of  the  Great  Southern  Railway 
— and  where  the  money  in  hand,  instesd 
of  being  divided  amongst  the  memben» 
had  been  kept  in  the  pockets  of  ceitaim 
individuals  whose  title  and  position  im 
the  matter  was  not  well  denned.  Ht 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  law  oft 
the  subject?  What  period  should  ekpw 
after  the  winding  up  of  a  Sodetj  W 
fore  the  money  the  members  bad  sab> 
scribed  was  handed  back  to  them  ?  As* 
other  case  which  had  been  brought  nwkr 
his  notice  was  that  of  the  Crown  BtuU* 
ing  Society  of  Dublin.     That  SocMtj 
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was  started  by  State  officials.  An  order 
was  made — by  what  authority  lie  had 
not  ascertained — for  liquidation.  That 
order  was  in  the  hands  of  a  professional 
man,  and  in  all  reason  it  should  have 
been  executed  long  ago,  and  the  money 
handed  back  to  those  entitled  to  it. 
He  was  not,  however,  aware  that 
that  had  been  done,  and  he  desired  to 
ascertain  as  much  as  he  could  on  the 
matter.  If  he  did  not  get  a  satisfactory 
answer  he  should  raise  the  question 
again,  and  should  expect  either  that  the 
money  had  been  paid  back,  or  that  there 
would  be  no  further  delay  in  paying  it 
back. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  Society  which  had  existed  in  con- 
nection with  the  workmen  of  the  Great 
Southern  Bailway,  he  could  not  give  the 
facts,  but  would  endeavour  to  ascertain 
them.  He  had  no  information  whatever 
about  the  Crown  Building  Society ;  but 
he  believed  that  inquiries  were  being 
made  into  the  matter.  He  would  en- 
deavour to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information  he  sought  on  Beport  of  the 
present  Vote. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  his  promise.  He 
desired  that  official  statements  in  re- 
gard to  these  Societies  should  be  made 
as  public  in  Ireland  as  they  were  in 
England. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  {re-committed) 

BILL.— [Bill  193.] 

{Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Hibhert.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— C3/r.  Shaw  Lefevre.) 

Mb.  DIXON-HABTLAND  said,  he 
begged  to  move  an  opposition  to  this  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  of  an  inade- 
quate character,  of  an  expensive  cha- 
racter, and  of  a  dangerous  character. 
The  Bill  brought  in  was  to  increase  the 
aooommodation  of  the  Post  Office.  A 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  to  sit 


and  consider  that  question;  the  Oom- 
mittee had  met  and  had  concluded  its 
labours ;  but  its  Report  was  not  yet  in 
the  hands  of  Members.     It  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  to-morrow.     It 
seemed   to  him  a  most  unusual  thing 
that  the   House  should  be  asked,  the 
first  night  it  met  after  a  long  holiday, 
to  vote  on  a  question  which  had  been 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee,  with- 
out the  Report  of  that  Committee  being 
in  the  hands  of  Members.     The  whole 
of  the  evidence  had  not  yet  been  printed, 
so  that  Members  had  no  power  to  form 
an  opinion  on  the  matter.  When  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  consider  a  sub- 
ject, it  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  that  the  Committee 
should  thoroughly  investigate  that  sub- 
ject ;  but,  as  a  Member  of  the  Commit- 
tee in  question,  he  could  say  that  every 
efifort  had  been  made  by  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  to  prevent  evi- 
dence being  received  which  seemed  to 
go    against    the    Government    policy. 
Every  plan  that  independent  Members 
had  brought  forward  had  been  objected 
to  on  the  part  of  the  Government ;  and 
on  several  occasions,  owing  to  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Government  and  their  sup- 
porters,   private    Members    had    been 
obliged  to  say  that  they  could  not  go 
on  with  the   evidence  they  desired   to 
submit.     More  than  that,  it  had  been 
sought  to  call  before  the  Committee  a 
gentleman  whose  evidence  on  this  mat- 
ter would  have  had  the  greatest  weight 
with    the  country  —  namely,    Captain 
Shaw,   of  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade ;  but  the  Chairman,  by  his  cast- 
ing vote,  had  prevented  the  calling  of 
that  gentleman.     It  was  believed  that 
if  that  evidence  had  been  received  by 
the  Committee  it  would  have  been  so 
damning  to  the  Bill  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  reading  it,  would  have 
refused  its  assent  to  the  Government 
proposal.     What  he  (Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land)  wished  to  bring  before  the  House 
of  Commons  was  that,  even  if  the  Bill 
were  passed,  the  arrangement  it  would 
effect  would  only   be  of  a  temporary 
character.     It  had  been  shown  by  Mr. 
Blackwood,  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office, 
that  the  Bill  would  only  give  accommo- 
dation for  five  or  six  years,  and  that  at 
the   end  of  that   time  a  new   scheme 
would  have  to  be  introduced  and  other 
premises  sought  for.      To  carry  out  a 
temporary   arrangement,  which  would 
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only  last  five  or  six  years,  the  country 
was  asked  to  provide  somethiuf^  like 
£400,000,  and  at  the  end  of  the  five  or 
six  years  the  whole  question  would  have 
to  be  reconsidered.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther the  arrangement  proposed  would 
last  even  five  or  six  years,  because  at 
that  moment  the  accommodation  was  so 
unsatisfactory  that  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment was  driven  to  the  third  and 
fourth  floors  at  the  west  side  of  the  St. 
Martin's-le-Grand  Post  Office.  Those 
offices  had,  during  the  day,  1,400  or 
1,500  people  in  them  —  sometimes 
1,800  people  were  on  those  floors  at 
one  time ;  and  during  the  night,  when 
less  work  was  going  on,  there  were  400  or 
500  people  on  them.  Water,  in  case  of 
fire,  could  only  be  thrown  upon  those 
floors  when  the  mains  were  at  high 
pressure,  which  was  only  two  hours 
out  of  the  24,  bo  that  if  at  any  time, 
either  by  accident  or  malice,  fire  reached 
that  Department,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  whole  telegraphic  com- 
munication of  the  country  would  be 
thrown  out  of  gear  and  destroyed  for 
days,  during  the  time  it  would  take 
to  restore  the  instruments  and  appli- 
ances. He  need  not  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  value  of  telegraphic  com- 
munication to  the  country.  It  was  in- 
calculable; and,  therefore,  everything 
which  was  likely  to  interrupt  it  should 
be  evaded  or  amended.  If  the  Com- 
mittee could  bring  it  home  to  its  mind 
that  if  a  fire  occurred  in  the  Post  Office 
under  existing  arrangements  the  whole 
telegraphic  communication  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  destroyed,  he  was  sure 
it  would  never  consent  to  the  pre- 
sent system  going  on,  but  would  insist 
on  a  Post  Office  site  bein^  purchased 
which  would  enable  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment to  be  rendered  secure  from 
fire  or  any  other  accident.  The  Post- 
master General  had  endeavoured  to 
make  out  that  those  who  opposed  the 
Bill  did  80  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  connected  with  Christ's  Hospital, 
and  believed  that  it  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  hospital  to  find  a  pur- 
chaser for  it.  He  (Mr.  Dixon- Hartland) 
disclaimed  any  such  idea.  The  Com- 
mittee had  called  the  authorities  of 
Christ's  Hospital  before  them  to  speak 
on  the  subject ;  but  they  found  them  un- 
willing witnesses.  This  was  one  of  the 
things  the  House  would  see  for  itself  if 
i  t  was  allowed  to  see  the  evidence  taken 

Jfr,  Dixon- Hartland 


by  the  Select  Committee,  which  at  pre- 
sent it  was  not.     The  House  would  see 
that  the  authorities  of  Christ's  Hospital 
were  unwilling  witnesses,  and  that  they 
did  not  wish  to  sell  their  property.  They 
thought  they  could  do  better  than  sell  it 
to  a  Departmental  Committee.     What 
he,  and  those  who  went  with  him  in 
this    matter,  contended    was    that  the 
Post  Office,  in  this  Christ's  Hospital  site, 
had    a  favourable    opportunity  which 
would  never  occur  again,  and  that  the 
Government  were  pursuing  a  penny- 
wise  and  pound-foolish  policy  to  pur- 
chase a  site  at  the  rate  of  £250,000 
an  acre  when  the  Christ's  Hospital  site 
could  be  bought  for  half  as  much.  The 
extent  of  the  Christ's  Hospital  site  would 
be  about  five  acres'.     That  would  give 
ample  space  for  increasing  Post  Office 
requirements.     There  would  be  abund- 
ance of  room  to  put  the  new  Offices  on 
it.  The  Postmaster  General  said,  nmply 
— **  That  is  too  large  a  site."     If  the 
site  was  too  large  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Post  Office,  that  need  be  no  objec- 
tion to  its  purchase,  for  it  would  always 
be  competent  for  the  Government  to  sell 
off  a  portion.     St.  Bartholomew's  Hos- 
pital wanted  land,  and  doubtless  they 
would  buy  a  portion.     At  any  rate,  he 
should  consider  it  a  much  better  venture 
for  the  Government  to  buy  more  land 
than  they  wanted  at  a  small  sum  than 
to  buy  only  enough  to    accommodate 
them  for  five  or  six  years  at  a  Tery  high 
price.     Mr.  Blackwood  had   given  faos 
evidence  very  fairly,  and  he  (Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland)  thought  the  subject  was  one 
which  should  have  the  full  consideratioa 
of  the  House  before  hon.  Members  were 
asked  to  vote  upon  it.     No  such  demand 
as  that  contained  in  the  Bill  had  ever 
been  made  to  the  House  without  the 
Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee  being 
presented,  or  without,  at  any  rate,  the 
evidence   being  delivered  to  Hemben 
before  they  were  asked  to  give  an  opi- 
nion on  the  measure.     He  thonght  tat 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the  PostmaiUr 
General   would  do  well  if  be  were  tP 
allow  hon.  Members  to  receive  the  B*- 
port  and  read  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses called  before  the  Committee  be- 
fore he  sought  to  take  a  vote  upon  this 
important  question.     On  those  groufids 
he  would  move  the  adjoummeni  of  the 
debate,   so  that  hon.  Members  mifte 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  tht 
subject  in  the  light  of  the  eriSa 
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taken  by  the  Select  Committee  before 
voting  on  it. 

Sir  HENET  HOLLAND  said,  he 
rose  to  second  the  Motion.  He  con- 
sidered the  House  placed  in  a  most  ridi- 
culous position.  A  most  important  ques- 
tion had  been  raised,  a  question  inrolv- 
ing  the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of 
money,  and  the  House  felt  it  could  not 
give  an  opinion  on  it  without  having  the 
matter  carefully  inquired  into,  and  there- 
fore appointed  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  it.  That  was  done,  and  now 
the  Bill  was  brought  forward  before  hon. 
Members  had  heard  of  or  seen  the  evi- 
dence taken  by  the  Committee,  or  knew 
anything  of  what  had  been  done.  As- 
suming that  everything  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dixon-Hartland)  had  said  was 
wrong — that  the  Postmaster  General  did 
not  keep  out  an  important  witness  by  his 
casting  vote,  and  so  forth— how  could 
the  House  tell  whether  the  view  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  as  expressed  in  this 
Bill,  was  right  or  wrong,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee? He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  consent  to  the  present  violent  and 
extraordinary  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Dixon- Heartland,) 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  the 
Bill  was  for  the  acquisition  of  five  diffe- 
rent sites,  only  one  of  which  was  ob- 
jected to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  should 
be  perfectly  ready  to  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  particular 
site  objected  to  in  Committee,  all  he 
wished  to  do  now  being  simply  to  get 
Hr.  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair.  Mr. 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  he  should  at 
once  move  to  report  Progress,  so  as  to 
g^ve  the  Committee  full  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  details  of  the  Bill.  If  he 
allowed  the  present  opportunity'of  mov- 
ing the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  to  pass,  it 
might  be  a  long  time  before  another 
presented  itself.  It  was  important  that 
the  Bill  should  pass  that  House  in 
reasonable  time,  in  order  that  it  might 
go  to  the  House  of  Lords  early  enough 
to  be  carefully  considered.  The  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Dixon-Hartland)  was  really  one  of  de- 
tail, which  could  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee.    As  he  had  said,  there  was  only 


opposition  to  one  site — namely,  the  pro- 
posal to  take  additional  land  adjoining 
the  exifetinpr  building. 

Mr.  DIXON -HAETLAND:  What 
are  the  totals  for  the  other  sites  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  they 
were  for  buildings  at  Birmingham, 
Bristol,  and  Newcastle,  and  for  a 
Savings  Bank  in  London,  and  would 
involve  a  considerable  expenditure.  No 
objection  was  taken  to  them,  the  only 
objection  being  to  the  site  in  the  City  of 
London — namely,  immediately  adjoining 
the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  that  this  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  knew 
he  was  not  entitled  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  case.  He  would  ask  the  House 
to  allow  him  to  move  the  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair,  and  would  promise  to  give 
hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of  raising 
the  question  of  the  City  site  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed  to 
see  that  this  was  not  really  a  question  of 
detail,  but  a  question  of  principle,  and 
one  so  important  that  the  House  had 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  to  con- 
sider it,  which  Committee  had  sat  and 
reported,  but  whose  Eeport  the  House 
was  not  yet  in  possession  of.  The  House 
really  did  not  know  anything  whatever 
about  the  proceedings  which  had  taken 
place  before  the  Committee,  and  on  that 
account  an  adjournment  of  the  debate 
was  asked  for.  Speaking  for  himself, 
he  thought  it  very  likely  that  when  he 
saw  the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee 
he  should  be  of  opinion  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  had  acted  wisely 
in  the  course  they  had  taken ;  but  he 
had  not  seen  that  Eeport,  and  other 
hon.  Members  had  not  seen  it,  so  that, 
so  far  as  the  House  was  concerned,  the 
labours  of  the  Committee  were  of  no 
avail  whatever.  As  involving  a  ques- 
tion of  precedent,  the  matter  was  of 
great  importance  to  the  House,  and  he 
thought  a  case  had  been  made  out  for 
adjournment.  No  doubt,  when  the 
House  was  in  full  possession  of  the 
Papers,  it  would  recognize  the  strength 
of  the  arguments  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  put  for- 
ward, and  would  assent  to  further  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill;   but  at  present f 
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they  had  no  information  on  the  matter 
— they  had  nothing  but  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  if  that 
statement  was  to  be  held  sufficient,  it 
was  clearly  a  work  of  supererogation  to 
appoint  the  Committee  at  all. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fahreb  Hebschell)  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  correct  to  say  that  the 
House,  by  taking  the  course  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
would  be  depriving  itself  of  the  full  ad- 
vantage of  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee.  The  Bill  dealt  with  five 
matters;  and  even  if  the  objection 
taken  to  the  City  of  London  site  were 
sustained,  he  did  not  suppose  that  it 
would  also  apply  to  the  other  four  sites. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland)  seemed  to  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  reported  on  all  the  matters 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill ;  but  that  was  not 
80.  The  Committee  had  been  appointed 
to  deal  with  one  site,  and  one  site  only. 
The  four  other  sites  were  not  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee,  and  the  Report  would 
not  throw  the  slightest  light  on  those 
questions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  had,  therefore, 
considered  that  the  reasonable  course 
would  be  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  and  give  ample  opportunity  on  that 
stage  for  the  consideration  of  the  one 
point  of  detail  objected  to  by  the  mino- 
rity on  the  Select  Committee.  The  Com- 
mittee stage  would,  of  course,  be  put 
off  a  sufficient  time  so  as  to  enable 
the  point  in  question  to  be  dealt  with 
exhaustively. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  action  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  was  that  best  calculated  to  faci- 
litate the  discussion  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  proposed  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  was  one  who 
had  been  most  energetic  in  the  Select 
Committee  in  the  advocacy  of  his  own 
scheme,  as  he  had  been  energetic  on 
other  occasions  in  connection  with 
subjects  in  which  he  was  interested. 
The  hon.  Member  was  exhibiting  great 
zeal  on  the  present  occasion ;  and  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  could  not  help  thinking  that 
if  the  House  did  not  allow  Mr.  Speaker 
to  leave  the  Chair  now,  in  all  probability 
the  hon.  Member  would  place  himself  in 
communication  with  the  Clerks  at  the 
Tablr,  and  place  a  useful  banior  in  the 

Jfr,  IF.  H,  Smith 


way  of  proceeding    with    the  Bill  on 
future  occasions. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  thought  the 
two  speeches  they  had  just  heard  made 
out  a  very  strong  case  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  If  Committees  of 
the  House  were  of  any  use  at  all,  the 
House  ought  to  have  their  Reports  be- 
fore it,  before  attempting  to  legislate 
upon  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  those 
Reports.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  would  not  seriously  con- 
tend that  because  someone  holding  a 
strong  view  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill- 
it  might  be  adverse  to  that  entertained 
by  the  Government — might  cause  the 
discussion  to  be  procrastinated  hereafter, 
therefore  they  were  now  to  move  Mr. 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  at  once,  aod 
go  into  Committee  without  seeing  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee.  It  was 
true  that  there  were  four  other  sites 
dealt  with  besides  that  objected  to ;  but 
all  those  four  were  not  nearly  so  im- 
portant as  the  one  objected  to.  He 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  DIXON  -  H  ARTLAND  :  I  wiU 
give  my  word  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  if  he  will  bring  the  Bill  in  at 
a  proper  time  some  other  night  I  will 
not  challenge  it — if  he  does  not  attempt 
to  proceed  with  it  at  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  will  un- 
dertake not  to  do  that. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thur^dm^  next. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TRANSFER  OF 

REGISTRY,  &c.)  BILL.~[Bill  17».] 

(i/r.  Hohm,  Mr.  CkumberUim.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  holms,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  explained 
that  its  object  was  to  transfer  merduat 
shipping  registration  entirely  to  t^ 
Board  of  Trade.  The  subject  had  beea 
considered  by  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  appoioted 
in  1883. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propostd, 
''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  seoand 
time.''— (JTr.  ITolmt.) 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  viA 
to  offer    opposition   to   the   Bill.    H« 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLV:: 


1325       Metropolis  Management       {June  4,  1885}       Aet9  Amendment  Bill,       132G 


merely  wished  to  remark  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Holms)  thought  it  a 
recommendation  for  the  Bill  that  it  was 
to  extend  the  powers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  would  remind  him  that  that 
was  the  very  worst  recommendation  he 
could  have  offered  to  the  House.  He 
trusted  that  before  long  the  House  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
very  great  length  to  which  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  already  ex- 
tended. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 

SHANNON  NAVIGATION  (re'eommitted) 

BILL.— [Bill  171.1 

{Mr,  Sibber t,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Mthbert,) 

Mk.  sexton  said,  that  unless  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Hihbert)  would  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  this  measure  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  the  Bill  had 
been  before  a  Select  Committee  upstairs, 
and  he  was  in  agreement  with  the  Irish 
Members  with  regard  to  it.  He  did  not 
see  why  they  should  not  go  on  with  the 
Bill  that  night ;  but  if  that  course  was 
seriously  objected  to  he  would  agree  to 
a  postponement.  At  any  rate,  the  House 
might  consent  to  his  moving  Mr.  Speaker 
out  of  the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  ACTS 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  138.] 

{Vieeount    Lewisham,   Sir   Charles    MiUs,    Sir 

Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr,  James  Stuart,  Mr, 

Grant  ham,  Mr,  Board,) 
COMMITTEE.     [^Frogress  ISth  May,'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  already,  on  the  former  occasion, 
made  a  speech  upon  Clause  1 ;  and  he 


need  not,  therefore,  detain  the  Com- 
mittee any  longer.  The  discussion  had 
been  brought  to  an  end  on  the  last  oc- 
casion by  a  division  which  showed  that 
there  were  not  40  Members  in  the 
House.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
made  the  Motion  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
which  had  led  to  that  division  was  now 
satisfied,  as  also  was  his  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke's)  hon.  and  learned  Colleague  (Mr. 
Firth),  who  had  also,  on  the  last  occasion, 
made  his  speech,  and  who  did  not  now 
intend  to  persevere  with  his  opposition. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
content  himself  with  the  observations  he 
had  already  made.  With  regard  to  his 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke's)  proposals  to 
leave  out  Clause  1,  and  sundry  other 
clauses,  as  the  noble  Yiscount  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Yiscount  Lewisham)  knew, 
it  was  with  a  view  of  amending  the 
drafting  of  the  measure,  it  being  easier 
to  leave  out  clauses  and  bring  them  up 
again  in  an  amended  form  than  to  effect 
elaborate  alterations  in  them. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  felt  himself 
obliged  to  enter  a  humble  protest  against 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  proceed- 
ing. They  were  about  to  make  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  for  what  did  not  exist 
in  it,  but  which  were  to  be  embodied 
in  it  presently.  He  entered  a  protest 
against  that  course,  and  also  against  the 
form  of  the  clause  to  be  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke). 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
course  he  had  taken  was  only  adopted 
with  a  view  of  showing  what  the  pur- 
pose was.  It  was  true  they  were  adopt- 
ing consequential  Amendments  without 
having  the  preceding  clauses  before 
them ;  but  it  had  been  necessary  to  pur- 
sue that  course,  which  could  not  be  ob- 
viated except  at  great  inconvenience. 

Clause  1  (Election  of  two  Members 
instead  of  one),  and  Clause  2  (Election  of 
one  Member  each,  instead  of  one  jointly), 
on  the  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke, 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  3  (Term  of  office). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Chakles  W. 
Dilke,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  1,  line  25,  leave  out 
''  said  six  additional,"  and,  after  "  mem- 
bers," insert  **of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  first  elected  under  this 
Act;"  in  page  2,  line  1,  leave  out 
"third,"  and  insert  ** members j"  and 
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in  lines  3  and  4,  leave  out  '^constitute 
the  one  third,"  and  insert  *'be  the 
members." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Acts  to  be  construed  as  one 
Act),  and  Clause  6  (Shorty  title),  sepa- 
rately agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  W. 
DiLKB,  the  following  Clauses  agreed  to, 
and  added  to  the  Bill,  in  lieu  of  Clauses 
1  and  2,  previously  struck  out : — 

(Additional  memhers  of  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.) 
«  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
Vestries  of  the  Parishes  of  Saint  Mary  Isling- 
ton, Lambeth,  Saint  Pancras,  Saint  Mary  Abbott 
Kensington,  and  the  Board  of  Works  for  the 
District  of  Wandsworth,  shall  each  be  entitled 
to  elect  three  persons  to  be  members  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  the  Vestries 
of  the  parishes  of  Camber  well  and  Paddington, 
and  the  Boards  of  Works  of  the  Greenwich, 
Hackney,  and  Poplar  Districts  shall  each  be 
entitled  to  elect  two  persons  to  be  members  of 
the  said  Board,  instead  of  the  number  in  the 
said  recited  Act  mentioned  with  respect  to  those 
Parishes  and  Districts. 

(Districts  of  Plamstead  and  Lewisham.) 
'*The  Districts  of  Plumstead  and  Lewisham 
shall,  from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
cease  to  be  united  for  the  purpose  of  electing  a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
as  in  the  said  recited  Act  provided,  and  the 
Board  of  Works  of  each  of  those  Districts  shall 
be  entitled  to  elect  a  separate  member,  as 
though  each  District  were  mentioned  in  the 
first  part  of  Schedule  B  to  that  Act.  The  first 
election  of  a  member  for  each  district  shall 
take  place  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  October, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five, 
and,  on  that  day,  the  member  elected  for  the 
united  Districts  of  Plumstead  and  Lewisham 
shall  go  out  of  office,  and,  on  the  following 
day,  the  new  members  shall  come  into  office.*' 

Mr.  GEOEGE  EUSSELL  said,  he 
had  been  requested,  on  behalf  of  Ful- 
ham,  to  undertake  charge  of  the  Amend- 
ment proposing  the  separation  of  Ful- 
ham  and  Hammersmith,  which  would 
be  only  a  slight  alteration  in  the  Bill. 
In  order  to  show  the  Committee  that 
there  was'no  political  or  partizan  feeling 
in  the  matter,  he  might  remark  that  he 
had  been  requested  to  propose  this 
Amendment  by  the  Vestries  of  both 
Hammersmith  and  Fulham,  and  other 
Local  Authorities. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  I,  after  Clause  2,  insert  the  following 
Clause  : — 

(Separation  of  Fulham  and  Hammersmith.) 
"  Froraandaftorthetweuty.fifthday  of  March, 
on§   th;^usaud  ciglit   hundred  and   eighty-six, 


the  Board  of  Works  for  the  District  of  Fulham 
shall  be  dissolved,  and  the  Vestries  of  the  re- 
spective Parishes  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul, 
Hammersmith,  and  Fulham,  shall  from  that 
date  be  incorporated,  and  shall  have  all  sach 
powers  and  be  subject  to  all  such  provisions  as 
if  they  had  been  named  in  Part  II.  of  Schedule 
A  to  the  said  recited  Act. 

"The  Vestry  of  each  of  the  said  Parishes 
shall  on  the  said  day  elect  one  person  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
and  on  that  day  the  member  elected  by  the 
Fulham  Board  of  Works  shall  go  out  of  office, 
and  on  the  following  day  the  new  members 
shall  come  into  office." — {Mr,  Georgt  SuuelL) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  tbe  first 
time. 

Question,  ''That  the  Clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time/'  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Question,  *'Tha  tthe  Clause  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  would 
suggest  to  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Lewisham)  that  it  would  be  as  well, 
as  considerable  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  Bill,  that  the  measure  should  be 
reprinted  before  the  Eeport  stage  is 
taken.  I  would  also  suggest  that  the 
Eeport  should  be  taken  this  day  (Fri- 
day) week. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Friday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  200.] 

MOTION, 


local  government  provisional  obbie 
(municipal  corporation)  bull. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gsorob  Hussbll,  Bill 
to  confirm  an  Order  of  the  Local  Govemmc&t 
Board,  under  the  provisions  of  *'  The  Manid|ul 
Corporations  Act,  1883,"  relating  to  the  Toim 
and  Port  of  Seaford,  ordered  to  he  brought  in 
hy  Mr.  Geoboe  Russell  and  Sir  Chabxbs  W. 

DiLKE. 

Bill  |7rMe»/e(/,and  read  the  first  time.[BiIl  199.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  afttr 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LOBDS, 
Friday,  bth  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— 5flr   Fint  in   FarUmmtmt—Tl* 
Earl  Cairns,  after  the  death  of  hia  laih«r. 

Public   Bills  — Ji>«/    Reading --V^mtmnniti^ 
Clauses     Act   (1847)    Amendment*    {XT: 
Friendlv  Societies  Act  (1875)  ImrmlMWit* 
(128). 
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Second  Seadinff—EsLBi  India  Umclaimed  Stocks  • 

(113). 
Committee — Report — Local  Authorities  ( Expenses 

of  CTonferences)  •  (118). 

FRIENDLY     SOCIETIES     ACT,      1875  — 
REGISTRATION  OF  NEW  SOCIETIES. 

MOTION  FOR   A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Movedf  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  tho  working  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act,  1875,  with  regard  to  the  ad- 
mission of  new  societies  to  registry." — (The 
Lord  GreviUe.) 

Lord  THURLOW  said,  lie  had  no 
objection,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  the  appointment  of  this 
Committee,  if  their  Lordships  should  be 
of  opinion  that  it  was  expedient.  The 
subject  of  friendly  societies  was  one  of 
very  great  importance ;  and  if  there  was 
any  allegation  that  the  working  of  the 
Act  was  not  quite  satisfactory,  or  that 
it  tended  to  insolvency  among  these 
societies,  then  it  was  quite  right  that 
this  Committee  should  be  appointed  by 
their  Lordships.  At  the  same  time,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  there  was  sitting 
a  Committee  which  had  under  its  con- 
sideration the  somewhat  kindred  sub- 
ject of  national  provident  assurance, 
which,  he  was  informed,  would  inci- 
dentally have  the  Friendly  Societies  Act, 
1875,  under  its  purview.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  it  would  not  be  more 
convenient  to  wait  for  the  result  of  the 
Committee  now  sitting  in  the  other 
House  before  appointing  the  one  which 
was  now  moved  for. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDAI.E  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  sa'd,  after  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Thurlow),  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  desirable  to  appoint  this  Com- 
mittee. It  would  be  a  mistake  to  have 
these  two  Committees  going  on  at  once. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  <?eVjV«<f: 
— Contents  9 ;  Not-Contents  60  :  Ma- 
jority 41. 

Resoloed  in  the  negative, 

SUEZ  CANAL  C0M:MISSI0N. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  STANHOPE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Whether  he  could  now  give  the  House 
some  information  respecting  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Suez  Canal  Commission  ; 
whether  Earl  Granville's  Circular,  dated 


3rd  January,  1883.  had  been  accepted 
as  the  basis  of  the  arrangement ;  and,  if 
not,  what  course  he  proposed  to  take, 
said,  that  he  thought  no  apology  was 
necessary  for  bringing  this  subject  be- 
fore their  Lordships.  Considering  tho 
vast  interest  which  this  country  had  in 
the  question,  the  Suez  Canal  was  our 
shortest  route  to  India ;  and  any  inter- 
ference with  its  free  navigation  would 
be  a  calamity  to  England  which  might 
lead  to  the  disruption  of  the  Empire.  By 
a  Parliamentary  Beturn  the  other  day 
it  had  been  shown  that  of  the  whole 
amount  of  shipping  which  passed  through 
the  Canal  76  per  cent  belonged  to  this 
country,  while  that  of  France  only 
amounted  to  9*6  per  cent.  He  would 
remind  their  Lordships  of  the  Declara- 
tion signed  by  the  Great  Powers  on  the 
18th  of  March,  1885,  relative  to  the 
finances  of  Egjpt,  which  contained  20 
Articles,  preceded  by  the  three  declara- 
tions. The  third  declaration  was  as 
follows — namely :  — 

"  III. — It  has  been  agreed  between  the  seven 
Govemments  above-named  that  a  Commission 
composed  of  delegates  named  by  the  said  Go- 
vemments shall  meet  at  Paris  on  March  30 
to  prepare  and  draw  up  this  Act,  taking  for  its 
basis  the  Circular  of  the  Government  of  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  of  the  3rd  of  January,  1883." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
stated  these  terms  on  the  18th  of  March 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  What  was, 
then,  the  main  purpose  of  the  Foreign 
OfRce  despatch  of  January  3,  1883  ?  It 
had  had  for  its  main  object  the  free  and 
unimpeded  navigation  of  the  Canal  at  all 
times,  to  all  nations,  for  tho  passage  of 
all  ships — to  neutralize  the  Canal.  But 
by  the  6th  clause  it  had  been  proposed 
that— 

"  Egypt  should  take  all  measures  within  its 
power  to  enforce  the  conditions  imposed  on  the 
transit  of  belligerent  vessels  through  the  Canal 
in  time  of  war." 

The  Sub-Commission  had  now  drawn  up 
a  Eeport,  dated  May  28,  which  was,  at 
the  present  moment,  being  considered 
by  the  full  Commission  ;  and  one  Article 
of  the  Report  was,  he  contended,  of  a 
most  dangerous  character  to  the  interests 
of  this  country.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that— 

"  A  Commission  of  the  signatory  Powers,  to 
whom  shall  be  added  a  delegate  from  the 
Egyptian  Government,  shall  watch  over  the 
execution  of  the  Treaty.*' 

I  It  seemed  to  be  framed  for  the  evident 
I  intention  of  injuring  England ;  but  the 
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EoglUh  Commissioneni  had  proposed 
amendments.  There  was  also  a  Sanitary 
Commission  sitting  at  Home,  which  had 
recommended  that  quarantine  should 
be  carried  out  in  regard  to  vessels 
coming  from  places  where  cholera 
existed,  and  they  should  be  detained  for 
five  days ;  but  that  was  not  before  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  at  that 
moment.  As  to  the  Suez  Canal,  there 
was  the  greatest  possible  difference  be- 
tween neutralizingand  internationalizing 
it.  He  trusted  the  noble  Earl  might 
ve  an  answer  to  his  inquiry.  It  might 
e  said  that  the  Question  he  had  put 
was  premature,  or  that  the  subject  had 
not  been  decided ;  but  he  contended 
that  if  decided  steps  were  not  now 
taken,  he  did  not  know  what  might 
happen  to  the  great  interests  involved. 
Unless  the  Government,  through  their 
Bepresentative  at  Paris,  immediately  in- 
sisted on  the  amendment  of  this  clause, 
or  threatened  to  withdraw  from  the 
arrangement,  the  greatest  possible  danger 
might  arise  to  India,  leading  to  the 
disruption  of  the  Empire.  He  was, 
therefore,  in  hopes  that  the  noble  Earl 
the  Foreign  Secretary  would  rather  be 
glad  of  an  opportunity  of  showing  for 
once  a  little  more  firmness  and  decision 
than  they  were  accustomed  to  expect  from 
him,  by  giving  to  the  House  and  the 
country  an  undertaking  that  England 
would  not  allow  the  Suez  Canal  to  be 
under  a  Board  of  International  Con- 
trol. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  al- 
though I  do  not  go  the  full  length  of 
the  noble  Earl  in  saying  that  the  closing 
of  the  Suez  Canal  will  lead  to  the  dis- 
ruption of  the  Empire,  yet  I  entirety 
agree  with  him  that  the  subject  is  of  the 
greatest  importance.  The  Commission 
which  has  been  sitting  has  very  nearly 
arrived  at  the  close  of  its  proceedings ; 
I  believe  they  will  conclude  their  labours 
before  the  close  of  next  week.  The 
Commissioners  have  bound  themselves 
not  to  publish  the  proceedings,  and 
therefore  I  am  not  able  to  give  all  those 
details  which  the  noble  Earl  has  invited 
me  to  do.  I  may  state  with  regard  to 
the  bases  on  which  the  proceedings  have 
gone  that  they  are  the  bases  of  the 
English  Circular  of  January,  1883,  which 
have  been  adopted.  There  have  been 
some  clauses  introduced  in  the  draft 
Treaty  to  be  submitted  to  the  Powers, 
and,  a  discussion  having  arisen  as  to 

£arl  Stanhope 


whether  they  do  or  do  not  pass  ^ 
limits  of  the  Circular,  the  English  Com- 
missioners made  all  necessary  reserve. 

The  Makqtjess  of  SALISBUEY  :  I 
quite  understand  the  necessity  of  pre- 
serving a  discretion  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Commission  while  the  Com- 
mission is  still  deliberating ;  but  I  wi^ 
to  ask  whether  the  draft  Treaty,  before 
being  signed  by  the  Powers^  will  be  pub- 
lished, so  that  Parliament  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
concerning  it  ? 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  We  are  anxious 
to  give  the  information  to  Parliament  it 
soon  as  possible  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it 
proper  to  answer  further  at  a  momefit's 
warning.  In  adhering  to  the  mle  of  not 
answering  Questions  without  Notice,  I 
do  not  mean  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
inviilidate  the  declaration  that  Parlia- 
ment would  have  the  information  before 
we  committed  the  country  to  any  pro- 
ceedings with  regard  to  the  Suez  Canal. 

The  Mahquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  consider- 
able difference  between  asking  a  Ques- 
tion without  any  Notice  at  all  and  asking 
a  Question  on  a  subject  as  to  which  due 
Notice  has  been  given  and  which  is  under 
discussion.  If  the  noble  Earl  says  that 
our  debates  should  never  take  an  inter- 
rogatory form,  and  that  he  will  carefoUv 
close  his  mind  against  receiving  any 
suggestion  of  that  kind,  I  think  be  is 
introducing  a  restriction  which  they  cer- 
tainly do  not  practice  in  the  other  House, 
and  which  would  be  inconvenient  ia 
this. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE :  I  guard  myself 
against  the  desire  attributed  to  mebv 
the  noble  Marquess.  On  the  contrary.  I 
am  grateful  to  the  noble  Lord  for  his 
suggestion  ;  but  I  think  I  am  right  as  a 
general  rule  in  answering  Questions  not 
to  give  pledges.  With  regard  to  the 
doctrine  which  the  noble  Marquess  hss 
laid  down  as  to  a  Question  arising  oat 
of  Questions,  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am 
or  am  not  controverted  by  the  practice  in 
*  *  another  place  "  at  this  moment.  When 
I  was  in  tne  House  of  Commons  a  long 
time  ago  it  was  contrary  to  usage,  after 
a  Question  had  been  put  and  answered, 
for  Members  one  after  another  to  put 
Questions  more  or  less  in  connection 
with  the  original  Question. 

Earl  STANHOPE :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  the  Bep(^tt 

Digitized  by  VjUUVIV:: 


1333 


Merchant 


{June  5,  1885} 


Shipping. 


1334 


of  the  Sub-Commission  which  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  is  authentic  or  not  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  publication.  It  is  con- 
trary to  the  express  understandiog  en- 
tered into  by  the  Commission,  The 
noble  Earl  must  see  that  if  I  answer  a 
leading  Question  like  that  he  puts  me 
in  the  position  of  telling  him  that  which 
I  have  already  declined  to  tell. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

tefore  Eleven  o* clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,   5th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  —  Ordered—  Firtt 
Mending  —  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)  ♦[201]. 

Second  Reading— \jOGaX  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders*  [182];  Local  Govern- 
ment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)* 
[I S3];  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Labourers  Act)  fNo.  3)  •  [188]; 
Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)*  [186]; 
Local  (Tovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  5)*  [18G]; 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  • 
[194]. 

MOTIONS. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(no.    7)    BILL. 
On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  George  Hussell,  Bill  to 
confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  relating  to   the  Borough 
of   Batley,  the  Improvement  Act  District  of 
Bournemouth,  the  Borough  of  Evesham,  the 
City  of   Manchester,    the  Local  Government 
District  of  Worthing,  and  the  Tstradyfodwg 
and  Pontypridd   Main  Sewerage  District,  or- 
dered to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  George  Rus- 
sell and  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke. 
V^iWpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  201.] 

QUESTIONS, 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAN  D)— HARBOUR  AT  CLOGHER 

HEAD,  CO.  LOUTH. 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  that  several  months  have 
passed  since  the  guarantees  and  sub- 
scriptions required  to  fulQl  the  Treasury 


conditions  with  regard  to  the  erection  of 
a  pier  and  harbour  at  Clogher  Head, 
county  Louth,  were  given  by  the  people 
of  the  locality  and  the  Grand  Juries  of 
Louth  and  Drogheda,  he  can  now  give 
an  assurance  that  the  works  will  be  de- 
layed no  longer  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT:  The  hon.  Member 
is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  there  has 
been  any  delay  at  the  Board  of  Works 
in  dealing  with  this  case.  Nothing 
could  be  done  there  until  it  was  re- 
commended by  the  Fishery  Piers  and 
Harbours  Commission,  which  was  only 
done  a  short  time  ago.  The  notices  and 
other  formalities  required  by  law  were 
immediately  proceeded  with,  and  in 
order  to  save  time  the  contract  plans 
were  simultaneously  commenced.  No- 
thing else  could  be  done  to  expedite  the 
matter ;  but  there  is  no  reason  to  expect 
any  avoidable  delay. 

INSOLVENT  SOCIETIES  (IRELAND)— 
THE  CROWN  TERMINABLE  BUILD- 
ING SOCIETY,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  say 
what  is  the  present  condition  of  the 
matter  of  liquidation  of  the  Crown  Ter- 
minable Building  Society  (Dublin),  the 
Chairman,  Secretary,  and  Treasurer  of 
which  were  officials  of  the  Crown,  and 
the  affairs  of  which  were  handed  over, 
more  than  two  years  since,  by  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  to 
Messrs.  Kevins  and  Kean,  public  ac- 
countants, of  that  city,  to  act  as  liqui- 
dators; and,  when  the  persons  entitled 
may  expect  to  receive  their  shares  of  the 
assets  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  afraid  I  am  in 
no  better  position  for  obtaining  infor- 
mation on  this  matter  than  the  hon. 
Member  himself.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  may  be  able  to  give  the 
information  asked  for. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING -THE  "MARIE 
BROCKELMANN." 
Mr.  sexton  ask^d  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Marie 
Brockelmann,  a  Drogheda  vessel  of  400 
tons  burden,  has  been  and  is  detained 
there  by  the  officials  of  the  Board,  and 
prevented  from  going  to  sea,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  claim  of  £4  39.  Qd,  by  the 
Receiver,  arising  out  of  the  grounding 
of  the  vessel  for  one  tide ;  whether  the 
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services  perfonned  by  the  ofiBcials  were 
such  as  to  entitle  them  to  make  the 
claim  in  question ;  whether  on  the  20th 
ult.  the  owner,  in  order  that  his  vessel 
might  go  to  sea,  tendered,  under  pro- 
test, the  full  amount  of  the  claim,  but 
the  officer  of  the  Board  refused  to  re- 
lease the  vessel ;  and,  what  notice  the 
Board  will  take  of  these  proceedings  ? 

Mr.  holms  :  The  MarU  Brockelmann 
stranded  on  February  16  last  while  cross- 
ing Drogheda  Bar.  She  Med  with 
water,  and  was  taken  in  charge  by  the 
Coastguard.  On  the  following  day  the 
Receiver  of  Wreck  came  from  Drog- 
heda (a  distance  of  five  or  six  miles)  and 
took  the  depositions  of  the  master  and 
mate,  who  declared  the  vessel  to  be  full 
of  water.  After  being  lightened  and 
having  her  leak  stopped,  the  vessel  was 
on  February  18  towed  into  Drogheda 
Harbour.  There  she  was  seen  by  the 
Dublin  Surveyor,  who  reported  that  she 
had  received  serious  injuries,  and  was 
under  no  circumstances  to  be  allowed 
to  leave  until  certain  repairs  had  been 
executed.  A  claim  of  £4  3«.  Qd,  was 
made  for  services  rendered  and  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Coastguard  and  Eeceiver 
of  Wreck.  These  the  owner  refused  to 
pay,  and  on  May  7,  the  vessel  being  de- 
clared seaworthy,  he  sent  her  to  sea. 
On  May  1 8  the  vessel  returned  to  Drog- 
heda, and  on  May  20,  in  obedience  to 
instructions  from  the  Board  of  Trade, 
a  Customs  officer  was  placed  in  charge. 
The  owner  then  tendered  payment  under 
protest ;  the  Receiver  at  once  communi- 
cated with  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the 
vessel  was  released  the  same  day.  The 
amount  claimed  for  services  and  expenses 
was  in  accordance  with  the  usual  scale, 
and  the  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
acted  in  accordance  with  their  instruc- 
tions. 

SOUTH    AFRICA  —  BECUUANALAND  — 
DESPATCH  OF  SIR  HERCULES 
ROBINSON. 
Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, When  the  Colonial  Office  received 
the  Despatch  from  Sir  Hercules  Kobin- 
son,  which  has  been   published  in  the 
Amsterdam  Daghlad ;  whether  the  sub- 
stance   of    that    Despatch  is  correctly 
stated  in  the  *'  Central  News  "  telegram 
of   4th  June  ;   and,  when  Papers,  in- 
cluding this  Despatch,  will  be  presented 
to  Parliament  ? 

Mr,  Sexton 


Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  despatch  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  Baronet's  Question,  extracts  from 
which  appeared  to  have  been  published 
in  the  Amsterdam  newspaper,  was  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Office  on  April  23, 
and,  together  with  other  Papers,  it  was 
laid  upon  the  Table  the  day  before  the 
House  separated  for  the  liecess.  He 
hoped  that  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  in  a  day  or  two. 

EGYPT— ARMY  OF  OCCUPATION— THE 
FOOT  GUARDS. 

Colonel  DIGBY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  keep  the  three 
battalions  of  Foot  Guards  much  longer 
at  Alexandria  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON: 
I  have  every  reason  to  hope  that  it  will 
be  unnecessary  to  prolong  the  deteotioa 
of  the  Guards  at  Alexandria  much 
longer;  but  I  am  not  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  when  orders  will  be  issued 
for  their  return. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -MI LTTU 
MAJORS. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Whether  he  will  consider  the  case  of 
Majors  who  entered  the  Army  from  the 
Militia  after  the  age  of  twenty,  with  a 
view  to  granting  them  the  same  in- 
dulgence recently  given  to  Majors  of 
lloyal  Artillery  and  Engineers,  namely, 
exemption  from  compulsory  retirement 
up  to  the  age  of  fifty  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTIXGTOX  : 
The  cases  of  the  majors  of  Artillery  and 
Engineers  referred  to  in  the  right  hon. 
Member's  Question  is  quite  different 
from  that  of  officers  who  have  entered 
the  Army  through  the  Militia ;  and  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  reason  why  it  would 
be  desirable  or  expedient  to  postpone 
the  compulsory  retirement  of  officers  of 
the  latter  class  in  the  rank  of  major  to 
the  age  of  50.  This  relaxation  of  the 
Regulations,  if  allowed,  could  not  take 
effect  for  12  or  14  years. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITIOK) -THE 
SUAKIN.BERBER  RAILWAY, 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  SecreUrrol 
State  for  War,  How  many  ahipe  are  now 
afloat  laden  with  material  of  the  pri>- 
jected   Suakin-Berber    Eailway ;    wLot 
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the  cost  of  this  material  was  to  the  Go- 
vernment ;  what  amount  of  demurrage 
is  being  paid  to  the  shippers  by  reason 
of  the  material  not  being  landed  ;  and, 
what  attempts  have  been  made  by  Go- 
vernment to  get  rid  of  this  material  by 
a  sale  or  otherwise,  and  with  what  re- 
sults? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  understood  that  a  communication  had 
been  addressed  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  requesting  him  to  postpone 
putting  this  Question  until  Monday. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  that  he  had  not  re- 
ceived the  communication  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  ;  but  he  would  postpone 
the  Question  with  pleasure. 


WATS  AND  MEANS-THE  RESOLUTIONS 

—THE  SPIRIT  AND  BEER  DUTY. 

MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Yesterday  I 
stated,  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  that  I  would,  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Meaus,  move 
certain  Resolutions  with  reference  to  the 
Revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  asked  me  whether  I  had  any  ob- 
jection to  give  at  the  present  hour  the 
heads  of  the  statement  which  I  should 
have  to  make  in  Committee.  That  is 
not  a  very  usual  thing  to  do,  and  I  am 
not  aware,  indeed,  that  there  is  any  pre- 
cedent for  it.  But  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  and  that  of  hon.  Members 
who  take  an  interest  in  questions  of  this 
kind,  may  be  a  reason  why,  on  this 
occasion,  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  permitted 
by  the  House  to  depart  from  the  ordi- 
nary practice.  "With  that  permission,  I 
will  make  a  short  statement  now,  pre- 
mising it  by  saying  that  I  will  enter 
into  no  argument  whatever.  In  the  first 
place,  I  will  state  what  is  our  most  re- 
cent estimate  of  the  expenditure  under 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  the  necessary  provi- 
sion  for  which  so  greatly  afPects  the  Re- 
venue of  the  year.  I  am  able  to  say 
this — that  if  the  state  of  affairs  which 
led  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ask 
for  the  Vote  of  Credit  should  present  an 
aspect  which  would  justify  the  cessation 
of  further  preparations,  we  anticipate 
that  about  £9,000,000  out  of  the  total 
Vote  of  Credit  of  £11,000,000  will  have 
been  spent  or  incurred.  More  than  that, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  feel  that  it 


will  not  be  within  my  province  to  state. 
As  to  the  matters  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to-night, 
I  have  nothing  to  state  to  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Income  Tax,  or  of  the 
other  Revenue  in  the  nature  of  direct 
taxation  proposed  in  the  Budget.  We 
shall  continue  to  prosecute  those  parts  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
without  change ;  but,  in  addition  to  the 
proposals  on  the  subject  of  the  Income 
Tax,  the  Death  Duties,  the  stamp  on 
Bonds  to  bearer,  and  the  taxation  of 
Corporations,  the  Budget  dealt  with 
the  taxation  of  spirits  and  of  beer ;  and 
I  have  now  to  state  to  the  House  that 
it  is  our  intention  to  propose,  instead 
of  an  additional  duty  of  2$.  a  gallon  on 
spirits,  whether  manufacturea  in  the 
United  Kingdom  or  imported  fromforeign 
countries  or  our  Colonies,  an  additional 
duty  of  only  1«.  a  gallon.  The  Re- 
solution which  I  shall  move  to-night 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  will 
carry  out  that  intention ;  and  I  may  say 
that,  although  the  practice  has  not  been 
uniform  as  to  taking  Resolutions  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  when  a  duty 
is  reduced,  I  have  thought  that  it  would 
be  fairer  to  the  trade  that,  on  this  occa- 
sion, a  Resolution  should  be  taken  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
order  that  the  change  of  duty  may  be 
brought  into  operation  at  the  earliest 
practicable  moment.  If,  instead  of  taking 
such  a  Resolution  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  we  waited  until  the  clause 
was  reached  in  the  Bill,  the  reduction 
from  12«.  and  12«.  4d.  a  gallon  to  11«. 
and  111.  4(/.,  as  the  case  might  be, 
would  take  place  at  an  uncertain  date. 
But  by  voting  the  reduction  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to-night,  we 
shall  be  able  to  bring  the  reduced  duty 
into  operation  on  Tuesday,  the  earliest 
day  on  which  it  could  practically  take 
effect.  The  second  change  proposed  in 
the  Budget  in  connection  with  indirect 
taxation  was  the  duty  on  beer.  I  pro- 
posed in  the  Budget  to  add  U.  to  the 
present  duty  of  6«.  Sd.  per  barrel  of  36 
gallons.  We  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  change  in  that  increase ;  but  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill  we  shall  provide 
that  the  duty  shall  only  last  until  the 
3 1st  of  May  of  next  year,  so  that  in  the 
course  of  the  early  part  of  the  first 
Session  of  the  new  Parliament,  when 
the  Budget  is  brought  forward,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchetjuer  will  have 
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to  propose  a  Resolution  as  to  beer, 
precisely  as  lie  will  as  to  tea,  which  is 
only  an  annual  duty.  That  could  not 
be  done  as  to  the  Spirit  Duty.  [**  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  I  will  not  argue  it  at  this  mo- 
ment ;  but,  practically,  if  the  duty  on 
spirits  were  left  only  determined  up  to 
a  particular  day  in  next  year,  the  trade 
and  the  Bevenue  would  be  in  a  com- 
plete state  of  disorganization.  But  as 
to  beer,  inasmuch  as  practically  it  is 
made  and  consumed,  almost  from  hand 
to  mouth,  the  same  objection  does  not 
exist ;  and  by  taking  the  duty  up  to  the 
end  of  May  next  the  receipts  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  will  not  be  affected. 
Then  I  may  say  at  once  that  we  propose 
no  other  change  in  the  Budget.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  refers,  in 
his  Amendment,  to  the  item  of  wine. 
We  do  not  propose  to  add  to  the  Wine 
Duty.  We  propose  to  leave  the  Resolu- 
tions as  to  wine  adopted  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  and  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  founded  upon  them  exactly  as  they 
stand.  On  that  subject  also  I  give  no 
reasons  whatever  now ;  but  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moves  his  Amendment,  to 
state  to  the  House  why  we  do  not 
consider  it  expedient  to  add  at  the  pre- 
sent time  to  the  Wine  Duties.  The 
financial  effect  of  the  changes  we  now 
propose  will  be  a  loss  to  the  Revenue 
of  £300,000  for  the  year.  In  the 
Budget  I  proposed  to  derive  from  the 
additional  Income  Tax  £5,400,000,  and 
certain  smaller  amounts  from  the  in- 
creased Death  Duties,  from  the  duty  on 
Corporations,  and  from  the  additional 
Stamp  Duties  on  Bonds  to  bearer.  Alto- 
gether those  additional  duties  come  to 
something  under  £6,000,000.  We  pro- 
posed an  addition  to  indirect  taxation  of 
£1,650,000— namely,  £900,000  from  the 
2#.  duty  on  spirits,  and  £750,000  from 
the  additional  U.  on  36  gallons  of  beer. 
The  £750,000  from  beer  will,  of  course, 
remain  unchanged,  and  from  spirits  we 
estimate  that  under  the  Is,  duty  we 
shall  receive  in  the  present  year 
£600,000  instead  of  £900,000.  Thus 
the  additions  to  indirect  taxation  will 
amount  to  £1,350,000.  For  these 
charges  I  will  give  no  reasons  now; 
but  we  shall  be  quite  prepared  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  justify 
our  revised  proposals. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

7%/  Chancellor  of  the  JExehsjuer 


whether  it  is  his  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  proposal  to  raise  the  Hmit  of 
the  Is.  duty  on  wines  above  the  30 
degrees  of  alcoholic  strength  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
OUER  (Mr.  Childers):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
thought  I  had  said  I  did  not  propose 
to  alter  at  all  the  Resolutions  about 
wine  which  were  adopted  in  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means.  We  shall 
propose  to  carry  out  precisely  the  policy 
recommended  to  the  House  in  the 
Budget — that  is  to  say,  to  leave  the 
Wine  Duties  alone,  except  as  to  taking 
power  to  raise  the  superior  limit  of  the 
Is.  duty  to  30  degrees.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  hov 
the  statement  just  made  will  affect  the 
general  balance  of  the  National  Income 
and  Expenditure  ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  will  not  go 
into  the  whole  details  of  the  Budget; 
but,  as  I  have  explained,  the  general 
effect  will  be  to  take  £300,000  from  the 
estimated  Revenue.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
But  with  regard  to  the  non-expenditure 
of  the£2,000,000  out  ofthe  £1 1,000,000, 
how  will  that  affect  the  general  Expen- 
diture ?  

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  beg  pardon— 
I  did  not  catch  the  exact  purport  of  the 
noble  Lord's  first  Question.  Of  ooorte 
the  £2,000,000  which  we  eetimate  at 
present  as  the  saving  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit  of  £11,000,000  will  reduce  th« 
amount  to  be  carried  forward  as  the 
deficit  of  the  year  from  £2,800,000  to 
somewhere  about  £800,000 ;  but  to  that 
must  be  added  the  £300,000  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  beg  to 
ask  whether  the  people  who  have  paid 
the  2s.  of  increased  duty  on  spirits  will 
get  it  back  again ;  and  whether  we  are 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  6«o- 
tleman  contemplates  that  the  additioeal 
duty  on  spirits  will  be  permanent 
whereas  the  duty  on  beer  will  be  subjctt 
to  revision  next  year  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  As  to  the  fint 
Question,  I  do  not  propose  that  thoet 
who  have  paid  the  2#.  additional  duty 
should  receive  back  ^.—["Oh!  oh!" 
and  "Why  not P"")— for  the  bert  <d 
reasons,  that  those  who  have  paid  tb« 
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duty  have  received  it  back  as  a  general 
rule  from  those  Tvho  have  drunk  and 
paid  for  the  spirits.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  I  thought  I  had  made  it  very 
clear  that  it  would  be  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  next  year  to  consider 
whether  the  Beer  Duty  should  be  a8;ain 
raised  or  not.  As  far  as  the  Spirit  Duty 
is  concerned^  it  will  be  on  the  same 
basis  as  all  other  duties. 

Me.  ONSLOW:  I  understand  that 
to-night  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  propose  this  Resolution  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  I  hope  it 
will  be  distinctly  understood  that  the 
House  will  not  pledge  itself  to-night  to 
pass  this  Besolution.  It  seriously  affects 
the  trade  to  a  large  extent,  and  it  would 
be  well  to  give  them  time  to  consider  it. 

The  chancellor  op  theEXCHE 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  All  I  can  say 
is,   that  I  understand  the  trade  will 
greatly  regret  if  the  Resolution  reducing 
the  duty  is  not  passed  to-night. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  :  But  how  about  the 
Beer  Duty? 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs):  There  is  no 
Resolution  needed  as  to  beer,  because 
the  duty  remains  as  we  proposed  it. 
We  shall  put  words  into  the  Bill  pro- 
viding that  the  increase  of  duty  should 
only  last  to  May  31.  The  only  Resolu- 
tion I  shall  propose  to-night  is  the  one 
with  regard  to  reducing  the  duty  on 
spirits,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to  say 
that  nothing  would  be  more  unwelcome 
to  the  trade  than  allowing  the  Resolution 
to  stand  over. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
understand  that  the  Resolution  as  to 
spirits  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  move  to-night  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  would  be  practically 
in  substitution  for  the  Resolution  which 
the  House  has  already  passed. 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs):  Yes;  from 
Tuesday  next. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  how  will  the  Bill  stand?  Will 
there  be  a  clause  establishing  one  rate  of 
duty  on  spirits  for  the  two  months  which 
have  just  expired,  and  another  rate  for 
the  following  10  months  of  the  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes ;  that  will 
be  the  provision  of  the  Bill.  It  will 
establish  the  rate  of  duty  according  to 
the  Budget  Resolutions  for  the  mon^ 


that  is  passed,  and  then  from  Tuesday 
the  reduced  rate  of  1«. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cite  any 
precedent  for  such  a  course  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  oftheEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion of  argument.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  any  objection,  of  course 
he  will,  in  his  speech  on  Monday,  en- 
large on  the  subject,  and  I  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  answer  him. 

Mil.  GORST:  After  what  hour  to- 
night will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
take  the  Resolution  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  The  Resolu- 
tion I  intend  to  propose  is  one  of  the 
most  formal  character.  I  propose  it 
eolely  in  the  interests  of  the  trade,  and 
therefore  I  trust  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  taking  it  at  any  hour. 

Mb.  GORST:  Then,  supposing  the 
ordinary  Business  goes  on  untU  the 
usual  hour,  the  Resolution  may  be 
taken  at  half -past  12  or  1  o'clock  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  Will  not  this  re- 
duction of  the  Spirit  Duty,  in  the  event 
of  the  £2,000,000  being  saved  out  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  just  prevent  the  ac- 
counts of  the  year  from  being  balanced  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  also  a 
matter  of  argument,  which  I  would 
rather  not  enter  upon  at  present. 


MINES,  &c.  —  INUNDATION  OF  THE 
PHITJIDELPHIA  COLLIERY,  LAMB- 
TON,  COUNTY  OF  DURHAM. 

Mr.  BURT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary,  If  he  has  any  information  with 
regard  to  the  deplorable  inundation  at 
the  Philadelphia  Colliery? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
have  received  a  Report  from  the  In- 
spector dated  last  night,  and  he  says  13 
men  are  still  entombed  in  the  mine  in 
spite  of  most  strenuous  efforts  which 
hiEive  been  made  for  their  rescue,  and  I 
regret  to  say  there  are  but  little  hopes 
of  their  being  found  alive.  The  inrush 
of  water  has  abated  to  a  considerable 
extent ;  but  it  is  still  flowing  at  the  rate 
of  about  600,000  gallons  per  minute. 
This  flow  of  water  renders  the  work  of 
the  explorers  so  difficult  and  slow  that  it 
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has  been  determined  to  cut  away  through 
the  solid  coal  to  the  place  where  it  is 
expected  the  men  will  be  found.  That 
place  is  at  a  distance  of  about  30  yards, 
and  at  present  they  are  cutting  away  the 
coal  at  the  rate  of  one  yard  an  hour. 
8o  far  as  can  bo  ascertained  at  present, 
the  accident  was  caused  by  cutting  into 
some  ancient  workings,  which  were 
abandoned  80  or  90  years  ago,  and  the 
plans  of  which  appear  to  have  been 
very  inaccurate. 

SUPPLY-GRANT   TO  H.R.H.  PRINCESS 
BEATRICE. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  seen  on  the  Paper  to-day  for  the 
first  time  a  Notice  with  rep^ard  to  a 
grant  of  £30,000  to  Princess  Beatrice  as 
a  marriage  portion.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  would  promise  not  to  bring  on 
that  subject  to-night  at  an  unusually 
late  hour? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CniLDERs) :  That  is  the 
customary  Resolution  following  upon 
the  grant  of  £6,000  a-year  to  Her  Royal 
Highness.  It  has  been  put  down  for 
Committee  to-night,  and  I  trust  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  proceeding  with 
it. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY COMMISSION— SIR  PETER 
LUMSDEN. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  gave  Notice  that  on 
Monday  he  would  ask  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  statement  in  The  Times 
of  June  5,  purporting  to  be  the  report 
of  a  conversation  between  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  and  TJie  Times  Correspondent 
at  Vienna,  in  which  the  following  pas- 
sage occurred : — 

* '  Our  reputation  for  good  faith  has  suffered 
considerahly  among  thorn  (the  Afghans),  and 
we  are  still  more  deeply  disgraced  in  India. 
What  makes  all  this  the  harder  to  bear  is  the 
certainty  I  have  that  the  Russians  would  never 
have  urged  their  absurd  demands  if  they  had 
believed  for  a  moment  that  our  Government 
was  in  earnest  about  resisting  them,  lliey 
were  not  prepared  for  war,  they  did  not  mean 
war,  but  then  they  knew  they  were  dealing 
with  a  Government  who  did  mean  to  fight 
either,  so  they  played  a  game  of  diplomacy  and 
bluster,  and  won  it;  '* 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  any  communication 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  or  otherwiBe 

Sir  William  ffareauri 


which  led  them  to  the  belief  that  the 
statement  in  question  represented  in 
any  degree  the  opinions  of  that  gallant 
and  distinguished  officer  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Without  pre- 
judice to  any  other  matter,  I  may  say 
that  no  communication  whatever  of  that 
kind  has  been  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden.  I  undertook  yesterday  to 
reply  to  a  Question  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  John  Manners)  with  re- 
spect to  the  negotiations  and  communi- 
cations with  Eussia,  and  likewise  to  a 
Question  respecting  Business.  As  re- 
gards the  communications  with  Bussia, 
my  undertaking  had  reference  to  the 
Question  put  by  the  noble  Lord  whether 
I  was  in  a  position  to  give  any  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  point  of  arbitra- 
tion. The  state  of  the  case  is  this: — 
The  two  Governments  are  agreed  as  to 
the  reference  to  be  made,  and  are  like* 
wise  agreed  as  to  the  illustrious  person 
to  whose  judgment  they  will  propose  to 
submit  the  matter.  But  the  agreement 
is  not  yet  in  its  final  form,  and  the  re- 
quest has  not  yet  been  made  on  the 
part  of  the  two  Governments  to  that 
illustrious  person.  Consequently  I  can- 
not at  present  go  further  than  to  state 
that  we  are  agreed  upon  the  matter  of 
reference,  and  upon  the  name,  and  to 
say  that  further  information  will  bo 
given  at  the  earliest  moment  that  it  is 
in  our  power  to  do  so. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

MINISTERIAL   STATEMENT. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  continuation, 
said:  With  respect  to  the  order  of 
Business,  there  are  three  subjects  which 
will  be  proceeded  with.  First,  there  is 
the  second  reading  of  the  Budget  Bill ; 
secondly,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crofters  (Scotland)  Bill;  and,  thirdly, 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to  which  the 
name  of  '*  Coercion  Bill'*  has  been 
given.  But  I  cannot,  and  do  not,  con- 
cur in  that  name,  but  will  refer  to  it  as 
the  Bill  which  is  to  replace  the  Crimes 
Act  in  Ireland.  The  Budget  Bill  will 
stand,  as  it  does  now,  for  Monday.  If 
that  measure  should  occupy  the  whole 
evening  on  Monday,  the  Crofters  Bill, 
of  course,  cannot  be  brought  on  that 
night ;  but  it  will  be  put  down  as  the 
second  Order  on  Monday.  If  the  Crofters 
Bill  is  not  brought  on  on  Monday,  the 
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second  reading  of  that  Bill  will  stand 
as  the  first  Order  on  Thursday,  and 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to  replace 
the  Grimes  Act  will  stand  as  the  se- 
cond Business  on  Thursday.  Perhaps 
I  may  reserve  to  myself  the  power 
to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  to 
make  the  Motion  on  an  earlier  day 
with  respect  to  the  Bill  to  replace  the 
Crimes  Act,  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  an  Order  of  the  Day,  and  not 
for  the  purpose  of  discussion.  If  it 
were  not  proposed  to  discuss  it  at  that 
stage,  it  would  stand  after  the  Crofters 
Bill  on  Monday. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  may  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
know  that  the  Bill  to  replace  the  Crimes 
Act  will  not  become  an  Order  of  the 
Day  without  considerable  discussion. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  May  I  ask 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
as,  I  think,  the  Prime  Minister  inti- 
mated before  the  House  rose  for  the 
Becess,  to  ask  for  an  increased  posses- 
sion of  the  time  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  do 
not  make  any  intimation  to  that  effect. 
I  have  not  at  present  seen  any  such 
great  cause  as  would  justify  my  making 
that  proposal  at  the  present  time. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  no 
mention  of  another  Bill.  He  said  be- 
fore the  Becess  that  he  intended  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  Does  the 
Government  still  adhere  to  that  inten- 
tion? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  deal  with  this 
question.  But  I  cannot  undertake  to 
say  anything  about  the  time  until  we 
have  made  some  further  progress  in  the 
three  matters  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred. 

NOTICE  OF  RESOLUTION. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-THE 
BAKBAVILLA   MURDER. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  the  following  are  the 
terms  of  the  Besolution  which  I  will 
move  in  Committee  of  Supply  this 
eyening  in  reference  to  the  Barbavilla 
convictions : — 

**  That,  in  oonieqaence  of  facts  which  have 
recently  been  ascertained  bearing  on  the  cases 

VOL.  CCXCVin.  [thibd  sebies.] 


of  persons  now  undergoing  penal  servitude  for 
a  conspiracy  to  murder,  alleged  to  have  taken 
place  at  Barbavilla,  county  of  "Westmeath,  in 
March,  1882,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  that  his  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  order  a  fresh  inquiry  to  be  held  into 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  convictions 
were  obtained  in  those  cases.*' 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  Motion 
could  not  be  made,  as  the  Notice  was 
not  sufficient. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  Then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  not  move  the  Motion ; 
but  I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

ORDER    OF  TEE  DAY, 

0 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAW  AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 

BARBAVILLA  MURDER. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN,  who  had 
given  the  following  Notice : — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  means  by  which 
convictions  for  a  conspiracy  to  murder  were 
obtained  af^ainst  certain  persons  from  the 
neighbourhood  of  Barbavilla  County,  of  West- 
meath, and  to  move  a  Resolution/' 

said,  that  as  the  Besolution,  of  which 
he  had  just  given  Notice,  regarding  the 
Barbavilla  convictions  was  not  in  Order, 
he  desired  now  to  call  attention  to  the 
Notice  on  the  subject  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name.  He  desired  to 
say  at  the  outset,  in  reference  to  those 
cases,  that  he  would  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  this  matter  if  he  were 
not  convinced  that  a  great  miscarriage 
of  justice  had  occurred  regarding  these 
prisoners,  and  that  a  number  of  men 
guiltless  of  crime  were  now  suffering, 
through  that  miscamage  of  justice,  all 
the  terrrible  horrors  and  pains  of  penal 
servitude.  Before  he  undertook  to  call 
the  attention  of  tbe  House  to  those 
cases,  he  made  it  his  business  to  go  to 
the  scene  of  the  deplorable  events,  and 
to  make  personally,  aided  by  the  parish 
priest  of  the  locality,  an  inquiry  into 
them  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining, 
to  the  best  of  his  ability,  the  actual 
facts  of  the  case,  and  forming  a  judg- 
ment upon  them.  In  the  first  place,  he 
was  inclined  to  believed  that  a  great 
wrong  had  been  done  when  he  found 
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the  respected  clergyman  of  the  district 
taking  the  deep  and  active  interest  he 
did  in  these  cases,  and  challenging  the 
result  of  an  inquiry  into  them.  That 
clergyman ,  the  Rev.  Father  Curry,  Admi- 
nistrator, was  a  man  of  great  judgment 
and  well-known  ability,  and  certainly 
would  be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  take 
any  action  that  would  shield  criminals 
from  justice.  Father  Curry's  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  however,  convinced  him 
that  a  great  wrong  had  been  done ;  and 
so  impressed  was  the  rev.  gentleman  with 
the  gravity  of  the  matter  that  he  had 
spared  neither  time,  trouble,  nor  ex- 
pense in  endeavouring  to  obtain  a  re- 
consideration of  these  cases,  because 
he  believed,  if  the  facts  were  recon- 
sidered by  any  impartial  and  competent 
man  in  the  light  of  fresh  evidence 
now  forthcominfi^,  a  reversal  of  convic- 
tions would  follow.  That  a  horrible 
murder  had  been  committed  was  cer- 
tain, and  clearly  there  must  have  been 
some  conspiracy  leading  up  to  the  mur- 
der of  Mrs.  Smythe ;  but  what  he  con- 
tended was  that  the  true  story  of  that 
conspiracy  was  not  got  at,  and  that  the 
story  on  which  the  convictions  were  ob- 
tained was  a  fiction.  For  the  conspiracy 
1 1  men  had  been  sentenced  to  various 
terms  of  penal  servitude,  and  he  drew 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  men  were  tried  by  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  juries  in  times 
of  panic  and  excitement,  the  Crown 
found  great  difficulty  in  securing  their 
conviction;  and  it  was  only  after  re- 
peated endeavours  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecutors — five  trials  and  two  dis- 
agreements of  juries — that  the  Crown 
were  at  last  able  to  procure  the  convic- 
tion of  the  men.  That  in  itself,  he 
thought,  would  show  that  the  Ciown 
case  was  a  doubtful  and  shaky  one ;  and 
he  contended  that  the  men  were  con- 
victed at  last,  after  so  many  trials,  by  the 
jury  giving  too  ready  credence  to  perjured 
witnesses  like  the  informers  M'Keon, 
whose  story  on  the  face  of  it  was 
incredible  and  absurd,  and  who  would 
never  have  been  listened  to  in  ordinary 
times  by  an  ordinary  jury.  As  for  the 
other  informer,  Patrick  Cole,  he  subse- 
quently recanted  his  evidence,  and  de- 
clared it  was  perjury,  and  that  he  had 
concocted  it.  He  was  forced  by  tempta- 
tion into  giving  the  evidence,  and  now 
he  wanted,  as  far  as  possible,  to  make 
amends   for    committing    the    perjury 

Jtfr.  T-  i>.  Sullivan 


which  had  contributed  very  materially 
to  the  conviction  of  innocent  men.  Than 
the  M'Keons,  father  and  son,  two 
worse  characters  were  not  to  be  found 
in  a  very  wide  district  of  Ireland.  Their 
characterwas  notoriously  and  admittedly 
bad.  The  younger  M'Keon  was,  by 
his  own  admission,  a  perjurer.  It  was 
on  the  evidence  of  these  men,  and  of 
Patrick  Cole,  that  the  convictions  were 
obtained.  The  evidence  of  theae  per- 
jurers was  allowed  to  outweigh  a  mass 
of  evidence  to  the  contrary  effect  brought 
forward  by  witnesses  oi  good  repute. 
The  jury  classes  at  that  time  were  panic- 
stricken  ;  and  it  was  only  at  suoh  a  time, 
when  rumours  of  murders  and  assassi- 
nation were  rife,  that  it  was  poesible  for 
even  such  a  jury  as  tried  the  men  in  this 
case  to  accept  the  evidence  of  bad  cha- 
racters and  discard  the  reliable  evidence 
of  men  whose  characters  were  untainted. 
The  Crown  Officers  very  naturally  used 
every  trick  and  stratagem  within  their 
power  to  obtain  convictions.  They  first 
tried  one  batch  of  men  against  whom 
they  fancied  they  had  the  strongest  evi- 
dence, and  into  that  evidence  they  bronght 
testimony  not  merely  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  conspiracy,  but  also  with  regard 
to  the  murder  itself,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing the  minds  of  the  jury.  A  con- 
viction, after  one  disagreement,  of  the 
jury  having  been  obtained  against  these 
men,  of  course  the  weight  of  that  con- 
viction told  very  heavily  against  the 
second  batch  of  prisoners,  although  the 
evidence  against  them  was  yery  much 
weaker  than  against  the  first.  The  evi- 
dence was  to  the  effect  that  the  muxder 
was  the  result  of  a  conspiraqy  entered 
into  on  the  night  of  the  24th  of  Much* 
1882,  at  the  house  of  the  Widow  Fagmn, 
who  lived  about  half-a-mile  from  the 
spot  at  which  Mrs.  Smythe  was  assassi- 
nated. The  story  of  the  M'Keons  was 
that  a  large  number  of  men  were  is* 
vited  to  this  house  on  the  pretence  that 
a  dance  was  going  to  be  held,  and  that 
while  the  dance  was  g^ing  on  inside  the 
house  these  men  formed  themselTes  out- 
side into  an  assassination  society  and 
proceeded  to  administer  an  OAth.  He 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  did  not  believe  any 
party  of  Irishmen  ever  framed  »  socssty 
under  such  a  name ;  but  let  that  pass. 
The  story  was  that  the  oath  Ixmiid  tkaa 
to  remove  tyrants  and  hard  landlords ; 
but  the  M'Keons  said  thejr  did  boC 
take  the   oath   themselTes— tliej   saw 
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what  was  going  on,  and  then  they  took 
their  departure.  But  the  idea  that  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  terrible  work  of 
forming  a  sworn  conspiracy  for  the  pur- 
pose of  assassination  would  allow  two 
men  of  bad  repute  to  remain  amongst 
them  after  they  had  refused  to  join  the 
society  was  too  absurd  to  be  enter- 
tained. The  younger  M^Keon  said  he 
was  perfectly  willing  to  take  the  oath, 
but  that  his  father  checked  him.  And 
this  was  the  drunkard,  thief,  and  per- 
jurer on  whose  eridence  a  large  number 
of  men  were  sent  into  penal  servitude. 
The  story  told  by  the  two  M*Keons  in 
the  later  stages  had  been  found  to  cor- 
respond, and  the  allegation  had  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  that  this 
could  not  have  been  so  unless  the  story 
was  substantially  true,  inasmuch  as 
these  two  men  had  no  means  of  concoct- 
ing it ;  but  this  was  one  of  the  serious 
points  of  the  case.  The  rev.  gentleman 
whose  pamphlet  he  held  in  his  hand, 
and  who  took  so  deep  an  interest  in  this 
case  from  motives  worthy  of  a  clergy- 
man, had  evidence  to  prove  that  the 
story  of  these  informers  was  a  concoction 
from  first  to  last ;  and  he  was  prepared 
to  come  forward  with  proof  positive 
that  the  two  men  had  opportunities  of 
making  their  evidence  correspond  when 
they  were  in  Dublin  in  charge  of  the 
police.  The  first  statement  given  by  the 
younger  M^Keon  made  no  reference, 
however,  to  the  alleged  meeting  at  Widow 
Fagan's,  on  which  the  whole  case  turned. 
The  father,  on  being  told  that  such  was 
the  fact,  said — ''Let  me  have  a  chat 
with  him,  and  we  will  soon  settle  the 
matter."  The  Judge  who  tried  the  case, 
unaware  of  some  of  the  tricks  of  the 
Grown,  stated  in  the  course  of  the  trials 
that  if  any  such  thing  as  that  had  hap- 
pened the  sources  of  justice  would  be 
polluted.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  stood 
there  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing before  the  House  the  important  fact 
that  the  two  M*Keons  got  an  oppor- 
tunity from  the  Crown  of  concocting 
their  story  and  making  it  agree  in  all 
its  parts.  If  that  fact  could  be  proved, 
would  the  Attorney  General  not  accede 
to  the  application  that  this  case  should 
be  re-heard  ?  He  did  not  mean  that  the 
case  should  be  re-heard  before  a  jury, 
with  great  trouble  and  labour,  but  that 
an  impartial  and  high-minded  member 
of  the  Bar  should  be  appointed  to  hear 
this  new  mid  important  evidence^  and 


give  judgment  upon  the  matter.  This 
had  been  done  before,  and  with  ex- 
cellent results.  It  was  on  the  evidence 
of  a  police  constable  of  good  character 
and  repute  that  the  Rev.  Father  Curry 
would  prove  that  these  men  had  oppor- 
tunities of  concocting  their  evidence. 
This  police  constable  had  no  interest  in 
the  matter  except  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice ;  and,  indeed,  his  interference  in 
the  case  would  tell  not  for  him,  but 
against  him,  with  the  police  authori- 
ties. He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  had 
a  long  interview  with  the  informer 
Cole.  He  asked  him  why  he  tendered 
his  perjured  evidence.  Cole  said  he  had 
been  in  gaol  for  about  10  or  11  months. 
He  had  been  a  farmer  in  comfortable 
circumstances ;  he  had  a  wife  and  family 
to  provide  for;  he  was  informed  that  he 
had  been  sworn  against  by  theM'Keons 
as  being  present  at  a  meeting  at  the 
Widow  Fagan's,  and  that  unless  he  gave 
evidence  in  the  case  he  would  have  no 
chance  of  escape.  There  was,  indeed,  no 
chance  of  escape  for  any  man  accused 
imder  the  Crimes  Act.  Cole's  story  was 
taken  down  by  a  police  constable;  but 
next  day  the  police  constable  came  and 
said — **  This  story  is  of  no  use  whatever ; 
we  have  all  that  already.  Unless  you  swear 
to  the  meeting  at  the  Widow  Fagan's 
you  will  have  to  take  your  chance  with 
the  rest."  That  was  the  terrible  temp- 
tation which  overbore  the  virtue  of  tins 
man.  He  made  up  his  mind  to  swear 
what  the  Crown  wanted.  He  swore  that 
this  meeting  took  place  at  Fagan's; 
that  he  was  there,  and  so  were  Dan 
Curley  and  Michael  Fagan,  and  that 
Dan  Curley  made  a  speech.  Cole  told 
him  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  that  not 
only  did  he  not  hear  any  such  speech, 
but  that  he  was  not  at  the  alleged 
meeting,  and  there  was  corroborative 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  he  was  miles 
away  at  the  time.  Cole  also  assured 
him  that  he  never  saw  Dan  Curley  in 
his  life,  and  that  he  did  not  believe  any 
such  meeting  was  ever  held.  It  was 
upon  such  rotten  evidence  that  the 
Crown  Officers  were  satisfied  to  hold 
those  men  in  penal  servitude.  He  hoped 
they  would  think  better  of  it.  It  was 
true  Lord  Spencer  had  refused  an  in- 
quiry into  this  matter ;  but  his  refusal 
was  based,  of  course,  upon  the  allega- 
tions of  the  policemen,  and  magistrates, 
and  others  concerned  in  the  getting  up 
of  the  case.    He  hoped  that  the  Crown 
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would  not  persevere  in  their  opposition 
to  the  proposed  inquiry.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  of  one  of  the  jurors, 
who,  writiug  to  Father  Curry,  said  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  he 
would  have  acquitted  the  prisoners  if  it 
had  been  proved  on  their  behalf  that  the 
M*Keons  had  an  opportunity  of  com- 
municatiDg  with  one  another  while  in 
charge  of  the  police.  That  was  the  very 
thing  that  he  was  prepared  to  establish 
on  evidence  that  could  not  be  refuted. 
He  omitted  referring  to  a  number  of 
minor  points.  He  relied  upon  the  larger 
issues  to  show  that  these  men  had 
been  punished  upon  evidence  altogether 
tainted,  unreliable,  and  unworthy  of 
belief.  When  the  evidence  of  these 
three  men,  on  whom  the  whole  case 
rested,  was  taken  away,  what  remained? 
The  chief  witness,  young  M'Keon,  was  a 
journeyman  blacksmith,  like  one  of  the 
prisoners,  and  had  been  proved  to  be  a 
person  of  bad  character.  He  had 
threatened  to  take  the  life  of  the  prisoner 
referred  to,  with  whom  he  was  upon  bad 
terms.  He  did  not  do  so,  however,  but 
stabbed  him  in  another  way  by  means 
of  a  perjured  oath,  which  consigned  him 
to  seven  years*  penal  servitude.  If  he 
might  say  so,  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Walker) 
for  the  honour  of  the  Crimes  Act,  whe- 
ther he  would  not  endeavour  to  show 
that  under  that  Act  no  evil  was  done 
or  wrong  committed  in  this  particular 
case?  He  challenged  the  justice  of 
the  verdict  in  any  event ;  but  this  he 
would  say — ^that  some  of  the  men  who 
had  been  convicted  of  this  alleged  con- 
spiracy were  as  guiltless  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself.  Owing  to 
an  accident  he  was  not  able  to  move  his 
Motion ;  but  he  hoped  they  would  have 
a  statement  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  the  sub j  ect.  So  impressed 
were  the  Irish  Members  with  thejnecessity 
for  a  re-investigation  of  this  case  that  if 
they  did  not  get  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
their  request  for  an  inquiry  Uie  applica- 
tion would  be  renewed  upon  a  future  date. 
The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  had  related 
the  circumstances  which  took  place  in 
regard  to  the  murder  which  was  com- 
mitted in  the  county  he  represented. 
The  case  had  been  stated  and  the  evi- 
dence reviewed  in  a  pamphlet  which 
had  been  put  into  the  hands  of  most  of 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan 


the  Members  of  that  House.  The 
pamphlet  set  forth  with  the  skill  of  an 
advocate  the  evidence  which  was  gi?en 
on  the  trial,  and  also  some  evidence 
which  was  not  given  at  all.  For  this 
reason,  the  House  could  not  form  a  fair 
judgment  or  ascertain  the  real  merits  of 
the  case  from  reading  the  pamphlet. 
The  occurrence  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  was  the  murder  of 
Mrs.  Smythe  on  Sunday,  the  2Qd  of 
April,  1882,  while  she  was  retoming 
home  from  church  in  a  closed  carriage 
with  her  brother-in-law.  Just  as  they 
had  reached  the  entrance  door  of  their 
residence  shots  were  fired,  one  of  'which 
took  effect  on  this  unfortunate  lady,  and 
she  was  killed.  The  shot  was  undoubt- 
edly intended  for  her  brother-in-law. 
The  hon.  Member  had  admitted  that 
that  murder  must  have  been  the  result 
of  a  conspiracy.  Obviously,  many  were 
engaged  in  that  conspiracy.  It  was  in 
1882  when  such  conspiracies  were  rife. 
What  the  hon.  Member  had  said  was 
that  the  Crown  had  not  been  fortu- 
nate enough  to  get  the  right  men, 
and  that  the  real  criminals  were  still 
at  large — ^in  other  words,  he  alleged 
that  14  innocent  men  were  arrested, 
and  11  of  them  were  punished  im- 
properly. This  was  a  serious  charge, 
and  one  which  would  require  to  be  well 
supported.  Now,  he  wished  to  keep 
separate  the  evidence  of  Cole  from  that 
of  the  other  witnesses.  The  prisoners 
were  tried  in  two  batches — ^five  at  first, 
the  remainder  at  another  time.  Cole 
was  not  a  witness  when  the  first  batdi 
was  tried,  and  their  conviction  was  ob- 
tained without  his  testimony.  He  was 
one  who  was,  perhaps,  more  deeply  im- 
plicated than  the  others  in  the  con- 
spiracy to  the  existence  of  which  he 
swore.  There  were  three  trials  of  the 
first  batch.  The  first  trial  proved  abor- 
tive, because  when  the  Judge  proceeded 
to  charge  one  of  the  jurors  waa  suddenly 
taken  ill.  On  the  second  trial  there  was 
a  disagreement  of  the  jurors ;  bat  on  the 
third  me  men  were  found  guilty  of  eos- 
spiracy  to  murder.  The  charge  waa  one 
of  conspiracy  to  murder,  because  no 
human  eye  had  seen  the  crime  oom- 
mitted.  He  did  not  intend  to  goinio 
the  whole  of  the  details  of  the  case,  as 
they  had  not  yet  a  Court  of  Gnminal 
Appeal,  and  that  House  wan  not  oae. 
He  would,  however,  give  a  brief  out- 
line of  the  evidence  upon  which  a  oo«- 
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viction  was  obtained.  The  prisoners 
were  arrested  on  the  information  given 
by  the  two  men  named  M*Keon,  who 
subsequently  at  the  trial  deposed  that 
they  had  been  present  at  a  meeting 
held  in  a  widow's  house  in  the  locality  ; 
that  it  was  attended  by  a  number  of 
men,  among  whom  were  all  the  pri- 
soners, and  also  three  persons  who  were 
afterwards  of  notorious  character.  They 
were  members  of  the  **  Invincible  So- 
ciety," as  it  was  called — namely,  Curley, 
M*Caflfrey,  and  Michael  Fagan,  who  were 
executed  for  the  terrible  murders  in  the 
Park  in  May,  1882.  Under  the  direc- 
tion of  these  three  men,  who  had  been 
sent  down  to  the  district  for  the  pur- 
pose, a  local  society  was  formed  with 
the  object  of  removing  obnoxious  per- 
sons and  others,  landlords  and  other 
tyrants,  and  that  among  those  whom  it 
was  determined  to  murder  was  Mr. 
Smythe,  who  had  made  himself  ob- 
noxious by  a  certain  eviction.  A  circle 
was  formed  outside  the  house,  a  prayer- 
book  was  passed  round,  and  an  oath 
administered.  There  was  nothing  in- 
credible in  the  story,  for  such  meetings 
and  such  formalities  were  known  to 
have  occurred  in  different  parts  of  Ire- 
land about  the  time  of  this  murder. 
Some  of  those  present  did  not  like  to 
join,  and  the  two  M'Keons  excused 
themselves  from  taking  the  oath,  as 
they  said  they  would  attend  at  a  subse- 
quent meeting,  and  two  others  named 
Mulvaney  and  Cosgrove  excused  them- 
selves also.  The  M*Keons  gave  at 
the  trial  a  very  precise  account  of  what 
occurred  at  this  meeting,  and  they  men- 
tioned the  names  of  14  men,  who,  they 
said,  were  present.  If  they  were  in- 
venting a  story  it  was  not  likely  they 
would  have  been  so  foolish  as  to  name 
so  many  men,  for  it  would  have  been 
much  safer,  if  their  story  was  .untrue,  to 
have  given  the  names  of  only  very  few 
as  present.  There  were  many  circum- 
stances which  corroborated  the  state- 
ment of  the  M'Keons.  One  of  the 
M'Keons  stated  that  on  the  day  of  the 
murder  he  saw  Elliott,  one  of  the  pri- 
soners, going  with  a  cut  down  gun  or 
revolver  under  his  coat  towards  the 
place  where  the  murder  took  place, 
that  he  heard  shots  fired,  and  that 
shortly  afterwards  Elliott  came  back 
with  the  gun  again  under  his  coat,  and 
said  he  was  very  dry,  as  he  had  left  the 
whisky  bottle  behind  him.    In  the  place 


where  the  murderers  must  have  lain 
when  waiting  to  commit  the  murder  a 
whieky  bottle  was  subsequently  found  by 
the  police.  Then,  again,  the  M'Keons 
stated  that  the  gun  which  Elliott  car- 
ried was  broken  up  in  a  forge,  that 
the  wood  was  burnt,  and  the  lock  and 
other  metal  belonging  to  it  were  hidden 
in  the  wall.  On  examination  of  the 
wall  behind  the  forge  this  lock  was 
discovered.  All  these  circumstances 
were  before  the  jury,  and  the  M'Keons 
were  severely  cross-examined  by  one  of 
the  ablest  counsel  at  the  Bar,  his  learned 
friend  Dr.  Boyd,  and  the  jury  be- 
lieved them  and  convicted  the  prisoners. 
The  learned  Judge,  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron,  had  expressed  his  concurrence  in 
the  verdict  of  the  jury,  and  this  was  a 
Judge  whom  he  had  rightly  heard  hon. 
Members  opposite  describe  as  one  of  the 
most  enlightened  and  impartial  judges 
in  Ireland.  There  was  a  mis-statement 
in  the  pamphlet,  where  it  attributed  to  a 
learned  Judge  that  in  his  charge  he  had 
expressed  his  belief  of  the  prisoner's 
guilt.  The  word  **not"  was  omitted 
&om  the  quotation.  He  stated  the  con- 
trary of  what  was  attributed  to  him, 
and  that  he  had  always  endeavoured 
in  criminal  cases  to  postpone  until 
passing  sentence  the  expression  of  any 
opinion  on  the  case  itself.  With  re- 
gard to  the  second  batch  of  prisoners, 
after  the  first  trial  the  man  Cole,  through 
his  wife,  volunteered  to  give  evidence 
for  the  Crown ;  but  now  the  statement 
of  Cole  was  that  the  evidence  which 
he  voluntarily  gave  at  that  trial 
was  nothing  but  the  wicked  inven- 
tion and  creation  of  his  own  brain.  He, 
however,  believed  that  the  evidence  of 
that  man,  twice  given  on  oath,  was  far 
more  to  be  credited  than  his  unsworn 
and  unsigned  statement  afterwards. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  But  he  is 
prepared  to  swear  to  it. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
might  be;  but  he  attached  greater 
weight  to  what  was  sworn  to  on  two 
previous  occasions.  Cole's  motive  in 
volunteering  his  evidence  was  obvious  ; 
it  was  to  save  his  life  and  property. 
It  appeared  he  could  not  sell  his 
farm  when  he  went  back  to  his  native 
place ;  he  was  very  odious  there, 
and  his  presence  there  was  the  subject 
of  questions  in  the  House.  Being  in 
that  position,  with  the  odium  of  an  in- 
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former's  name  attacliing  to  him,  lie  then 
came  forward  to  make  an  unsigned  and 
unsworn  statement  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  no  dbubt  with  per- 
fect bona  fides,  said  he  implicitly  be- 
lieved. Then,  could  anyone  find  fault 
with  the  way  in  which  the  learned  Judge 
left  the  question  to  the  jury  ?  His  con- 
duct of  the  case  was  most  fair,  and  he 
expressed  himself  perfectly  satisfied  that 
no  other  verdict  could  have  been  found. 
Under  the  circumstances,  though  he 
disclaimed  the  wisdom  of  re-trying  ca^es 
in  the  House  over  which  a  jury  had  pre- 
sided not  once  only,  but  two  and  three 
times,  he  had  thought  it  right,  having 
regard  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath,  to  give  the 
House  an  outline  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  what  harm  could  be 
done  by  granting  an  inquiry.  Much 
harm  would  be  done  if  by  pursuing 
such  a  course  public  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
would  be  shaken.  Nothing  could  be 
more  disastrous  than  to  grant  on  insuffi- 
cient grounds  an  inquiry  which  would 
only  create  a  suspicion  that  justice  was 
not  being  rightly  administered. 

Mb.  sexton  stated  that  the  real 
reasons  why  the  Irish  Executive  refused 
to  grant  an  inquiry  into  this  lamentable 
case  had  not  yet  appeared,  nor  had  they 
even  been  suggested  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  Those 
reasons  were  two,  the  first  being  the 
obstinate  determination  of  Lord  Spencer 
to  allow  no  revision  of  the  trial  in  a 
case  of  this  kind  resulting  in  a  verdict 
and  sentence,  no  matter  what  might  be 
the  cogency  of  the  fresh  evidence  ad- 
duced, and  no  matter  to  what  extent 
public  justice  and  the  public  conscience 
might  require  it.  The  deplorable  ob- 
stinacy of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  troubled 
more  eminent  persons  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  It  affected  the 
politics  and  policy  that  prevailed  beyond 
the  shores  of  Ireland,  and  assumed  a 
significant  prominence  even  among  the 
Imperial  questions.  The  second  reason 
was  that  the  police  agents  who  managed 
the  case,  and  who  worked  up  a  putrid 
mass  of  perjury,  had  been  rewarded 
with  promotion  and  gifts ;  their  names 
had  been  mentioned  in  the  roll  of  honour, 
and  they  had  been  held  up  as  examples 
to  the  remainder  of  the  force.  It  would, 
therefore,  not  be  convenient  now  to  ad- 
mit that  they  had  gained  their  fame. 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


^  their  emolument,  and  their  honour  by 
practices  which,  if  they  did  not  amonnt 
directly  to  subornation  of  peijury,  at 
least  amounted  to  holding  out  gross 
temptations  to  the  dishonest  and  aban- 
doned. What  man  outside  the  Castle 
was  safe  either  in  his  property  or  in  his 
life  if  an  informer  chose  to  take  the 
sacred  Book  into  his  hands  and  pat  it 
to  his  lips  to  accuse  his  fellows  of  a 
crime  for  which  life  might  be  forfeited  ? 
It  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  that  justice  would 
be  imperilled  in  Ireland  if  cases  like  the 
present  were  re-opened.  But  how  could 
it  be  imperilled  ?  The  11  men  who  had 
been  convicted  were  now  in  penal  ser- 
vitude, and  they  would  remain  in  the 
same  position  if  the  inquiry  into  the  case 
should  not  show  that  Uiey  had  been  im- 
properly found  guilty.  The  fact  was, 
the  interests  of  justice  were  more  fataUj 
injured  in  that  which  ought  to  be  the 
very  citadel  of  justice — the  heart  of  the 
people — when  one  verdict  against  whidi 
the  public  conscience  cried  out  was  up- 
held than  they  could  be  even  by  the 
escape  from  punishment  of  100  guilty 
men.  What  a  horrible  contrast  nu^t 
be  drawn  between  the  system  in  Ireland 
and  that  pursued  in  the  English  Home 
Office.  In  England  the  Home  Secretary 
was  willing  to  peruse  the  papers  sent  to 
him  with  reference  to  any  case  in  whidi 
justice  was  alleged  to  have  miaoarried. 
He  consulted  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  and  a  competent  agent  was  sent 
to  the  scene  of  the  crime  to  inveetigmte 
the  circumstances  on  the  spot.  Umike 
Lord  Spencer,  the  Home  oecretaiy  re- 
fused to  look  upon  the  verdict  of  a  jury 
as  immutable  and  final.  He  weighed 
carefully  all  the  evidence,  whether  oM 
or  fresh,  bearing  upon  a  case,  and,  after 
this  revision  of  me  trial,  decided  whethsr 
the  prisoner  should  be  set  free  or  not 
Had  such  a  course  been  followed  in  the 
Barbavilla  case,  and  had  an  accredited 
agent  of  the  Government  been  tent  to 
examine  the  hut  of  the  widow,  where  the 
conspiracy  was  alleged  to  have  been  en- 
tered into,  he  would  have  found  that  the 
cabin  was  so  small  that  a  oat  eoold 
hardly  turn  in  it,  and  that  to  dance  in  H 
would  have  been  impossible.  Thit 
would  have  proved  the  absurditj  of  th« 
evidence  given  at  the  trial,  to  the  elieol 
that  a  dance  was  held  in  the  eabta  by 
the  supposed  conspirators.  He  frazvd 
that  it  was  useless  to  hope  for  i 
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of  the  case.  He  knew  of  a  case  in  which, 
after  the  conviction  of  an  innocent  man, 
the  real  offender,  who  had  absconded 
after  the  perpetration  of  the  offence,  re- 
turned to  Ireland  with  the  object  of 
being  arrested,  his  conscience  having 
smitten  him.  From  the  day  of  his  re- 
turn home  to  the  present  time,  however, 
he  had  not  been  interfered  with  by  the 
police,  who  knew  thepnrpose  with  which 
he  had  returned.  Wny  was  this  ?  Be- 
cause if  the  man  were  arrested  and 
tried,  the  impropriety  of  the  verdict 
against  the  innocent  prisoner  would  be 
proved,  and  Lord  Spencer's  system 
would  be  discredited.  That  system 
amounted  to  this — **  Have  a  prisoner 
found  guilty  by  fair  means  if  you  can ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  have  him  found 
guilty."  He  complained  that  it  was  a 
fixed  practice  for  Uatholics  to  be  struck 
off  the  juries.  The  reason  of  this  was 
that  it  was  thought,  owing  to  their 
creed,  they  might  have  a  general  sym- 
pathy with  the  accused,  and  that  a  Pro- 
testant would  not  inquire  too  closely 
or  curiously  into  the  case  as  stated  by 
the  Crown.  Of  course,  the  result  of 
such  a  system  was  that  frequently  un- 
just verdicts  were  given,  and  that  inno- 
cent men  were  sent  to  prison  for  offences 
they  never  committed.  What  human 
force  could  induce  the  Castle  Authorities 
to  give  up  their  system  of  suppression 
and  silence  when  the  Archbishop  of 
Tuam's  appeal  was  unheeded,  and  the 
case  of  Myles  Joyce  remained  unreme- 
died? When  such  things  happened 
from  time  to  time  in  Ireland,  what  hope 
could  there  be  for  a  Motion  in  the  House 
of  Commons  ?  Even  the  ordinary  means 
of  establishing  truth  were  tampered 
with  in  Ireland,  and  police  officials  re- 
sorted to  the  administration  of  intoxi- 
cating drinks  to  witnesses  undergoing 
private  examination,  in  order,  no  doubt, 
to  deaden  their  consciences.  In  the  case 
of  the  1 1  men  who  had  been  convicted 
of  taking  part  in  the  murder  of  Mrs. 
Smythe,  it  was  beyond  dispute  that 
Patrick  Cole,  the  informer,  had  been 
protected  by  a  guard  of  honour  of  four 
constables  as  long  as  he  had  persisted 
in  his  perjury,  which  had  secured  the 
conviction  of  those  persons — the  life  of 
an  informer  was  a  precious  thin^  to  the 
Ooveroment  in  Ireland — but  tne  mo- 
ment that  he  declared  that  he  had  given 
false  evidence  with  regard  to  them,  the 
guard  of  honour  was  withdrawn,  and 


anybody  was  welcome  to  kill  him  as  far 
as  the  Government  were  concerned. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The  Prime 
Minister  shook  his  head.  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  dissent 
from  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  inference; 
but  the  fact  was  undeniable.  The 
statement  of  Cole  himself,  that  he  had 
taken  part  in  securing  the  wrongful 
conviction  of  11  innocent  men,  had  been 
corroborated  to  the  fullest  extent  by  the 
solemn  confession  of  his  wife.  One 
night  the  distinguished  priest  who  was 
the  author  of  the  pamphlet  he  held  in 
his  hand  received  a  message  that  the 
wife  of  Patrick  Cole  wished  to  see  him. 
Knowing  her  relation  to  Cole  the  in- 
former, the  rev.  gentleman  refused  to 
see  her  except  in  the  presence  of  a  wit- 
ness. He  summoned  to  his  aid  an  aged 
and  experienced  priest,  and  they  re- 
ceived the  woman  in  the  sacristy  of  the 
church.  She  threw  herself  upon  her 
knees  and  made  a  statement,  acknow- 
ledging that  she  encouraged  her  hus- 
band to  offer  evidence,  and  that  she  did 
so  knowing  the  evidence  that  her  hus- 
band was  to  give — and  did  give — was  con- 
cocted by  him  to  satisfy  the  Crown,  and 
for  the  sake  of  herself  and  her  children. 
Patrick  Cole  did  not  offer  to  give  evidence 
against  the  prisoners  until  he  had  been  in 
gaol  for  upwards  of  six  months,  and  until 
he  had  been  visited  by  his  wife,  who  had 
implored  him  to  do  anything  to  obtain 
his  release.  What  were  the  inducements 
to  Cole  to  swear  falsely  ?  The  wife  of  a 
fellow-prisoner  who  had  visited  Cole  in 
gaol,  in  company  with  Cole's  wife,  swore 
on  the  table  in  Court  that  when  she  went 
into  the  gaol  she  said  to  Cole — **  These 
M*Keons  are  swearing  terrible  false ; " 
and  Cole  replied — **  I  would  swear  any- 
thing myself  to  get  out  of  this."  This 
was  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  seen  the 
first  batch  of  prisoners  convicted  upon 
the  same  evidence  which  he  knew  would 
be  brought  against  himself ;  and  there- 
fore he  was  perfectly  aware  that  he  had 
only  the  option  before  him  of  penal 
servitude,  or  of  committing  perjury.  In 
all  matters  that  were  essential  to  a  con- 
viction, the  evidence  of  the  M'Keowns 
was  identical.  In  all  other  matters 
which  they  would  not  have  the  ingenuity 
to  agree  about,  because  they  could  not 
anticipate  the  questions,  they  disagreed 
entirely.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
police  gave  the  M'Keons  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting.    He  had  seen  in  the 
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Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  despatch  referred  to  in  the 
hon.  Baronet's  Question,  extracts  from 
which  appeared  to  have  been  published 
in  the  Amsterdam  newspaper,  was  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Office  on  April  23, 
and,  together  with  other  Papers,  it  was 
laid  upon  the  Table  the  day  before  the 
House  separated  for  the  Kecess.  He 
hoped  that  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  in  a  day  or  two. 

EGYPT— ARMY  OF  OCCUPATIOX— THE 
FOOT  GUARDS. 

Colonel  DIGBY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  G-overnment  to  keep  the  three 
battalions  of  Foot  Guards  much  longer 
at  Alexandria  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  every  reason  to  hope  that  it  will 
be  unnecessary  to  prolong  the  detention 
of  the  Guards  at  Alexandria  much 
longer;  but  I  am  not  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  when  orders  will  be  issued 
for  their  return. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -MI  IJTU 
MAJORS. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Whether  he  will  consider  the  case  of 
Majors  who  entered  the  Army  from  the 
Militia  after  the  age  of  twenty,  with  a 
view  to  granting  them  the  same  in- 
dulgence recently  given  to  Majors  of 
Koyal  Artillery  and  Engineers,  namely, 
exemption  from  compulsory  retirement 
up  to  the  age  of  fifty  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HABTIXGTOX  : 
The  cases  of  the  majors  of  Artillery  and 
Engineers  referred  to  in  the  right  hoa. 
Member's  Question  is  quite  different 
from  that  of  officers  who  have  entered 
tbo  Army  through  the  Militia ;  and  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  reason  why  it  would 
be  desirable  or  expedient  to  postpoo<» 
the  compulsory  retirement  of  officers  of 
the  latter  class  iu  the  rank  of  major  to 
the  age  of  50.  This  relaxation  of  th« 
Regulations,  if  allowed,  could  not  take 
effect  for  12  or  14  years. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITIOX:  — THE 
SUAKIN-BERBEK  RAILWAY*. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  Secrt-tarr  <»f 
State  for  War,  How  many  ships  art*  now 
afioat  laden  with  material  of  the  pn>* 
jected   SuakinBerber    Kailwar .    nhjU 
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services  performed  by  the  officials  were 
such  as  to  entitle  them  to  make  the 
claim  in  question ;  whether  on  the  20th 
ult.  the  owner,  in  order  that  his  yessel 
might  go  to  sea,  tendered,  under  pro- 
test, the  full  amount  of  the  claim,  but 
the  officer  of  the  Board  refused  to  re- 
lease the  vessel ;  and,  what  notice  the 
Board  will  take  of  these  proceedings? 

Mb.  holms  :  The  Mane  Brookelmann 
stranded  on  February  16  last  while  cross- 
ing Drogheda  Bar.  She  filled  with 
water,  and  was  taken  in  charge  by  the 
Coastguard.  On  the  following  day  the 
Receiver  of  Wreck  came  from  Drog- 
heda (a  distance  of  fiye  or  six  miles)  and 
took  the  depositions  of  the  master  and 
mate,  who  declared  the  vessel  to  be  full 
of  water.  After  being  lightened  and 
having  her  leak  stopped,  the  vessel  was 
on  February  18  towed  into  Drogheda 
Harbour.  There  she  was  seen  by  the 
Dublin  Surveyor,  who  reported  that  she 
had  received  serious  injuries,  and  was 
under  no  circumstances  to  be  allowed 
to  leave  until  certain  repairs  had  been 
executed.  A  claim  of  £4  3«.  6(/.  was 
made  for  services  rendered  and  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Coastguard  and  Receiver 
of  Wreck.  These  the  owner  refused  to 
pay,  and  on  May  7,  the  vessel  being  de- 
clared seaworthy,  he  sent  her  to  sea. 
On  May  18  the  vessel  returned  to  Drog- 
heda, and  on  May  20,  in  obedience  to 
instructions  from  the  Board  of  Trade, 
a  Customs  officer  was  placed  in  charge. 
The  owner  then  tendered  payment  under 
protest ;  the  Receiver  at  once  communi- 
cated with  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the 
vessel  was  released  the  same  day.  The 
amount  claimed  for  services  and  expenses 
was  in  accordance  with  the  usual  scale, 
and  the  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
acted  in  accordance  with  their  instruc- 
tions. 

SOUTH    AFRICA  —  BECUUANALAND  — 
DESPATCH  OF  SIR  HEKCULES 
ROBINSON. 
Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tbo  Colo- 
nies, AVTien  the  Colonial  Office  received 
the  Despatch  from  Sir  Hercules  Bobin- 
son,  which  has  been   published  in  the 
Amsterdam  Daghlad ;  whether  the  sub- 
stance   of    that    Despatch   is  correctly 
stated  in  the  **  Central  News  "  telegram 
of   4th  June  ;   and,  when   Papers,  in- 
cluding this  Despatch,  will  be  presented 
to  Parliament  ? 

Mr,  Sexton 
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the  cost  of  this  material  was  to  the  Go- 
vernment ;  what  amount  of  demurrage 
is  heiDg  paid  to  the  shippers  by  reason 
of  the  material  not  being  landed  ;  and, 
what  attempts  have  been  made  by  Go- 
vernment to  get  rid  of  this  material  by 
a  sale  or  otherwise,  and  with  what  re- 
sults? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  understood  that  a  communication  had 
been  addressed  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  requesting  him  to  postpone 
patting  this  Question  until  Monday. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  that  he  had  not  re- 
ceived the  communication  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  would  postpone 
the  Question  with  pleasure. 


WATS  AND  MEANS-THE  RESOLUTIONS 

—THE  SPIRIT  AND  BEER  DUTY. 

MmiSTEKIAL  STA.TEMENT. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Yesterday  I 
stated,  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  that  I  would,  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Meaos,  move 
certain  Resolutions  with  reference  to  the 
Revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  asked  me  whether  I  had  auy  ob- 
jection to  give  at  the  present  hour  the 
heads  of  the  statement  which  I  should 
have  to  make  in  Committee.  That  is 
not  a  very  usual  thing  to  do,  and  I  am 
not  aware,  indeed,  that  there  is  auy  pre- 
cedent for  it.  But  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  and  that  of  hon.  Members 
who  take  an  interest  in  questions  of  this 
kind,  may  be  a  reason  why,  on  this 
occasion,  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  permitted 
by  the  House  to  depart  from  the  ordi- 
nary practice.  With  that  permission,  I 
will  make  a  short  statement  now,  pre- 
mising it  by  sayiug  that  I  will  enter 
into  no  argument  whatever.  In  the  first 
place,  I  will  state  what  is  our  most  re- 
cent estimate  of  the  expenditure  under 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  the  necessary  provi- 
sion for  which  so  greatly  affects  the  Re- 
venue of  the  year.  I  am  able  to  say 
this — that  if  the  state  of  affairs  which 
led  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ask 
for  the  Vote  of  Credit  should  present  an 
aspect  which  would  justify  the  cessation 
of  further  preparations,  we  anticipate 
that  about  £9,000,000  out  of  the  total 
Vote  of  Credit  of  £11,000,000  will  have 
been  spent  or  incurred.  More  than  that, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  feel  that  it 


will  not  be  within  my  province  to  state. 
As  to  the  matters  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Committee  of  Way  8  and  Means  to-night, 
I  have  nothing  to  state  to  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Income  Tax,  or  of  the 
other  Revenue  in  the  nature  of  direct 
taxation  proposed  in  the  Budget.  We 
shall  continue  to  prosecute  those  parts  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
without  change ;  but,  in  addition  to  the 
proposals  on  the  subject  of  the  Income 
Tax,  the  Death  Duties,  the  stamp  on 
Bonds  to  bearer,  and  the  taxation  of 
Corporations,  the  Budget  dealt  with 
the  taxation  of  spirits  aud  of  beer ;  and 
I  have  now  to  state  to  the  House  that 
it  is  our  intention  to  propose,  instead 
of  an  additional  duty  of  28,  a  gallon  on 
spirits,  whether  manufactured  in  the 
TJni  ted  Kingdom  or  imported  fromforeign 
countries  or  our  Colonies,  an  additional 
duty  of  only  1«.  a  gallon.  The  Re- 
solution which  I  shdl  move  to-night 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  will 
carry  out  that  intention ;  and  I  may  say 
that,  although  the  practice  has  not  been 
uniform  as  to  taking  Resolutions  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  when  a  duty 
is  reduced,  I  have  thought  that  it  would 
be  fairer  to  the  trade  that,  on  this  occa- 
sion, a  Resolution  should  be  taken  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
order  that  the  change  of  duty  may  be 
brought  into  operation  at  the  earliest 
practicable  moment.  If,  instead  of  taking 
such  a  Resolution  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  we  waited  until  the  clause 
was  reached  in  the  Bill,  the  reduction 
from  128,  and  12«.  4d.  a  gallon  to  11^. 
and  lU,  4d,f  as  the  case  might  be, 
would  take  place  at  an  uncertain  date. 
But  by  voting  the  reduction  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to-night,  we 
shall  be  able  to  bring  the  reduced  duty 
into  operation  on  Tuesday,  the  earliest 
day  on  which  it  could  practically  take 
effect.  The  second  change  proposed  in 
the  Budget  in  connection  with  indirect 
taxation  was  the  duty  on  beer.  I  pro- 
posed in  the  Budget  to  add  !«.  to  the 
present  duty  of  6«.  Sd,  per  barrel  of  36 
gallons.  We  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  change  in  that  increase;  but  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill  we  shall  provide 
that  the  duty  shall  only  last  until  the 
31st  of  May  of  next  year,  so  that  in  the 
course  of  the  early  part  of  the  first 
Session  of  the  new  Parliament,  when 
the  Budget  is  brought  forward,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  have 
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to  propose  a  Eesolution  as  to  beer, 
precisely  as  he  will  as  to  tea,  which  is 
only  an  annual  duty.  That  could  not 
be  done  as  to  the  Spirit  Duty.  [**  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  I  will  not  argue  it  at  this  mo- 
ment ;  but,  practically )  if  the  duty  on 
spirits  were  left  only  determined  up  to 
a  particular  day  in  next  year,  the  trade 
and  the  Bevenue  would  be  in  a  com- 
plete state  of  disorganization.  But  as 
to  beer,  inasmuch  as  practically  it  is 
made  and  consumed,  almost  from  hand 
to  mouth,  the  same  objection  does  not 
exist ;  and  by  taking  the  duty  up  to  the 
end  of  May  next  the  receipts  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  will  not  be  affected. 
Then  I  may  say  at  once  that  we  propose 
no  other  change  in  the  Budget.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  refers,  in 
his  Amendment,  to  the  item  of  wine. 
We  do  not  propose  to  add  to  the  Wine 
Duty.  We  propose  to  leave  the  Eesolu- 
tions  as  to  wine  adopted  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  and  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  founded  upon  them  exactly  as  they 
stand.  On  that  subject  also  I  give  no 
reasons  whatever  now ;  but  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moves  his  Amendment,  to 
state  to  the  House  why  we  do  not 
consider  it  expedient  to  add  at  the  pre- 
sent time  to  the  Wine  Duties.  The 
financial  effect  of  the  changes  we  now 
propose  will  be  a  loss  to  the  Bevenue 
of  £300,000  for  the  year.  In  the 
Budget  I  proposed  to  derive  from  the 
additional  Income  Tax  £5,400,000,  and 
certain  smaller  amounts  from  the  in- 
creased Death  Duties,  from  the  duty  on 
Corporations,  and  from  the  additional 
Stamp  Duties  on  Bonds  to  bearer.  Alto- 
gether those  additional  duties  come  to 
something  under  £6,000,000.  We  pro- 
posed an  addition  to  indirect  taxation  of 
£1,660,000— namely,  £900,000  from  the 
2«.  duty  on  spirits,  and  £750,000  from 
the  additional  1«.  on  36  gallons  of  beer. 
The  £750,000  from  beer  will,  of  course, 
remain  atjchemged,  a  in  I  from  spirits  we 
estimate  that  under  the  1*.  duty  we 
»hM  receive  in  the  present  year 
£600,000  inatead  of  £900,000.  Thus 
th^  additioDs  to  imlirect  taxation  will 
^^amij^nt  to  £1,350,000.  For  these 
rda.l  will  gi?o  no  reasons  now; 
of  ^11  be  (^uito  prepared  on  the 
Milfae'irig  of  the  Bill  to  justify 
Jime  '  optjsals. 

ItfcitDenf-L  HICKS-BEAOH:  I 
7^«fit?  ^^E^^  ^^^'  Oentleman 
Ai^j.f^^  '  tftf  JExehjtier 


whether  it  is  his  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  proposal  to  raise  the  Hmit  of 
the  Is.  duty  on  wines  above  the  30 
degrees  of  alcoholic  strength  ?  

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
thought  I  had  said  I  did  not  propose 
to  alter  at  all  the  Resolutions  about 
wine  which  were  adopted  in  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means.  We  shall 
propose  to  carry  out  precisely  the  policy 
recommended  to  the  House  in  the 
Budget — that  is  to  say,  to  leave  the 
Wine  Duties  alone,  except  as  to  taking 
power  to  raise  the  superior  limit  of  the 
Is,  duty  to  30  degrees.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how 
the  statement  just  made  will  affect  the 
general  balance  of  the  National  Income 
and  Expenditure  ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs):  I  will  not  go 
into  the  whole  details  of  the  Budget; 
but,  as  I  have  explained,  the  general 
effect  will  be  to  take  £300,000  from  the 
estimated  Revenue. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
But  with  regard  to  the  non-expenditure 
of  the  £2,000,000  out  ofthe  £1 1,000,000, 
how  will  that  affect  the  general  Expen- 
diture ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthk  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  beg  pardon — 
I  did  not  catch  the  exact  purport  of  the 
noble  Lord's  first  Question.  Of  conrw 
the  £2,000,000  which  we  estimate  at 
present  as  the  saving  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit  of  £11,000,000  will  reduce  the 
amount  to  be  carried  forward  as  the 
deficit  of  the  year  from  £2,800,000  to 
somewhere  about  £800,000 ;  but  to  that 
must  be  added  the  £300,000  to  whidi  I 
have  just  alluded. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  beg  to 
ask  whether  the  people  who  have  paid 
the  2s.  of  increased  duty  on  spirits  will 
get  it  back  again ;  and  whether  we  are 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contemplates  that  the  additional 
duty  on  spirits  will  be  permanent* 
whereas  the  duty  on  beer  will  be  sabjfci 
to  revision  next  year  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  (Mr.  Chiij)sr8)  :  As  to  the  tot 
Question,  I  do  not  propose  that  those 
who  have  paid  the  2s.  additiooal  datf 
should  receive  back  Ir — [''Oh!  oh! 
and  ''Why  not?"!— for  the  beet  of 
reasons,  that  those  who  have  paid  tlie 
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duty  have  received  it  back  as  a  general 
rule  from  those  who  have  drunk  and 
paid  for  the  spirits.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  I  thought  I  had  made  it  very 
clear  that  it  would  be  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  next  year  to  consider 
whether  the  Beer  Duty  should  be  a^ain 
raised  or  not.  As  far  as  the  Spirit  Duty 
is  concerned,  it  will  be  on  the  same 
basis  as  all  other  duties. 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  I  understand  that 
to-night  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  propose  this  Besolution  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  I  hope  it 
will  be  distinctly  understood  that  the 
House  will  not  pledge  itself  to-night  to 
pass  this  Besolution.  It  seriously  affects 
the  trade  to  a  large  extent,  and  it  would 
be  well  to  give  them  time  to  consider  it. 

Thb  chancellor  of  theEXCHE 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  All  I  can  say 
is,   that  I  understand  the  trade  will 
greatly  regret  if  the  Besolution  reducing 
the  duty  is  not  passed  to-night. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  :  But  how  about  the 
Beer  Duty? 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  There  is  no 
Besolution  needed  as  to  beer,  because 
the  duty  remains  as  we  proposed  it. 
We  shall  put  words  into  the  Bill  pro- 
yiding  that  the  increase  of  duty  should 
only  last  to  May  31.  The  only  Besolu- 
tion I  shall  propose  to-night  is  the  one 
with  regard  to  reducing  the  duty  on 
spirits,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to  say 
that  nothing  would  be  more  unwelcome 
to  the  trade  than  allowing  the  Besolution 
to  stand  over. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
iinderstand  that  the  Besolution  as  to 
spirits  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  move  to-night  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  would  be  practically 
in  substitution  for  the  Besolution  which 
the  House  has  already  passed. 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthe  EXCHE- 
aUEB  (Mr.  Childebs):  Yes;  from 
Tuesday  next. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  how  will  the  BUI  stand?  Will 
there  be  a  clause  establishing  one  rate  of 
duty  on  spirits  for  the  two  months  which 
have  just  expired,  and  another  rate  for 
the  following  10  months  of  the  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes ;  that  will 
be  the  provision  of  the  Bill.  It  will 
establish  the  rate  of  duty  according  to 
the  Budget  Besolutions  for  the  month 


that  is  passed,  and  then  from  Tuesday 
the  reduced  rate  of  1«. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cite  any 
precedent  for  such  a  course  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion of  argument.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  any  objection,  of  course 
he  will,  in  his  speech  on  Monday,  en- 
large on  the  subject,  and  I  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  answer  him. 

Mil.  GOBST :  After  what  hour  to- 
night  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
take  the  Besolution  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  The  Besolu- 
tion I  intend  to  propose  is  one  of  the 
most  formal  character.  I  propose  it 
solely  in  the  interests  of  the  trade,  and 
therefore  I  trust  there  will  be  no  objec* 
tion  to  taking  it  at  any  hour. 

Mb.  GOBST:  Then,  supposing  the 
ordinary  Business  goes  on  until  the 
usual  hour,  the  Besolution  may  be 
taken  at  half-past  12  or  1  o'clock  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  Will  not  this  re- 
duction of  the  Spirit  Duty,  in  the  event 
of  the  £2,000,000  being  saved  out  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  just  prevent  the  ac- 
counts of  the  year  from  being  balanced  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  also  a 
matter  of  argument,  which  I  would 
rather  not  enter  upon  at  present. 


MINES,  &c.  —  INUNDATION  OF  THE 
PHIIADELPHIA  COLLIERY,  LAMB- 
TON,  COUNTY  OF  DURHAM. 

Mr.  BUBT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary,  If  he  has  any  information  with 
regard  to  the  deplorable  inundation  at 
the  Philadelphia  Colliery? 

Sir  WILLLAM  HABCOUBT  :  I 
have  received  a  Beport  from  the  In- 
spector dated  last  night,  and  he  says  13 
men  are  still  entombed  in  the  mine  in 
spite  of  most  strenuous  efforts  which 
have  been  made  for  their  rescue,  and  I 
regret  to  say  there  are  but  little  hopes 
of  their  being  found  alive.  The  inrush 
of  water  has  abated  to  a  considerable 
extent ;  but  it  is  still  flowing  at  the  rate 
of  about  500,000  gallons  per  minute. 
This  flow  of  water  renders  the  work  of 
the  explorers  so  difficult  and  slow  that  it 
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to  propose  a  Eesolution  as  to  beer, 
precisely  as  he  will  as  to  tea,  which  is 
only  an  annual  duty.  That  could  not 
be  done  as  to  the  Spirit  Duty.  P*  Oh, 
oh  ! '']  I  will  not  argue  it  at  this  mo- 
ment ;  but,  practically,  if  the  duty  on 
spirits  were  left  only  determined  up  to 
a  particular  day  in  next  year,  the  trade 
and  the  Eevenue  would  be  in  a  com- 
plete state  of  disorganization.  But  as 
to  beer,  inasmuch  as  practically  it  is 
made  and  consumed,  almost  from  hand 
to  mouth,  the  same  objection  does  not 
exist ;  and  by  taking  the  duty  up  to  the 
end  of  May  next  the  receipts  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  will  not  be  affected. 
Then  I  may  say  at  once  that  we  propose 
no  other  change  in  the  Budget.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  refers,  in 
his  Amendment,  to  the  item  of  wine. 
We  do  not  propose  to  add  to  the  Wine 
Duty.  We  propose  to  leave  the  Eesolu- 
tions  as  to  wine  adopted  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  and  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  founded  upon  them  exactly  as  they 
stand.  On  that  subject  also  I  give  no 
reasons  whatever  now ;  but  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moves  his  Amendment,  to 
state  to  the  House  why  we  do  not 
consider  it  expedient  to  add  at  the  pre- 
sent time  to  the  Wine  Duties.  The 
financial  effect  of  the  changes  we  now 
propose  will  be  a  loss  to  the  Bevenue 
of  £300,000  for  the  year.  In  the 
Budget  I  proposed  to  derive  from  the 
additional  Income  Tax  £5,400,000,  and 
certain  smaller  amounts  from  the  in- 
creased Death  Duties,  from  the  duty  on 
Corporations,  and  from  the  additional 
Stamp  Duties  on  Bonds  to  bearer.  Alto- 
gether those  additional  duties  come  to 
something  under  £6,000,000.  We  pro- 
posed an  addition  to  indirect  taxation  of 
£1,660,000— namely,  £900,000  from  the 
2s,  duty  on  spirits,  and  £7«50,000  from 
the  additional  U,  on  36  gallons  of  beer. 
The  £750,000  from  beer  will,  of  course, 
remain  unchanged,  and  from  spirits  we 
estimate  that  under  the  la.  duty  we 
shall  receive  in  the  present  year 
£600,000  instead  of  £900,000.  Thus 
the  additions  to  indirect  taxation  will 
amo'-nt  to  £1,350,000.  For  these 
cuuTgea  T  ^jii  g(^Q  j^Q  reasons  now; 
but  we  sh^  be  quite  prepared  on  the 
second  jeaoiing  of  the  BUI  to  justify 
our  revised  proposals. 

.S/»  MCHA^L  HICKS-BEAOH:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  isnght  hon.  Gentleman 

7%/  Chancellor  ohUh  Exchequer 
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whether  it  is  his  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  proposal  to  raise  the  limit  of 
the  \8.  duty  on  wines  above  the  30 
degrees  of  alcoholic  strength  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
thought  I  had  said  I  did  not  propose 
to  alter  at  all  the  Resolutions  about 
wine  which  were  adopted  in  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means.  We  shall 
propose  to  carry  out  precisely  the  policy 
recommended  to  the  House  in  the 
Budget — that  is  to  say,  to  leave  the 
Wine  Duties  alone,  except  as  to  taking 
power  to  raise  the  superior  limit  of  the 
U.  duty  to  30  degrees.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  say  how 
the  statement  just  made  will  affect  the 
general  balance  of  the  National  Income 
and  Expenditure  ? 

The  CHANCELLORop  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  will  not  go 
into  the  whole  details  of  the  Budget; 
but,  as  I  have  explained,  the  general 
effect  will  be  to  take  £300,000  from  the 
estimated  Revenue.  

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
But  with  regard  to  the  non-expenditure 
ofthe£2,000,000  out  ofthe  £11,000,000, 
how  will  that  affect  the  general  Expen- 
diture ?  

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  beg  pardon — 
I  did  not  catch  the  exact  purport  of  the 
noble  Lord's  first  Question.  Of  oourw 
the  £2,000,000  which  we  estimate  at 
present  as  the  saving  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit  of  £11,000,000  will  reduce  the 
amount  to  be  carried  forward  as  the 
deficit  of  the  year  from  £2,800,000  to 
somewhere  about  £800,000 ;  but  to  that 
must  be  added  the  £300,000  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  beg  to 
ask  whether  the  people  who  hare  paid 
the  2b.  of  increased  duty  on  spiritB  will 
get  it  back  again ;  and  whether  we  are 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman contemplates  that  the  additiooai 
duty  on  spirits  will  be  p6rmaiM&t» 
whereas  the  duty  on  beer  will  be  subject 
to  revision  next  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chiij)eb8)  :  As  to  the  fint 
Question,  I  do  not  propose  that  thots 
who  have  paid  the  2«.  additional  duty 
should  receive  back  Ir— ["Oh!  ok!" 
and  "Why  not?"]— fo'  the  best  of 
reasons,  that  those  who  have  paid  tkt 
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duty  have  received  it  back  as  a  general 
rule  from  those  who  have  drunk  and 
paid  for  the  spirits.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  I  thought  I  had  made  it  very 
clear  that  it  would  be  for  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  next  year  to  consider 
whether  the  Beer  Duty  should  be  a^ain 
raised  or  not.  As  far  as  the  Spirit  Duty 
is  concerned,  it  will  be  on  the  same 
basis  as  all  other  duties. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  I  understand  that 
to-night  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  propose  thisBesolution  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  I  hope  it 
will  be  distinctly  understood  that  the 
House  will  not  pledge  itself  to-night  to 
pass  this  Besolution.  It  seriously  affects 
the  trade  to  a  large  extent,  and  it  would 
be  well  to  give  them  time  to  consider  it. 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  All  I  can  say 
is,   that  I  understand  the  trade  will 
greatly  regret  if  the  Eesolution  reducing 
the  duty  is  not  passed  to-night. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  :  But  how  about  the 
Beer  Duty? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs):  There  is  no 
Resolution  needed  as  to  beer,  because 
the  duty  remains  as  we  proposed  it. 
We  shall  put  words  into  the  Bill  pro- 
viding that  the  increase  of  duty  should 
only  last  to  May  31.  The  only  Resolu- 
tion I  shall  propose  to-night  is  the  one 
with  regard  to  reducing  the  duty  on 
spirits,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to  say 
that  nothing  would  be  more  unwelcome 
to  the  trade  than  allowing  the  Resolution 
to  stand  over. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
understand  that  the  Resolution  as  to 
spirits  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  move  to-night  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  would  be  practically 
in  substitution  for  the  Resolution  which 
the  House  has  already  passed. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs):  Yes;  from 
Tuesday  next. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Then  how  will  the  Bill  stand?  Will 
there  be  a  clause  establishing  one  rate  of 
duty  on  spirits  for  the  two  months  which 
have  just  expired,  and  another  rate  for 
the  following  10  months  of  the  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes ;  that  will 
be  the  provision  of  the  Bill.  It  will 
establish  the  rate  of  duty  according  to 
the  Budget  Resolutions  for  the  month 


that  is  passed,  and  then  from  Tuesday 
the  reduced  rate  of  Is, 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Can  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  cite  any 
precedent  for  such  a  course  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion of  argument.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  any  objection,  of  course 
he  will,  in  his  speech  on  Monday,  en- 
large on  the  subject,  and  I  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  answer  him. 

Mit.  GORST:  After  what  hour  to- 
night  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
take  the  Resolution  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  The  Resolu- 
tion  I  intend  to  propose  is  one  of  the 
most  formal  character.  I  propose  it 
solely  in  the  interests  of  the  trade,  and 
therefore  I  trust  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  taking  it  at  any  hour. 

Mb.  GORST:  Then,  supposing  the 
ordinary  Business  goes  on  until  the 
usual  hour,  the  Resolution  may  be 
taken  at  half-past  12  or  1  o'clock  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Yes. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  :  Will  not  this  re- 
duction  of  the  Spirit  Duty,  in  the  event 
of  the  £2,000,000  being  saved  out  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  just  prevent  the  ac- 
counts of  the  year  from  being  balanced  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  That  is  also  a 
matter  of  argument,  which  I  would 
rather  not  enter  upon  at  present. 


MINES,  &c.  —  INUNDATION  OF  THE 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLIERY,  LAMB- 
TON,  COUNTY  OF  DURHAM. 

Mr.  BURT  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary,  If  he  has  any  information  with 
regard  to  the  deplorahle  inundation  at 
the  Philadelphia  Colliery? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
have  received  a  Report  from  the  In- 
spector dated  last  night,  and  he  says  1 3 
men  are  still  entombed  in  the  mine  in 
spite  of  most  strenuous  efforts  which 
have  been  made  for  their  rescue,  and  I 
regret  to  say  there  are  but  little  hopes 
of  their  being  found  alive.  The  inrush 
of  water  has  abated  to  a  considerable 
extent ;  but  it  is  still  flowing  at  the  rate 
of  about  500,000  gallons  per  minute. 
This  flow  of  water  renders  the  work  of 
the  explorers  so  difficult  and  slow  that  it 
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has  been  determiDed  to  cut  away  through 
the  solid  coal  to  the  place  where  it  is 
expected  the  men  will  be  found.  That 
place  is  at  a  distance  of  about  30  yards, 
and  at  present  they  are  cutting  away  the 
coal  at  the  rate  of  one  yard  an  hour. 
So  far  as  can  be  ascertained  at  present, 
the  accident  was  caused  by  cutting  into 
some  ancient  workings,  which  were 
abandoned  80  or  90  years  ago,  and  the 
plans  of  which  appear  to  have  been 
very  inaccurate. 

SUPPLY— GRANT   TO  H.R.H.  PRINCESS 
BEATRICE. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CA.MPBELL  said,  he 
had  seen  on  the  Paper  to-day  for  the 
first  time  a  Notice  with  regard  to  a 
grant  of  £30,000  to  Princess  Beatrice  as 
a  marriage  portion.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  would  promise  not  to  bring  on 
that  subject  to-night  at  an  unusually 
late  hour? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  That  is  the 
customary  Resolution  following  upon 
the  grant  of  £6,000  a-year  to  Her  Royal 
Highness.  It  has  been  put  down  for 
Committee  to-night,  and  I  trust  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  proceeding  with 
it. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN- 
DARY  COMMISSION— SIR  PETER 
LUMSDEN. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  gave  Notice  that  on 
Monday  he  would  ask  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  statement  in  The  Times 
of  June  5,  purporting  to  be  the  report 
of  a  conversation  between  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  and  The  Times  Correspondent 
at  Vienna,  in  which  the  following  pas- 
sage occurred : — 

**  Our  reputation  for  good  faith  hai  suffered 
considerably  among  them  (the  Afghans),  and 
we  are  still  more  deeply  disgrac^  in  India. 
What  makes  all  this  the  harder  to  boar  is  the 
certainty  I  have  that  tl^e  Russians  would  never 
have  urged  their  absurd  demands  if  they  had 
believed  for  a  moment  that  our  Qovemment 
was  in  earnest  about  resisting  them,  lliey 
were  not  prepared  for  war,  they  did  not  mean 
war,  but  then  they  knew  they  were  dealing 
with  a  Government  who  did  mean  to  fight 
either,  so  they  played  a  game  of  diplomacy  and 
bluster,  and  won  it ; '' 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  any  communication 
from  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  or  otherwise 

Sir  William  Sareouri 


which  led  them  to  the  belief  that  the 
statement  in  question  represented  in 
any  degree  the  opinions  of  that  gallant 
and  distinguished  officer  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:    Without   pre- 
judice to  any  other  matter,  I  may  say 
that  no  communication  whatever  of  that 
kind  has  been  received  from  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden.     I  undertook  yesterday  to 
reply  to  a  Question  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  John  Manners)  with  re- 
spect to  the  negotiations  and  communi- 
cations with  Eussia,  and  likewise  to  a 
Question  respecting  Business.     As  re- 
gards the  communications  with  Bussia, 
my  undertaking  had  reference  to  the 
Question  put  by  the  noble  Lord  whether 
I  was  in  a  position  to  give  any  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  point  of  arbitra- 
tion.   The  state  of  the  case  is  this: — 
The  two  Governments  are  agreed  as  to 
the  reference  to  be  made,  and  are  like- 
wise agreed  as  to  the  illustrious  person 
to  whose  judgment  they  will  propose  to 
submit  the  matter.    But  the  agreement 
is  not  yet  in  its  final  form,  and  the  re- 
quest has  not  yet  been  made   on    the 
part  of  the  two  Governments   to  that 
illustrious  person.     Consequently  I  can- 
not at  present  go  further  than  to  state 
that  we  are  agreed  upon  the  matter  of 
reference,  and  upon  the  name,  and  to 
say  that  further  information    will   be 
given  at  the  earliest  moment  that  it  is 
in  our  power  to  do  so. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

MIKISTERIAL  STATBMEKT. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE,  in  continnation, 
said :  With  respect  to  the  order  of 
Business,  there  are  three  subjects  w^'ch 
will  be  proceeded  with.  First,  there  is 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bud^  Bill ; 
secondly,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crofters  (Scotland)  Bill;  an<^  thirdly, 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to  which  the 
name  of  '*  Coercion  Bill "  has  hem 
givern.  But  I  cannot,  and  do  not,  con- 
cur in  that  name,  but  will  refer  to  it  as 
the  Bill  which  is  to  replace  the  Crimes 
Act  in  Lreland.  The  Budget  Bill  will 
stand,  as  it  does  now,  for  Monday.  If 
that  measure  should  occupy  the  whoit 
evening  on  Monday,  the  Crofters  Bill, 
of  course,  cannot  be  brought  on  thai 
night ;  but  it  will  be  put  down  as  th« 
secondOrder  on  Monday.  IftheCroftcn 
Bill  is  not  brought  on  on  Monday,  tbt 
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second  reading  of  that  Bill  will  stand 
as  the  first  Order  on  Thursday,  and 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  to  replace 
the  Grimes  Act  will  stand  as  the  se- 
cond Business  on  Thursday.  Perhaps 
I  may  reserve  to  myself  the  power 
to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  to 
make  the  Motion  on  an  earlier  day 
with  respect  to  the  Bill  to  replace  the 
Crimes  Act,  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  an  Order  of  the  Day,  and  not 
for  the  purpose  of  discussion.  If  it 
were  not  proposed  to  discuss  it  at  that 
stage,  it  would  stand  after  the  Crofters 
Bill  on  Monday. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  It  may  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
know  that  the  Bill  to  replace  the  Crimes 
Act  will  not  become  an  Order  of  the 
Day  without  considerable  discussion. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN :  May  I  ask 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
as,  I  think,  the  Prime  Minister  inti- 
mated before  the  House  rose  for  the 
Beoess,  to  ask  for  an  increased  posses- 
sion of  the  time  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  do 
not  make  any  intimation  to  that  effect. 
I  have  not  at  present  seen  aoy  such 
great  cause  as  would  justify  my  making 
that  proposal  at  the  present  time. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Thd 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  no 
mention  of  another  Bill.  He  said  be- 
fore the  Kecess  that  he  intended  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  Does  the 
Government  still  adhere  to  that  inten- 
tion? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion  of  the  Government  to  deal  with  this 
question.  But  I  cannot  undertake  to 
Bay  anything  about  the  time  until  we 
have  made  some  further  progress  in  the 
three  matters  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred. 

NOTICE  OF  RESOLUTION. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -THE 
BARBA VILLA   MURDER. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  I  beg  to 
giTe  Notice  that  the  following  are  the 
terms  of  the  Eesolution  which  I  will 
move  in  Committee  of  Supply  this 
erening  in  reference  to  the  BarbaviUa 
convictions : — 

**  That,  in  conieqaence  of  facts  which  have 
reeently  been  aacertained  bearing  on  the  cases 

yOL.  CO^CVm.  [thibd  sebies.] 


of  persons  now  undergoing  penal  servitade  for 
a  conspiracy  to  murder,  alleged  to  have  taken 
place  at  Barbavilla,  county  of  Westmeath,  in 
March,  1882,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  that  his  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  order  a  fresh  inquiry  to  be  held  iato 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  convictions 
were  obtained  in  those  cases." 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  Motion 
could  not  be  made,  as  the  Notice  was 
not  sufficient. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  Then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  not  move  the  Motion ; 
but  I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

ORDER   OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 

BARBAVILLA  MURDER. 

0B8EBVATI0N8. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN,  who  had 
given  the  following  Notice : — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  moans  hy  which 
convictions  for  a  conspiracy  to  murder  were 
ohtained  against  certain  persons  from  the 
neighhourhood  of  Barbavilla  County,  of  West- 
meath, and  to  move  a  Resolution," 

said,  that  as  the  Besolution,  of  which 
he  had  just  given  Notice,  regarding  the 
Barbavilla  convictions  was  not  in  Order, 
he  desired  now  to  call  attention  to  the 
Notice  on  the  subject  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name.  He  desired  to 
say  at  the  outset,  in  reference  to  those 
cases,  that  he  would  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  this  matter  if  he  were 
not  convinced  that  a  great  miscarriage 
of  justice  had  occurred  regarding  these 
prisoners,  and  that  a  number  of  men 
guiltless  of  crime  were  now  suffering, 
through  that  miscarriage  of  justice,  all 
the  terrrible  horrors  and  pains  of  penal 
servitude.  Before  he  undertook  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  those 
cases,  he  made  it  his  business  to  go  to 
the  scene  of  the  deplorable  events,  and 
to  make  personally,  aided  by  the  parish 
priest  of  the  locality,  an  inquiry  into 
them  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining, 
to  the  best  of  his  ability,  the  actual 
facts  of  the  case,  and  forming  a  judg- 
ment upon  them.  In  the  first  place,  he 
was  inclined  to  believed  that  a  great 
wrong  had  been  done  when  he  found 
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the  respected  clergyman  of  the  district 
taking  the  deep  and  active  interest  he 
did  in  these  cases,  and  challenging  the 
result  of  an  inquiry  into  them.  That 
clergyman,  the  Rev.  Father  Curry,  Admi- 
nistrator, was  a  man  of  great  judgment 
and  well-known  ahility,  and  certainly 
would  be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  take 
any  action  that  would  shield  criminals 
from  justice.  Father  Curry's  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  however,  convinced  him 
that  a  great  wrong  had  been  done ;  and 
so  impressed  was  the  rev.  gentleman  with 
the  gravity  of  the  matter  that  he  had 
spared  neither  time,  trouble,  nor  ex- 
pense in  endeavouring  to  obtain  a  re- 
consideration of  these  cases,  because 
he  believed,  if  the  facts  were  recon- 
sidered by  any  impartial  and  competent 
man  in  the  light  of  fresh  evidence 
now  forthcoming,  a  reversal  of  convic- 
tions would  follow.  That  a  horrible 
murder  had  been  committed  was  cer- 
tain, and  clearly  there  must  have  been 
some  conspiracy  leading  up  to  the  mur- 
der of  Mrs.  Smythe ;  but  what  he  con- 
tended was  that  the  true  story  of  that 
conspiracy  was  not  got  at,  and  that  the 
story  on  which  the  convictions  were  ob- 
tained was  a  fiction.  For  the  conspiracy 
1 1  men  had  been  sentenced  to  various 
terms  of  penal  servitude,  and  he  drew 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  men  were  tried  by  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  juries  in  times 
of  panic  and  excitement,  the  Crown 
found  great  difficulty  in  securing  their 
conviction;  and  it  was  only  after  re- 
peated endeavours  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecutors — five  trials  and  two  dis- 
agreements of  juries — that  the  Crown 
were  at  last  able  to  procure  the  convic- 
tion of  the  men.  That  in  itself,  he 
thought,  would  show  that  the  Crown 
case  was  a  doubtful  and  shaky  one ;  and 
he  contended  that  the  men  were  con- 
victed at  last,  after  so  many  trials,  by  the 
j  ury  giving  too  ready  credence  to  perjured 
wiinesses  like  the  informers  M*Keon, 
whose  story  on  the  face  of  it  was 
incredibie  and  absurd,  and  who  would 
never  have  been  listened  to  in  ordinary 
times  by  an  ordinary  jury.  As  for  the 
other  informer,  Patrick  Cole,  he  subse- 
quently recanted  his  evidence,  and  de- 
clared it  was  perjury,  and  that  he  had 
concocted  it.  He  was  forced  by  tempta- 
tion into  giving  the  evidence,  and  now 
he  wanted,  a^  far  as  possible,  to  make 
amen  da    for    cDmmitting    the    perjury 

Mr.  T  IK  Sullivan 


which  had  contributed  very  materially 
to  the  conviction  of  innocent  men.  Than 
the  M'Keons,  father  and  son,  two 
worse  characters  were  not  to  be  found 
in  a  very  wide  district  of  Ireland.  Their 
character  was  notoriously  and  admittedly 
bad.  The  younger  M'Keon  was,  by 
his  own  admission,  a  perjurer.  It  was 
on  the  evidence  of  these  men,  and  of 
Patrick  Cole,  that  the  convictions  were 
obtained.  The  evidence  of  these  per- 
jurers was  allowed  to  outweigh  a  mass 
of  evidence  to  the  contrary  effect  brought 
forward  by  witnesses  of  good  repute. 
The  jury  classes  at  that  time  were  panic- 
stricken  ;  and  it  was  only  at  such  a  time, 
when  rumours  of  murders  and  assassi- 
nation were  rife,  that  it  was  possible  for 
even  such  a  jury  as  tried  the  men  in  this 
case  to  accept  the  evidence  of  bad  cha- 
racters and  discard  the  reliable  evidence 
of  men  whose  characters  were  untainted. 
The  Crown  Officers  very  naturally  used 
every  trick  and  stratagem  within  their 
power  to  obtain  convictions.  They  fint 
tried  one  batch  of  men  against  whom 
they  fancied  they  had  the  strongest  evi- 
dence, and  into  that  evidence  they  brought 
testimony  not  merely  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  conspiracy,  but  also  with  regard 
to  the  murder  itself,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
fluencing the  minds  of  the  jury.  A  con- 
viction, after  one  disagreement,  of  the 
jury  having  been  obtained  against  these 
men,  of  course  the  weight  of  that  con- 
viction told  very  heavily  against  the 
second  batch  of  prisoners,  although  the 
evidence  against  them  was  very  moch 
weaker  than  against  the  first.  The  evi- 
dence was  to  the  effect  that  the  murder 
was  the  result  of  a  conspiraoy  entered 
into  on  the  night  of  the  24th  of  March, 
1882,  at  the  house  of  the  Widow  Fagan, 
who  lived  about  half-a-mile  from  the 
spot  at  which  Mrs.  Smythe  was  aasaffi- 
nated.  The  story  of  the  M'Keoxu  vat 
that  a  large  number  of  men  were  ib* 
vited  to  this  house  on  the  pretence  that 
a  dance  was  going  to  be  held,  and  that 
while  the  dance  was  going  on  inside  die 
house  these  men  formed  t^ems^res  ovi- 
side  into  an  assassination  society  aad 
proceeded  to  administer  an  oath.  He 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  did  not  believe  any 
party  of  Irishmen  ever  framed  a  soociy 
under  such  a  name ;  but  let  that  pass. 
The  story  was  that  the  oath  bound  thMi 
to  remove  tyrants  and  hard  landlot^ ; 
but  the  M*Keons  said  they  did  boC 
take  the   oath   themselves — tbey  sav 
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what  was  going  on,  and  then  they  took 
their  departure.  But  the  idea  that  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  terrible  work  of 
forming  a  sworn  conspiracy  for  the  pur- 
pose of  assassination  would  allow  two 
men  of  bad  repute  to  remain  amongst 
them  after  they  had  refused  to  join  the 
society  was  too  absurd  to  be  enter- 
tained. The  younger  M^Keon  said  he 
was  perfectly  willing  to  take  the  oath, 
but  that  his  father  checked  him.  And 
this  was  the  drunkard,  thief,  and  per- 
jurer on  whose  evidence  a  large  number 
of  men  were  sent  into  penal  servitude. 
The  story  told  by  the  two  M'Keons  in 
the  later  stages  had  been  found  to  cor- 
respond, and  the  allegation  had  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Grown  that  this 
oould  not  have  been  so  unless  the  story 
was  substantially  true,  inasmuch  as 
these  two  men  had  no  means  of  concoct- 
ing it ;  but  this  was  one  of  the  serious 
points  of  the  case.  The  rev.  gentleman 
whose  pamphlet  he  held  in  his  hand, 
and  who  took  so  deep  an  interest  in  this 
case  from  motives  worthy  of  a  clergy- 
man, had  evidence  to  prove  that  the 
story  of  these  informers  was  a  concoction 
from  first  to  last ;  and  he  was  prepared 
to  come  forward  with  proof  positive 
that  the  two  men  had  opportunities  of 
making  their  evidence  correspond  when 
they  were  in  Dublin  in  charge  of  the 
police.  The  first  statement  given  by  the 
younger  M^Keon  made  no  reference, 
however,  to  the  alleged  meeting  at  Widow 
Fagan's,  on  which  the  whole  case  turned. 
The  father,  on  being  told  that  such  was 
the  fact,  said — ''Let  me  have  a  chat 
with  him,  and  we  will  soon  settle  the 
matter."  The  Judge  who  tried  the  case, 
unaware  of  some  of  the  tricks  of  the 
Grown,  stated  in  the  course  of  the  trials 
that  if  any  such  thing  as  that  had  hap- 
pened the  sources  of  justice  would  be 
polluted.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  stood 
there  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing before  the  House  the  important  fact 
that  the  two  M'Keons  got  an  oppor- 
tunity from  the  Crown  of  concocting 
their  story  and  making  it  agree  in  all 
its  parts.  If  that  fact  could  be  proved, 
would  the  Attorney  General  not  accede 
to  the  application  that  this  case  should 
be  re-heard  ?  He  did  not  mean  that  the 
case  should  be  re-heard  before  a  jury, 
with  great  trouble  and  labour,  but  that 
an  impartial  and  high-minded  member 
of  the  Bar  should  be  appointed  to  hear 
this  new  iMxd  imj>ortant  evidence,  and 


give  judgment  upon  the  matter.  This 
had  been  done  before,  and  with  ex- 
cellent results.  It  was  on  the  evidence 
of  a  police  constable  of  good  character 
and  repute  that  the  Rev.  Father  Curry 
would  prove  that  these  men  had  oppor- 
tunities of  concocting  their  evidence. 
This  police  constable  had  no  interest  in 
the  matter  except  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice ;  and,  indeed,  his  interference  in 
the  case  would  tell  not  for  him,  but 
against  him,  with  the  police  authori- 
ties. He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  had 
a  long  interview  with  the  informer 
Cole.  He  asked  him  why  he  tendered 
his  perjured  evidence.  Cole  said  he  had 
been  in  gaol  for  about  10  or  11  months. 
He  had  been  a  farmer  in  comfortable 
circumstances ;  he  had  a  wife  and  family 
to  provide  for;  he  was  informed  that  he 
had  been  sworn  against  by  the  M'Keons 
as  being  present  at  a  meeting  at  the 
Widow  Fagan's,  and  that  unless  he  gave 
evidence  in  the  case  he  would  have  no 
chance  of  escape.  There  was,  indeed,  no 
chance  of  escape  for  any  man  accused 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  Cole's  story  was 
taken  down  by  a  police  constable;  but 
next  day  the  police  constable  came  and 
said — *  *  This  story  is  of  no  use  whatever ; 
we  have  all  that  already.  Unless  you  swear 
to  the  meeting  at  the  Widow  Fagan's 
you  will  have  to  take  your  chance  with 
the  rest."  That  was  the  terrible  temp- 
tation which  overbore  the  virtue  of  this 
man.  He  made  up  his  mind  to  swear 
what  the  Crown  wanted.  He  swore  that 
this  meeting  took  place  at  Fagan's ; 
that  he  was  there,  and  so  were  Dan 
Ourley  and  Michael  Fagan,  and  that 
Dan  Curley  made  a  speech.  Cole  told 
him  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  that  not 
only  did  he  not  hear  any  such  speech, 
but  that  he  was  not  at  the  alleged 
meeting,  and  there  was  corroborative 
evidence  of  the  fact  that  he  was  miles 
away  at  the  time.  Cole  also  assured 
him  that  he  never  saw  Dan  Curley  in 
his  life,  and  that  he  did  not  believe  any 
such  meeting  was  ever  held.  It  was 
upon  such  rotten  evidence  that  the 
Crown  GflBcers  were  satisfied  to  hold 
those  men  in  penal  servitude.  He  hoped 
they  would  think  better  of  it.  It  was 
true  Lord  Spencer  had  refused  an  in- 
quiry into  this  matter ;  but  his  refusal 
was  based,  of  course,  upon  the  allega- 
tions of  the  policemen,  and  magistrates, 
and  others  concerned  in  the  getting  up 
of  the  case.    He  hoped  that  the  Crown 
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Brabourne's)  would  have  been  favour- 
able to  the  borough,  actually  assumed 
that  there  had  been  bribery  at  previous 
elections,  which  was  precisely  contrary  to 
the  intentions  of  the  Legislature.  They 
grounded  this  assumption  partly  upon 
the  fact  of  the  organization  of  Uie  bri- 
bery in  1880 ;  but  the  truth  was  that  this 
was  not  attributable  to  the  people  of  the 
borough,  but  to  the  very  able  organizer 
employed  by  the  successful  candidate — 
an  agent  who,  having  **made  a  clean 
breast  of  it"  before  the  Oommission, 
went  scot  free  and  was  now  a  candidate 
for  another  borough,  whilst  his  victims 
were  to  be  disfranchised.  This  was  a 
hard  measure,  and  the  harder  because, 
whilst  many  boroughs  which  had  not 
been  punished  had  often  been  convicted 
of  bribery  in  former  years,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  there  had  never  before  been  an 
Election  Petition  at  Sandwich.  If  the 
facts  were  really  known,  the  record  of 
Sandwich  would  be  far  less  bad  than 
other  places  that  had  escaped;  and, 
although  he  knew  that  it  would  be  in- 
effectual, he  entered  his  protest  against 
the  disfranchisement. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Boroughs  to  have  number 
of  Members  reduced) ;  Clause  5  (Bo- 
roughs to  have  additional  Members); 
Clause  6  (New  boroughs) ;  Clause  7 
(Boroughs  with  their  boundaries  altered) ; 
and  Clause  8  (Division  of  Parliamentary 
boroughs),  severally  agreed  to, 

Countifi. 

Clause  9  (Division  of  counties). 

LoRP  NORTON,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment with  the  object  of  providing  that 
no  divisions  of  a  county  should  be  de- 
scribed by  the  name  of  a  town  except 
when  it  could  not  be  avoided  from  the 
number  of  divisions,  as  in  those  of  the 
counties  of  Lancaster  and  York,  said, 
the  claims  of  rival  towns  had  excited 
much  discussion  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. This  Amendment  was  more 
far-reaching.  It  raised  the  question 
whether  the  names  of  towns  should  be 
given  to  counties  at  all,  and  that  was 
no  mere  matter  of  nomenclature,  for  in 
it  was  involved  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation of  interests  as  against  a  repre- 
sentation of  numbers.  No  two  interests 
are  more  distinct  than  of  town  and 
country;  and  anything  tending  to  ob- 
literate the  distinction,  and  to  merge  the 

Lord  Brahourne 


knight  of  the  shire  in  the  burgess, 
was  alike  destructive  of  the  repre- 
sentative principle,  and  degrading  to 
Members  of  Parliament,  treating  them 
as  mere  nominal  counters  of  popmation, 
instead  of  spokesmen  for  local  consti- 
tuencies. The  feelings  of  the  Boundary 
Commissioners,  he  believed,  were  against 
the  county  nomenclature  adopted  in  the 
Bill.  Their  Instructions  put  it  out  of 
their  discretion,  and  madedear  the  reason 
of  its  adoption — namely,  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  Government  to  propitiate 
certain  boroughs  which  were  merged  by 
the  Bill,  by  giving  their  names  to  conn- 
ties.  That  was  just  the  sort  of  case  in 
which  their  Lordships  might  wisely  in- 
terfere. It  was  for  their  Lordships  to 
maintain  what  was  really  a  vital  prin- 
ciple of  representation  —  namely,  Uie 
constitution  of  the  National  Ooundlof 
representation  of  every  interest  and 
locality,  as  distinguished  from  a  col- 
lection of  Members  at  a  rate  of  one  for 
so  many  thousands  of  population.  The 
question  was  between  representation  of 
interest  and  mere  representation  of  nnm- 
bers.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  3,  line  19,  leave  out  from  (**diTi- 
sion")  to  end  of  clause  and  insert  ("and  no 
diyision  of  a  county  shall  be  deecribed  by  tbt 
name  of  a  town  excepting  those  of  the  eooatiM 
of  Lancaster  and  York.'*)— (2^  £ord  KarU^) 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
that,  though  he  had  heard  a  good  deal 
on  this  subject,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
conception  that  it  was  possible  for  any- 
body, however  ingenious  he  might  be. 
to  imagine  that  some  great  Constita- 
tional  principle  remained  at  the  bottom 
of  the  controversy  about  these  names. 
Agreeing  entirely  in  what  the  noUe 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  had  said  as  to  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
discharged  their  duties,  he  ventured  to 
suggest  that  it  would  be  very  on  vise  to 
go  directly  contrary  to  their  reoommeo- 
dations.  There  was  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing in  different  localities  in  favour  of 
the  points  of  the  compass,  and  in  defer- 
ence to  that  feeling  the  alteraativ* 
method  of  designation  was  adopted.  Ht 
thought  it  would  be  very  onaesraUe, 
as  well  as  being  unwise,  for  their  Lord* 
ships'  House  to  go  now  into  tbevfty 
laborious  task  of  re-naming  all  tke 
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divisions  of  counties.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  House  would  not  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  could  not  see  that  it  was  possible  to 
agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
behind  him  (Lord  Norton),  and  he 
wished  to  express  his  entire  dissent  from 
the  Constitutional  view  he  had  laid 
down.  The  matter  was  of  little  conse- 
quence, and  he  could  not  believe'  that 
the  future  distinction  between  counties 
and  boroughs  would  depend  on  the 
name  which  was  given  to  any  constitu- 
ency. His  own  impression  was  that  it 
would  be  truer  philosophy  to  say  that 
**  a  rose  by  any  other  name  would  smell 
as  sweet."  The  difficulty  of  adopting 
such  a  rule  as  was  suggested,  of  finding 
a  systematic  style  of  designation,  was 
not  confined  alone  to  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  would  be  enormous.  If 
any  noble  Lord  would  take  the  cases  of 
Cheshire,  Devonshire,  and  Staffordshire, 
in  addition  to  those  which  he  had  named, 
he  would  see  that,  even  with  all  the 
resources  of  boxing  the  compass  at  his 
disposal,  he  could  not  do  it  in  a  way 
which  would  be  at  all  clear  to  Eevising 
Barristers  and  other  officials.  Though 
he  did  not  in  the  least  wish  to  commit 
himself  to  the  view  that  there  might 
not  be  cases  as  they  went  on  in  smaller 
counties  where  it  might  be  desirable  to 
make  alterations,  he  was  quite  sure  that 
such  a  general  rule  as  that  proposed  was 
impractioable. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

PART  n. 

Supplemental  Protisioks. 
Clause   10  (Qualification  by  occupa- 
tion of  premises  in  immediate  succession 
in  divided  borough)  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Provision  as  to  Pembroke). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Kimber- 
LEY,  the  foUowiug  Amendment  made : — 
In  page  3,  line  38,  at  beginniug  of  clause 
insert  as  a  separate  paragraph  :  **  The 
borough  of  Warwick  shall  be  called 
Warwick  and  Leamington.'* 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Returning  officers  in  new 
boroughs). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Kim- 
BKBLBT,    the     following     Amendment 

VOJj.  CCXOVm.    [third  series.] 


made: — In  page  4,  line  43,  leave  out 
**  required.*' 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  insert,  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  the  first  of  the 
following  sub-sections :  — 

"  (4.)  In  any  new  borough  constituted  under 
this  Act,  the  whole  or  the  larger  part  of  the 
area  of  which  was  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act  comprised  in  the  Parliamentary  borough  of 
Westminster,  the  high  bailiff  of  Westminster 
shall  be  the  returning  officer  for  the  new  bo- 
rough, and  also  the  town  clerk  for  the  new 
borough  within  the  meaning  of  the  Registration 
Acts,  and  may,  by  writing  under  his  hand,  ap- 
point a  fit  person  to  be  his  deputy  for  all  or  any 
of  the  purposes  relating  to  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions in  any  such  new  borough,  and  anything 
in  relation  to  a  Parliamentary  election  autho- 
rised or  required  to  be  done  by,  to,  or  before 
the  returning  officer,  may  be  done  by,  to,  or 
before  the  high  bailiff  himself  or  such  deputy. 

'*  (6.)  Every  such  deputy  shall,  in  so  far  as  he 
acts  as  returning  officer,  be  deemed  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  expression  '  returning  officer ' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  law  relating  to 
Parliamentary  elections," 

said,  the  Amendment  was  merely  part 
of  a  general  proposal  >hich  he  hoped 
the  House  would  accept,  and  that  was  to 
restore  the  borough  of  Westminster  to 
the  condition  in  which  it  was  left  by 
the  Boundary  Commissioners.  The  case 
in  question  was  somewhat  peculiar.  In 
the  first  instance,  Westminster  was  to 
consist  of  three  boroughs,  returning  one 
Member  each ;  but  when  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  give  a  fourth  Member,  it 
was  consolidated  into  one  borough  with 
four  divisions.  Afterwards  it  was  thought 
undesirable  that  Westminster  should 
have  four  Members,  and  then  the  plan 
of  three  Members  was  returned  to.  But 
the  original  plan  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners was  only  returned  to  in  a  halt- 
ing fashion ;  because  Westminster  was 
left  as  a  borough  with  three  divisions, 
instead  of  being  divided  into  three  bo- 
roughs. The  great  principle  of  single- 
Membered  constituencies  was  that  each 
constituency  should  form  a  separate  in- 
tegral body,  and  should  not  be  limited 
in  the  amount  of  votes  it  conferred  by 
the  condition  of  any  other  constituency 
near  it.  The  position  of  a  voter  having 
property  in  more  than  one  division  of  a 
borough  was  somewhat  anomalous.  If 
he  had  a  qualification  in  two  boroughs 
closely  adjoining,  he  voted  in  respect  of 
each  qualification.  But  if,  instead  of 
two  boroughs,  he  bad  qualifications  in 
two  divisions  of  one  borough,  he  could 
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Clause  24  (Definitions)  agreed  to. 

Applieation  to  Scotland, 
Clause  25  (Application  of  Act  to  Scot- 
land) agreed  to. 

Application  to  Ireland, 

Clause  26  (Application  of  Act  to  Ire- 
land) agreed  to, 

PART  ni. 

Disqualification  op  Voters  for 
Corrupt  Practices. 
Clause  27  (Repeal  of  Acts  in  Eighth 
Schedule  respecting  corrupt  practices) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Disqualification  of  certain 
voters  for  corrupt  practices). 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY,  in  moving 
the  omission  of  the  clause,  said,  that  it 
•was  contrary  to  justice  and  to  sound 
maxim  that  penal  law  should  be  made 
retrospective.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  electors  who  had  been  scheduled 
for  corrupt  practices  at  the  Election  of 
1880  ought  not  to  be  disfranchised,  as 
this  clause  proposed.  Many  of  them 
gave  their  evidence,  and  made  full  dis- 
closures, upon  the  faith  of  the  indemnity 
given  them  by  the  Commissioners.  If, 
therefore,  they  were  now  to  be  punished, 
the  indemnity  would  be  deprived  of  its 
value.  He  did  not  wish  to  stand  up  for 
bribery  and  corruption ;  but  he  thought 
that  there  was  no  occasion  to  keep  up 
the  recollection  of  these  unfortunate 
occurrences  now  that  the  whole  elec- 
torate was  being  remodelled.  Byegones 
might  be  allowed  to  be  byegones,  and  a 
fresh  start  given  to  these  men,  particu- 
larly as  the  electors  of  Reigate,  Beverley, 
and  other  places,  would  be  enfranchised 
by  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "To  omit  Clause  28."— (2%* 
Earl  of  Jersey,) 

Lord  BRAMWELL,  in  supporting 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  clause  imposed  a  penally 
to  which  the  persons  affected  were  not 
subject  before.  Besides  that,  these  men 
to  whom  it  referred  had  never  been 
tried.  It  was  true  that  their  names  had 
been  scheduled  upon  such  evidence  as 
the  Commissioners  had  had  before  them; 
but  they  had  not  been  tried.  It  was 
also  true  that  many  of  them  had  them- 
selves gone  before  the  Commissioners 
And  told  them   what  they  had   done; 


but  that  was  not  a  trial.  No  penalty 
attached  to  the  mere  fact  of  being  sche- 
duled. Besides,  they  had  been  promised 
absolution  for  that  confession.  Notwith- 
standing that,  however,  they  were  now 
to  be  punished  by  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  would  be  a  very  hard  caw 
indeed.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  call  their  Lordships* 
attention.  By  the  clause,  the  penalty 
was  not  to  apply  to  persons  tried  and 
acquitted.  There  was  no  exemption, 
however,  of  those  against  whom  the 
Attorney  General  had  entered  a  noiU 
prosequi.  In  his  opinion,  the  very  fact 
that  the  Attorney  General  had  not  gone 
on  with  the  trial  against*  a  person 
showed  that  he  had  a  weak  case  against 
that  person,  weaker  than  that  which  he 
had  against  those  whom  he  had  prose- 
cuted, and  who  had  been  acquittea. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  said, 
he  hoped  that  their  Lordships  would 
not  be  persuaded  by  the  arguments 
which  they  had  heard  from  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Bramwell)  to 
remit  all  the  penalties  upon  bribery, 
and  now,  for  the  first  time,  to  determine 
that  persons  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
were  to  be  regarded  as  entirely  irre- 
sponsible. In  all  these  cases,  special 
laws  had  been  passed  to  punish  the 
offenders  with  respect  to  their  Parlia- 
mentary privileges.  The  immunity  from 
punishment  extended  only  to  the  Cri- 
minal Law.  This  was  not  a  Criminal 
Law ;  they  could  not  ask  a  man  to  oome 
forward  in  that  ease  and  punish  him- 
self, but  there  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  be  exempt  from  Parliamentary 
punishment.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
law  as  laid  down  in  this  clause  was  of 
unusual  leniency ;  under  the  Act  of  1BS3 
those  persons  who  were  dealt  with  under 
the  clause  would  have  been  disqualified 
for  a  longer  time.  In  this  clause  the 
course  was  pursued  which  had  beea 
taken  before,  and  it  was  quite  in  aooord- 
ance  with  Parliamentary  practice.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  those  againit 
whom  the  Attorney  General  had  entered 
a  nolle  prosequi^  he  hardly  ventured  to 
argue  with  one  who  had  had  the  l^al 
experience  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord;  but  he  thought  that  a  iM$ 
prosequi  was  by  no  means  equivalent  tP 
an  acquittal,  since  it  was  but  the  opinioa 
of  one  individual  man. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  a  mtn 
was    acquitted  after   evidence   againit 
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him  had  been  heard ;  a  noUe  proMqui 
meant  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  be 
heard. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUQH  said,  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
should  remember  that  whole  consti- 
taencies  consisting  of  boroaghs  were 
restored  under  the  Bill,  althoagh  pre- 
viously disfranchised  for  corrupt  prac- 
tices. 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  said,  that,  in 
many  instances,  this  clause,  which  he 
thought  unnecessarily  severe,  would 
carry  disfranchisement  beyond  the  ex- 
isting law. 

The  Eabl  op  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
would  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  by  the  existing  law — the 
Act  of  1883 — persons  guilty  of  this  of- 
fence were  disqualified  for  seven  years 
from  voting  at  any  election,  either  Par- 
liamentary or  municipal ;  whereas,  under 
the  present  clause,  they  were  only  dis- 
franchised in  the  division  in  which  the 
offence  was  committed.  The  existing 
law  was,  therefore,  more  severe  than  this 
clause. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
that  what  was  spoken  of  as  the  existing 
law  was  not  the  law  which  had  existed 
at  the  time  of  the  commission  of  these 
offences.  He  could  not  say  that  the 
matter  was  of  great  importance;  but 
when  they  looked  at  the  27th  clause, 
where  wholesale  amnesty  was  given,  it 
seemed  rather  unnecessary,  aod,  if  he 
might  say  so,  unworthy,  to  pounce  down 
on  those  unfortunate  people  in  Chester 
and  Oxford  and  make  them  the  subject 
of  a  special  penalty,  for  that  was  what 
it  came  to. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  Clause  27  referred  to  the  perpetual 
disfranchisement  of  voters  in  certain 
boroughs. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  question  whether  the  indemnity 
given  to  those  who  gave  evidence  before 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
corrupt  practices  at  electioDs  extended 
to  a  protection  against  statutory  dis- 
franchisement had  been  often  considered 
and  discussed  in  Parliament,  and  always 
decided  in  the  negative.  The  present 
Bill,  on  that  point,  was  in  strict  accord- 
ance with  the  former  precedents. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  what 
he  objected  to  was  to  those  persons  being 
convicted,  not  by  the  law  of  the  land 
but  by  Act  of  Parliament,  without  being 


heard.  What  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  on  the  Woolsack  said  amounted  to 
this — that  it  was  only  a  very  little  in- 
justice that  they  were  going  to  do. 

On  question  ?  Besohid  in  the  negatite. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

First,  Second,  Third,  and  Fourth  Sche- 
dules agreed  tOy  with  Amendments. 

Fifth  Schedule. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  24,  at  end 
of  Schedule,  insert — 
<*  Limerick.     |  So  much  of  the  present  Parlia- 
mentary as  is   contained  in 
I      the   municipal   borough    of 
I      Limerick.*' 
^{The  Earl  of  Litnerick.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  said,  he 
was  unable  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN,  in 
moving  an  Amendment,  to  add  to  the 
presently  constituted  Hawick  District  of 
Burghs  the  municipal  burgh  of  Jed- 
burgh, said,  their  Lordships  might  be 
aware  that  the  burgh  of  Jedburgh 
formed  at  the  present  moment  one  of 
the  group  called  the  Haddington  District 
of  Burghs,  which  group  would  be  dis- 
franchised by  the  Bill  under  the  consi- 
deration of  their  Jjordships.  Of  the 
Border  Burghs,  Hawick  had  a  popu- 
lation of  16,000,  and  an  electorate  of 
over  2,500 ;  Galashiels  had  a  population 
of  over  15,000,  and  an  electorate  of 
1,865 ;  Selkirk  a  population  of  6,090, 
with  an  electorate  of  900 ;  while  Jed- 
burgh had  a  population  of  3,400,  and 
an  electorate  of  395.  Thus,  if  Jed- 
burgh were  added,  the  total  population 
of  the  Border  Burghs  would  be  about 
41,000,  and  the  electorate  5,634.  This 
would  not  make  the  constitueucy  exceed 
that  of  some  other  similar  constituencies 
in  Scotland.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Jed- 
burgh were  taken  out  of  Roxburghshire, 
that  county  would  still  have  a  popula- 
tion of  over  33,000,  which  he  thought 
was  sufficient  to  entitle  it  to  return  a 
Member.  He  admitted  that,  generally 
speaking,  it  was  the  wish  of  Jedburgh 
to  be  added  to  the  county ;  but  it  struck 
him  that  the  question  was  not  so  much 
what  the  burgh  wished,  but  what  the 
county,  which  was  much  larger,  wished. 
As  to  the  other  reason,  that  Jedburgh 
was  not  a  manufacturing  town,  ho  con- 
tended that  Jedburgh  was  essentially  a 

Digitized  by  VaUUViV:: 


1387      Parliameniary  EUctionB        {LOftDS)  {RediairibuUon)  BUI.  1388 


manufacturing  burgh,  and  could  not  be 
called  an  agricultural  burgh.  Jedburgh 
had  an  individuality  of  its  own,  and  in 
feeling,  tradition,  and  every  other  way, 
it  was  an  urban  burgh.  The  place  was 
increasing,  and  he  submitted  that  there 
was  every  reason  why  it  should  be  pre- 
served from  being  merged  in  the  county, 
and  added  to  the  Border  Burghs. 

Ifoved,  in  page  23,  after  line  12,  to 
insert — 

"  Hawick       The  present  district  as  above  de- 
District,         fined,  and  the  municipal  burgh 
of  Jedburgh.'* 
— (2%#  Marquets  of  Lothian,) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
had  listened  attentively  to  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lothian), 
but  he  had  heard  no  reason  for  placing 
Jedburgh  in  the  Hawick  District.  In- 
deed, the  reasons  given  by  the  noble 
Marquess  appeared  to  him  to  be  rather 
conclusive  against  his  proposal.  This 
question  was  raised  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  was  then,  he  under- 
stood, practically  settled.  Their  Lord- 
ships might  remember  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  scheme  for  re-grouping 
the  Scottish  burgh  constituencies;  but 
that  was  found  not  to  be  generally 
favourable  to  the  Eepresentatives  of 
Scotland,  and  it  was  entirely  aban- 
doned, and  these  constituencies  were, 
so  far  as  that  scheme  was  concerned, 
left  practically  as  they  were.  The  noble 
Marquess  ^aid  Jedburgh  was  a  small 
town.  So  were  some  others  which 
formed  the  Haddington  Burghs.  That 
group,  indeed,  was  disfranchised  because 
it  did  not  contain  a  population  of  15,000. 
Why  should  Jedburgh  be  singled  out  by 
the  noble  Marquess  for  favourable  con- 
sideration from  among  the  other  towns 
forming  the  group.  The  mere  fact  that 
Jedburgh  was  a  small  town  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  an  argument  calling 
for  special  consideration,  because  it  was 
not  a  solitary  instance,  there  being  very 
many  towns  in  the  position  of  Jedburgh 
as  dealt  with  by  the  Bill.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Hawick  Burghs  with  Jed- 
burgh added  would  have  a  population 
of  something  like  41,000;  but  their 
Lordships  had  to  remember  that  the 
population  of  Roxburghshire  was  al- 
ready very  small,  and  if  Jedburgh  was 
taken  out  of  the  county  the  population 
would  be  reduced  to  34,000.  It  did 
seem  to  him,  therefore,  an  extraordinary 

The  Marquess  of  Lothian 


proposal  that  a  burgh  should  be  aug- 
mented to  41,000,  in  order  to  leave  the 
county  with  a  population  of  34,000.  In 
his  opinion,  no  sufficient  ground  had 
been  presented  for  altering  the  decision 
which  had  been  come  to. 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY 
said,  the  question  was  not  as  to  whether 
this  particular  Scotch  county  had  or  had 
not  a  large  population.  There  were 
many  Scotch  counties  which  had  very 
small  populations ;  and,  if  there  was  any 
defect  in  the  Bill,  it  was  the  somewhat 
exaggerated  representation  given  in  that 
respect.  The  point,  however,  was  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  separate  the  urban  from  the 
rural  constituencies.  In  this  matter  of 
Roxburghshire,  that  had  not  been  done, 
and  it  had  not  been  done  in  opposition 
to  the  process  and  principle  which  were 
followed  in  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  As 
their  Lordships  knew,  where  indiTidaal 
constituencies  had  been  disfranchised, 
single  burghs  had  been  thrown  into  the 
counties ;  but  this  had  not  been  the  case 
with  groups.  Only  two  groups  of  burghs 
had  been  abolished — the  Haddington 
Burghs  in  Scotland,  and  another  g^op 
in  Wales,  that  of  Haverfordwest,  which 
if  it  had  been  dealt  with  as  the  GoverD- 
ment  had  dealt  with  the  Haddington 
Burghs  would  have  been  thrown  into 
the  counties ;  but  this  had  not  been  the 
case.  Haverfordwest  was  united  to  the 
neighbouring  borough  of  Pembroke; 
but  what  he  contended  was  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  to  separate  the 
urban  from  the  rural  constituencies, 
and  that  ought  to  be  done  by  observing 
a  fair  and  uniform  process  in  dealing 
with  special  constituencies.  In  dealing 
with  those  groups,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  observing  a  uni- 
form process.  It  was  difficult  to  argue 
this  question  without  having  the  ap- 
pearance of  insinuating  something ;  he 
was  most  anxious  to  avoid  anything 
of  the  kind ;  but  the  pracdcal  effect 
in  both  of  the  cases  here  under  re- 
view was  that  they  pleased  the  local 
Party  which  was  favourable  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  did  not  please  the  other 
Party.  If  they  had  proceeded  upon  a 
uniform  principle,  this  would  be  no 
argument  at  all ;  but  when  the  Govern- 
ment went  upon  one  principle  in  Wal<^ 
and  another  principle  in  Scotland,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  had  a  light  to 
ask  them  to  make   their  practice  ani- 
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form,  and  do  in  Scotland  as  they  had 
done  in  Wales. 

The  Eael  of  MINTO  said,  that  Jed- 
burgh was  not  a  thriving  burgh,  and 
was  not  increasing  in  the  same  way  as 
the  other  Border  Burghs  were.  It  was 
one  of  an  old  group  of  burghs,  all  of 
which,  for  Parliamentary  purposes,  were 
proposed  to  be  put  into  the  counties  in 
which  they  were  situated.  Why  should 
they  take  this  step  with  regard  to  Jed- 
burgh ?  He  had  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  district ;  and,  on  the  merits  of 
the  case,  he  thought  the  arrangement 
made  by  the  Bill  was  more  satisfac- 
tory than  the  one  proposed  by  the 
Amendment. 

LoKD  BALFOUE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  a  matter  of  great  regret  that  more 
advantage  should  not  be  taken  of  this 
opportunity  to  re-arrange  the  constitu- 
encies and  the  grouping  of  burghs  in 
Scotland.  Anything  more  anomalous 
than  the  present  arrangement  he 
thought  it  would  be  impossible  to  con- 
ceive ;  and  he  was  certain  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  only  been  adhered 
to,  because  sufficient  trouble  was  not 
taken  to  procure  agreement  upon  any 
other  system.  Almost  anything,  he  be- 
lieved, would  on  the  merits  have  been 
better  than  the  present  system  of  group- 
ing burghs  in  Scotland.  Any  system 
which  grouped  two  burghs  like  Ayr  and 
Campbeltown  together,  and  which  made 
some  of  these  groups  so  small  in  point 
of  population,  as  compared  with  some 
county  constituencies,  must,  he  thought, 
of  itself  stand  condemned.  The  present 
system  left  one  division  of  Ayrshire  with 
a  population  of  more  than  90,000,  while 
the  Ayr  group  of  burghs  had  not  more 
than  40,000.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Elimberley)  told  them  that  the 
Government  had  attempted  to  produce 
another  scheme;  but  that  scheme,  he 
(Lord  Balfour)  believed,  was  condemned 
almost  universally,  and  it  contained 
anomalies  fully  as  gpreat  as  those  which 
were  allowed  at  present  to  exist.  One 
of  the  proposals,  for  instance,  was  that 
the  constituency  of  Mid  Lothian  should 
have  no  less  than  93,000  of  a  population, 
which  would  have  been  the  largest 
county  constituency,  he  believed,  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  thought,  under 
present  circumstances,  it  was  hardly 
worth  while  to  bring  forward  such  a 
proposal  as  that  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Lothian),  sim- 


ply because  he  (Lord  Balfour) ^as  quite 
satisfied  that,  in  a  very  few  years,  the 
question  of  grouping  of  burghs  and  of  the 
constituencies  generally  in  Scotland  must 
be  again  raised.  It  was  impossible  that 
the  present  system  could  be  defended ; 
and  he  was  certain,  as  nothing  could  be 
done  now  to  settle  it,  that  it  must  be 
again  discussed  in  a  very  short  time. 
That,  he  thought,  was  very  unfortunate ; 
because,  in  such  a  case,  there  were  al- 
ways imputations  made  of  a  desire  to 
gain  Party  advantage,  when,  by  some 
arrangement,  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion might  have  been  effected.  There- 
fore, he  would  again  say  that  he  regretted 
that  some  attempt  had  not  been  made  to 
devise  a  better  scheme  by  arrangement 
between  the  Parties. 

The  Eael  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  who  had  just  spoken 
(Lord  Balfour)  had  expressed  an  opinion 
as  to  the  non-permanence,  in  all  human 
probability,  of  the  present  arrangement. 
But,  while  he  (the  Earl  of  Eosebury) 
quite  agreed  with  it,  from  that  argument 
a  very  powerful  reason  might  be  drawn 
against  the  Amendment.  The  Govern- 
ment, or  the  Lord  Advocate,  produced 
a  scheme  which  they  thought,  on  the 
whole,  was  a  distinct  improvement  on 
the  scheme  of  the  Bill.  That  scheme 
did  not  die  a  natural  death  under  the 
universal  condemnation  described  by  tbe 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Balfour).  It 
died  of  a  much  more  portentous  and  un- 
fortunate complaint.  It  was  sent  to  the 
wall  against  what  was  called,  in  the  par- 
lance of  the  day,  the  **  sacred  covenant*' 
entered  into  by  the  Chiefs  of  both  Par- 
ties. So  honourably  was  that ''sacred 
covenant "  adhered  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment side  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  all  those  who,  like  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Lothian)  and,  to 
some  extent,  himself  (the  Earl  of  Eose- 
bery)  agreed  that  the  present  representa- 
tion of  Scotland  was  full  of  anomalieSi 
withdrew  all  their  schemes  and  all  their 
Amendments,  and  submitted  to  the 
operation  of  tbe  sacred  bond.  What 
was  the  noble  Marquess  going  to  do,  if 
a  little  burgh,  which  was  kept  merely 
in  existence  because  it  was  a  county 
town,  and  possessed  a  large  share 
of  county  business  and  county  offices, 
which  practically  kept  it  alive,  was  going 
to  upset  all  their  arrangement 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUEY,  in^ 
terposing,  said,  his  noble  Friend  oppo- 
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Bite  (fche  Earl  of  Eosebery)  was  not  a 
Member  of  the  GoTerninent  when  this 
arrangement  was  entered  into,  and  he 
therefore  spoke  under  great  misappre- 
hension when  he  said  that  this  question 
was  any  part  of  it.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  spoke  under  gpreat  diffi- 
culty ;  but  he  assured  the  noble  Earl 
he  was  wrong.  The  matter  referred  to 
in  the  Motion  before  the  House  was  not 
in  the  **  sacred  covenant "  at  all. 

Thb  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  that, 
at  all  events,  that  was  the  impression 
''  elsewhere "  when  the  Amendments 
were  withdrawn ;  and  he  was  quite  con- 
vinced Liberal  Members  in  the  other 
House  would  complain  very  loudly,  and 
very  strongly,  if  there  was  to  be  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  borough  system  of 
Scotland  in  the  petty  degree  in  which  it 
was  contemplated  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).  The  noble 
Marquess  said  he  did  not  impute  motives 
to  the  Government.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Eosebery)  did  not  wish  to  impute  mo- 
tives any  more  than  the  noble  Marquess 
himself ;  but  there  were  rumours  in  the 
air  that  this  was  a  sort  of  what  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lothian) 
called  **Jeddart  justice'*  towards  the 
sitting  Member  for  Eoxburgh  County. 
WheSier  that  were  so  or  not,  he  thought 
it  was  an  unfortunate  state  of  things 
that,  at  that  hour  and  at  that  stage  of 
the  Bill,  the  noble  Marquess  thought  it 
necessary  for  one  single  disarrangement 
of  the  system  to  bring  forward  his 
Amendment. 

LoED  DENMAN  said,  that  nothing 
could  be  worse  than  turning  boroughs 
into  counties.  Indeed,  it  was  against 
the  6th  clause  of  the  Franchise  Bill, 
which  prevented  occupation  of  a  house 
in  a  borough  giving  a  vote  for  a  county. 
But  boroughs  which  Sir  Francis  Pal- 
grave  wrote  were  indestructible  were 
destroyed,  and  thus  they  were  trans- 
formed into  counties.  Haddington  was 
formerly  grouped  with  Jedburgh,  and 
it  was  an  historical  borough,  for  Gene- 
ral Monk  was  there  when  he  designed  to 
restore  the  Monarchy;  and  though  he 
openly  cufiPed  an  officer  for  stating  that 
such  was  his  intention,  yet.  by  returning 
to  Edinburgh  and  marching  with  his 
army,  he  brought  all  England  to  his 
opinion.  Such  a  borough  ought  to  have 
a  vote  with  other  boroughs,  as  was  the 
case  all  over  Scotland  except  as  to  Had- 
dington and  Wigton. 

T/te  Marquess  of  Salishunj 


On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  rfr 
vided : — Contents  66  ;  Not-Contents  58  • 
Majority  13. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 
Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Sixth  Schedule. 

Viscount  PC  WEESCOUET  proposed 
an  Amendment,  in  regard  to  the  Dublin 
divisions,  to  leave  out  **  Donnybrook 
Division,*'  and  insert  "St.  Stephen's 
Green." 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  42,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  (**  Donnybrook,")  and 
insert  (''St.  Stephen's  Green.")— (2TU 
Viscount  Power scourt.) 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBEELEY  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
decidedly  objected  to  the  proposed 
alteration,  and  would  like  to  know  who 
the  noble  Viscount  represented?  No 
one  wished  for  the  change;  and,  cer- 
tainly, he  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  did 
not.  Donnybrook  was  partly  his  pro- 
perty. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  35;  Not-Conteots  31: 
Majority  4. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Seventh  Schedule. 

LoBD  WEOTTESLEY  proposed  to 
amend  the  Schedule  by  alteiing  the 
name  of  the  South-Eastem  Division  of 
Staffordshire  by  calling  it  the  Hands- 
worth  Division. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  76,  line  1,  to  leave  out  (*' Sooth* 
Eastern,")  and  insert  (**  Handsworth.*')— (fW 
Lord  Wrotteeley,) 

The  Earl  of  DAETMOUTH,  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment,  [said,  that  it 
had  the  support  of  both  the  local  Con- 
servative and  Liberal  Associations. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBEELEY  said, 
that  although  he  agreed  that  the  rival 
claims  to  give  a  name  to  this  divisioa 
were  pretty  evenly  balanced,  yet  be 
should  not  oppose  the  Amendm«it. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Thb  Earl  of  FEYEESHAM  propoMd 
that  the  Whitby  Division  of  the  ^oith 
Eiding  should  be  called  the  Eastern  or 
Whitby  Division. 
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Amendment  moved,  in  page  83,  line 
12,  after  ("The,")  insert  (** Eastern 
or.**)— (7%<j  Earl  of  Ftversham.) 

Thk  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  be 
thought  that  the  adoption  of  this  Amend- 
ment would  only  increase  the  confusion 
with  regard  to  names. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  AUCKLAND,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Batley  Division  of 
Yorkshire  should  be  called  the  Mor- 
ley  Division  instead,  said,  that  the 
change  would  give  great  satisfaction  to 
the  vast  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  division.  Batley  contributed  only 
1,900  to  the  population  of  the  division, 
whereas  Morley  contributed  15,000. 
The  original  decision  of  the  Oommis- 
fiioners  had  been  in  favour  of  Morley, 
as  were  36,000  out  of  the  50,000  persons 
in  the  district. 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  84,  line 
29,  to  leave  out  ("  Batley,")  and  insert 
("  Morley.")— (Ti^*  Lord  Auckland.) 

The  Earl  of  DARTMOUTH  said, 
he  thought  that  a  strong  case  had  been 
made  out  in  favour  of  the  name  of  Mor- 
ley for  this  division.  The  final  division 
on  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  been  quite  a  surprise,  as,  in 
the  first  instance,  a  majority  of  the 
House  had  pronounced  in  favour  of 
Morley. 

The  Marqitiss  of  RIPON  said,  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  support 
the  decision  to  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  ultimately  come.  He  was  in- 
formed that  it  was  an  error  to  suppose 
that  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district  wished  for  the  change. 
Beyond  that,  the  name  of  '' Batley" 
should,  for  many  reasons,  including 
railway  and  postal,  be  retained.  Batley 
was  very  much  more  central  than  Mor- 
ley, and  a  large  proportion  of  the  people 
residing  in  the  division,  when  travelling 
by  railway,  would  have  to  pass  through 
Batley  in  order  to  ^ei  to  Morley  at  all, 
which  in  itself  he  regarded  as  a  very 
strong  consideration.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  areas,  ]Morley  was 
within  the  parish  of  Batley.  Batley  was 
also  a  very  progressive  place,  and  the 
seat  of  a  considerable  industry. 

Lord  de  ROS  said,  he  was  also  in 
favour  of  the  retention  of  the  name  of 
Batley,  which  was  a  post  town,  whereas 


Morley  was  not.  Batley  was  also  a 
corporate  town,  with  a  town  hall  and 
other  conveniences  for  election  pur- 
poses. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  said,  he 
thought  that  on  the  question  of  merit 
Morley  ought  to  give  the  name  to  the 
division,  as  Batley  was  only  known  in 
connection  with  Dewsbury.  The  fact  of 
the  difference  in  population  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  Morley. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  the  Qovemment  were  divided  on 
this  question.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  be  influenced  by  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  late  Viceroy  of 
India,  who  belonged  to  that  part  of  the 
county,  and  he  would  vote  for  the  name 
of  Batley  being  retained.  The  question 
was,  however,  entirely  an  open  one. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  (ft- 
vided: — Contents  21 ;  Not-Contents  18: 
Majority  3. 

Eesolved  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM,  in 
moving  the  omission  of  the  name 
"  Spen  Valley  Division,"  and  the  in- 
sertion in  its  stead  of  ''Birstal  Divi- 
sion "  (Eastern  part  of  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire),  said,  the  Spen  Valley 
was  not  known  to  anybody,  and  was 
only  remarkable  for  being  the  recep- 
tacle of  all  the  sewage  from  Birstal; 
whereas  Birstal  was  a  very  important 
parish,  and  the  general  feeling  of  the 
district  was  in  favour  of  Birstal  being 
the^designation  of  the  division. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  86,  line  30,  to  leave  out  {**  Spen 
VaUey,")  and  insert  (*•  Birstal.*')— (2%^  Earl  of 
Fe  vert  ham.) 

Viscount  CRANBROOK,  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  that  al- 
though he  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  he  had 
never  heard  of  the  Spen  Valley  until  he 
saw  it  in  that  Bill.  Birstal,  on  the  con- 
trary, was  a  well-known  place. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Eighth  Schedule  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  i^m/tfi  as  amended.    (No.  129.)  . 

Digitized  by  ^^UU^lC 


1395 


Zaw  and 


AFRICA  (SOUTH-EAST  COAST) - 

ST.  LUCIA  BAY. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 


The  Eabl  of  JEESEY,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  in 
The  Tmea  of  27th  May,  that  the  Boers  in 
Zulu  land  have  issued  a  proclamation, 
dated  30th  April,  protesting  against  the 
action  of  Lieutenant  Moore  in  taking 
possession  of  St.  Lucia  Bay,  denying 
any  British  rights  there,  and  asserting 
the  rights  of  the  new  Eepuhlic  over  St. 
Lucia  Bay  and  the  whole  country ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  assertion  of 
any  rights  inconsistent  with  those  al- 
ready acquired  by  England  in  Zululand  ? 
said,  he  thought  it  was  hardly  possible 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
have  allowed  those  proceedings  to  pass 
unnoticed,  and  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  be  able  to  state  that  what- 
ever rights  we  had  in  Zululand  and  in 
St.  Lucia  Bay  would  be  maintained  by 
the  Government.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Earl  would  also  inform  the  House  whe- 
ther all  questions  relating  to  the  German 
claim  to  St.  Lucia  Bay  had  been  settled 
or  not  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  difficulty  in  answering  the 
noble  Earl's  Question.  It  was  a  fact 
that  some  Boers  had  settled  in  Zululand, 
had  set  up  a  Government  of  their  own, 
and  had  put  forward  a  Proclamation  in 
the  sense  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
referred.  He  ought,  perhaps,  to  explain 
that  he  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
either  the  Government  or  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal  were  in  any  way  con- 
nected with  that  movement.  That  Pro- 
clamation, as  he  understood,  was  really 
issued  by  a  party  of  Boers  who  had  effected 
settlement  in  Zululand.  The  matter  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer,  the  Governor  of  Natal,  who  lost 
no  time  in  repudiating,  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government,  those  pretensions 
of  the  Boer  settlers.  Sir  Henry  Bulwer's 
action  in  so  doing  had  been  approved 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  was,  therefore,  in  a 
position  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  in  any  way  acquiesced 
in  the  pretensions  so  put  forward,  nor 
had  they  waived  any  of  the  rights  which 
they  possessed  in  that  country.  With 
regard  to  the  claim  of  the  German  Go- 
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vernment  to  St.  Lucia  Bay,  he  was  now 
in  a  position  to  say,  with  some  confi- 
dence, that  the  matter  had  been  dis- 
posed of  by  diplomatic  action,  and  that 
no  further  claims  were  likely  to  be  ad- 
vanced by  Germany.  But  perhaps  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  noble 
Earl  if  he  said  generally  that  he  should, 
in  a  few  days,  be  prepared  to  lay  Papers 
on  the  subject  upon  the  Table,  and  that 
they  would  be  in  the  hands  of  noble 
Lords  shortly  afterwards. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o*  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  ^th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Members  Sworn— Williim 

Pirrie  &>inclair,  esquire,  for  Antrim  Countr ; 

Sir  Herbert  Lloyd  Watkin  Williams  Wjnn, 

baronet, /or  Denbigh  County. 
Public  Bill  —  Second  Reading — Customs  and 

Inland  Revenue  *  [154],  negatived. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)- 

OFFICE   OF  AUDITOR  OF  THE   COURT 

OF  SESSION. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  any  complaints  as  to  the  husi- 
ness  of  the  Office  of  the  Auditor  of  the 
Court  of  Session  being  in  arrear,  and 
the  inconvenience  thereby  occasioned  to 
litigants ;  whether  he  has  had  prerious 
complaints  on  the  subject;  and,  whether 
the  fact  of  the  arrears  is  attributable  to 
extra  duties  which  have  been  impoMd 
by  Statute  on  the  Auditor ;  and,  if  ao, 
whether  it  is  in  the  x>ower  of  Govern- 
ment to  increase  the  staff  of  the  office 
by  an  additional  Auditor  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfoub)  :  I  have  not  received  any 
complaints  to  the  effect  that  the  judirial 
business  of  the  office  of  the  Auditor 
of  the  Court  of  Session  is  in  WTf«r, 
whereby  inconvenience  is  caused  to  Uti» 
gants ;  and,  upon  inquiry,  I  do  not  find 
that  there  is  any  necessity  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Judicial  Auditor.  I  on* 
derstand  that  the  Auditor  prepay  gtv«t 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


1397 


Fieri  and 


{June  8,  1885}        Harloun  {Ireland),         1398 


a  preference  to  judicial  or  official  work, 
with  the  yiew  of  preyentiog  it  getting 
into  arrear. 

EDUCATION— YOLUNTARY  TRAINING 
HOMES. 

Mb.  EANKIN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  there  are  any  ntatistics  in  the 
possession  of  the  Home  Department,  or 
any  other  Department  of  State,  which 
would  afford  approximate  information 
as  to  the  number  of  children  in  the 
United  Kingdom  at  present  being 
brought  up  in  voluntary  training  homes 
whether  under  Government  inspection 
or  not,  other  than  certified  industrial 
sehools  or  reformatories ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Government  would  allow 
Buch  information,  to  be  given  in  the 
form  of  a  Eeturn,  giving  the  numbers 
of  such  children  and  the  names  and 
localities  of  the  homes,  and  the  num- 
ber and  sexes  of  the  children  in  each 
hiime  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET :  I 
have  inquired  of  the  various  Depart- 
ments, and  I  am  afraid  it  is  impossible 
to  get  from  them  the  figures  relating  to 
these  voluntary  schools. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— PROBABLE  DE- 
FICIT ARISING  FROM  WAR 
PREPARATIONS. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  India,  What  is  the 
expected  deficit,  for  the  current  year  on 
the  Indian  finances,  in  consequence  of 
the  war  preparations  undert^en  in 
that  country  ;  if  there  will  be  any  sav- 
ings effected  in  any  branches  of  the 
service ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  estimate; 
whether  any  addition  is  contemplated 
on  the  present  taxation  of  the  country ; 
and,  if  any  portion  of  the  deficit  is  to  be 
met  by  loan  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  The  Government 
of  India  are  revising  their  financial 
position,  and  have  called  on  all  the 
Provincial  Governments  to  report  by 
June  10  what  reductions  of  expenditure 
can  be  effected.  Until  they  have  had 
time  to  consider  the  Heports  of  the  Pro- 
vincial Gt)vemments,  and  communicate 
the  results  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  it 
is  impossible  to  give  definite  answers  to 
these  Questions. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  inquired  whether, 
after  that  answer,  the  hon.  Gentleman 


intended  to  proceed  with  the  East  India 
Loan  Bill  to-night. 
Mr.  J.  K.  OEOSS :  Yes,  certainly. 

LUNATIC    ASLYUMS    (IRELAND) -CRI- 
MINAL LUNATIC  ASYLUM, 
DUNDRUM. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  will  make  further  inquiry 
as  to  whether  he  was  correctly  informed 
in  the  reply  he  gave  on  the  1st  of  May 
as  to  the  circumstances  under  which  a 
number  of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary 
are  employed  in  the  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum  at  Dundrum ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  hospital  patients  were  re- 
moved to  make  room  for  the  constables ; 
whether  the  hospital  has  since  been, 
and  still  is,  occupied  exclusively  by  a 
force  of  twelve  constables,  under  the 
command  of  a  sergeant ;  if  so,  what 
arrangements  are  made  for  sick  patients 
in  the  asylum  ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  heretofore,  with  a  much  smaller 
proportion  of  attendants,  and  when  the 
grounds  were  only  partially  enclosed, 
an  escape  was  hardly  ever  attempted ; 
and,  whether  he  can  find  out  what  is 
the  reason  for  the  change  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  my  previous 
answer  as  to  the  reasons  for  which 
police  have  been  employed  at  this  asy- 
lum. The  hospital  patients  having  been 
transferred  to  the  body  of  the  house, 
the  police  have  been  allowed  the  use  of 
the  hospital,  which  is  a  small  detached 
building.  With  regard  to  the  escapes 
which  occurred  a  few  months  ago,  I 
cannot  undertake,  within  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  a  QuDstion,  to  explain  the 
causes  which  may  have  led  to  them. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND;— 
ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  has  received  a  communication  from 
the  representatives  of  the  ship  and 
boat-owners  of  Arklow  as  to  the  failure 
of  the  harbour  works;  whether  they 
have  forwarded  a  Report  thereon  from 
Mr.  W.  G.  Strype,  C.E.,  the  engineer 
under  whose  direction  the  adjacent  har- 
bour at  Wicklow  has  been  constructed  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  that  Report 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  A  communication 
to  the  efl'oct  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
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has  been  received.  As  the  Government 
have  it  in  contemplation  to  procure  a 
Beport  on  the  case  from  some  indepen- 
dent engineer  who  has  not  been  mixed 
up  in  the  personal  controversies  which 
have,  unfortunately,  arisen  about  it,  I 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  lay  any 
further  Papers  on  the  Table  at  present. 

NAVY— THE  EVOLUTIONARY  SQUAD- 
KON— TORPEDO  CRAFT. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  How  many  and  what 
design  of  Torpedo  craft  are  to  accompany 
the  Evolutionary  Squadron  about  to  be 
assembled  in  the  Channel  under  the 
command  of  Admiral  Hornby ;  whether 
any  portion  of  the  Fleet  is  to  be  manned 
by  officers  and  men  of  the  First  and 
Second  Class  Mercantile  Beserves ;  and, 
further  to  inquire  if  the  cruise  is  to  be 
a  game  of  war,  combining  manoeuvring 
with  land  forces,  or  to  be  limited  to  the 
usual  summer  routine  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEAS8EY :  The  tor- 
pedo  flotilla  which  will  accompany  the 
Evolutionary  Squadron  under  the  com- 
mand of  Admiral  Hornby  includes  the 
Meeh  and  Polyphemus^  and  eight  first- 
class  and  eight  second-class  torpedo 
boats.  Of  the  1 3  iron-clads  in  the  Squad- 
ron, all  except  the  Lord  Warden  and 
Penelope  are  fitted  with  two  or  four  tor- 
pedo tubes.  Three  most  important 
unarmoured  vessels  in  the  Squadron — 
the  Conquest,  Mercury,  and  Leander — 
are  similarly  fitted.  A  few  officers  of 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserves  are  being 
selected  for  service  with  the  Squadron. 
The  men  of  the  Reserves  have  not  been 
called  out.  During  the  cruise  many 
experiments  will  be  carried  out  with 
especial  reference  to  the  torpedoes. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  whether  the 
fleets  were  engaged  in  what  might  be 
designated  a  game  of  war  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  replied, 
that  the  trials  and  exercise  would  be 
carried  out  under  the  direction  of  one 
of  the  ablest  officers  in  the  Service,  and 
he  had  been  invited  to  give  his  atten- 
tion to  the  use  of  the  torpedo. 

PUPLIC  HEALTH— THE  CHOLERA. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Abstract  Report  of  a  Committee  of  the 
Academy  of  Medicine  and  Surgery  of 
Barcelona,  appointed  to  investigate  Dr. 

Mr.  Uihhert 


^erran's  system  of  protective  inoculation 
against  cholera,  pubHshed  in  TKe  Briiisk 
Medical  Journal  of  the  30th  ultimo,  and 
particularly  to  the  following  para- 
graph :— 

^\  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  the 
identity  of  the  micro-organism  of  Ferran  with 
the  comma-bacillus  of  Koch  has  been  estab- 
lished, and  that  its  pathogenic  effects  have  been 
proved  to  be  prevented  by  inoculation.  There- 
fore, a  means  of  averting  cholera  has  been 
discovered;" 

whether  he  has  observed  that,  according 
to  Spanish  telegrams  published  in  the 
newspapers,  the  Spanish  Government 
on  28th  May  appointed  a  Commission  to 
proceed  to  the  cholera-stricken  districts 
of  Valencia  along  with  Dr.  Ferran,  with 
the  view  of  testing  his  system;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  probably  fleet- 
ing nature  of  the  opportunity  now  pre- 
sented for  its  investigation  and  the 
trifling  expense  required  for  the  de- 
spatch of  a  small  Commission  to  an  ac- 
cessible country  like  Spain,  he  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  at  once  nominating 
such  a  Commission,  without  awaitini^ 
the  result  of  protracted  negotiations  with 
the  Indian  Government  as  to  their  bear- 
ing a  portion  of  the  cost? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL :  Our  at- 
tention  has  been  called  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  referred  to,  and  we  have 
seen  the  telegrams  in  The  Slcmdard  as 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Commission  by 
the  Spanish  Government.  We  hare 
been  promised  by  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nister at  Madrid  translations  of  any 
papers  by  Dr.  Ferran ;  but,  having  re- 
gard to  the  opinion  of  our  medical  ad- 
viser, we  do  not  deem  it  necessary  at 
the  present  time  to  despatch  a  Commis- 
sion on  behalf  of  the  Board  with  th« 
view  of  investigating  Dr.  Ferran*s  sys- 
tem of  inoculation. 

THE   UNITED   STATES  AND  CUBJL— 

TREATY  OF  COMMERCE. 

Mr.    TENNANT   asked  the   lender 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affain^ 

Whether  any  further  information   can 

be  given  to  the  House  regardinir  ihm 

negotiations  with  the  United  States  Cor 

:  a  Trade  Treaty  with  the  West  India 

!  Colonies ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty *a 

I  Government  have  received  any  in  forma* 

tion  as  to  the  negotiations  now  proceed* 

ing  between  the  United  States  and  *^pai« 

for  a  Trade  Treaty  between  the  Uaitesi 

I  States  and  Cuba  ?  . 
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Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Mr.  West,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Washington,  has  communicated  to  Mr. 
Bajard,  the  American  Secretary  of  State, 
Lord  Granville's  despatch  of  the  12th 
February,  stating  the  reasons  for  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  unable 
to  accept  the  draft  of  the  proposed  Con- 
vention to  regulate  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  the  British  West 
India  Colonies;  and  he  has  reported 
that  this  statement  of  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  commercial  negotiations  are 
proceeding  between  the  United  States 
and  Spain,  but  I  am  unable  to  give  par- 
ticulars. 

INDIA— BOMBAY  LAND  REVENUE  ACT. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Paper 
containing  a  copy  of  the  Bombay  Land 
Revenue  Act  of  1879,  and,  in  a  parallel 
column,  a  copy  of  the  Land  Revenue 
Act  of  1827  ? 

Me.  J.  K.  CROSS:  Both  the  Acts 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  are  already  in  the  Li- 
brary of  the  House.  The  Act  of  1827 
is  to  be  found  most  conveniently  at  page 
211  of  Return  No.  201  of  1829.  The 
Act  of  1879  was  supplied  to  the  Li- 
brary in  the  usual  course  on  its  receipt 
from  India.  I  think  the  hon.  Member, 
on  referring  to  the  two  Acts,  will  agree 
that  they  io  not  sufficiently  correspond 
to  make  it  worth  while  printing  them  in 
the  manner  proposed. 

INDIA  (RAILWAYS)-LOSS  ARISING 
FROM  GUARANTEES. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  will  famish  a  Return  showing  the 
loss  in  working  Railways  paid  from 
Indian  taxation  to  the  several  Quaran- 
teed  Railway  Companies  to  1884  be- 
yond the  amount  of  net  revenue  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  inquiry  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
refers,  I  apprehend,  not  to  the  loss  on 
working  the  guaranteed  railways,  but 
to  the  loss  sustained  by  the  Government 
of  India  up  to  1884  through  the  pay- 
ment of  guarantees.  The  hon.  Member 
wUl  find  a  detailed  statement   of  this 
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matter  at  [pages  705-6  of  the  Appendix 
to  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  East  Indian  Railway  Communications 
presented  last  year,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  the  charge  on  the  Revenues  of 
India  up  to  March  31,  1885,  reached  35 
crores  of  rupees. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)— SECRECY  OF  TELEGRAMS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (for  Mr.  J.  W.  Bar- 
clay)  asked  the  Postmaster  Genera), 
Whether  his  attention  has  heen  called 
to  a  letter  in  The  North  British  Dailn/ 
Mail  of  29th  May,  signed  hy  two  well 
known  persons  in  Portree,  which  states 
particulars  of  an  attempt  to  elicit  from 
post  office  officials  in  Portree  informa- 
tion respecting  the  senders  and  contents 
of  telegrams ;  and,  whether  he  has  in- 
quired of  the  Postmaster  at  Portree  as 
to  the  truth  of  the  allegations  in  the 
letter ;  and,  if  he  will  communicate  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  to  the  House? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  have  seen 
the  letter  referred  to,  and  I  have  also 
had  a  statement  from  the  Postmaster  to 
the  same  effect.  I  have  communicated 
with  the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  subject, 
and  I  learn  from  him  that  the  Sheriff 
had  made  a  statement  to  him  of  a  totally 
different  character,  informing  him  that 
the  statement  by  the  Postmaster  is  in- 
correct. As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the 
matter  is  at  rest  there. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  :  Has  a  similar  oc- 
currence taken  place  at  the  post  office 
atUig? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  have  not 
heard  anything  of  that. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  inquire  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter,  signed  by  two  resi- 
dents in  Portree,  published  in  several 
Scotch  newspapers,  describing  an  at- 
tempt by  Sheriff  Ivory  to  obtain  infor- 
mation from  the  Post  Office  officials  by 
threats,  with  reference  to  the  contents 
and  authorship  of  telegrams  alleged  to 
have  been  despatched  from  the  Portree 
telegraph  office ;  and,  if  the  facts  are  as 
stated,  is  it  his  intention  to  order  a  pro- 
secution ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfottr)  :  My  attention  was  called  to 
this  letter,  and  I  communicated  with  the 
Sheriff,  and  received  from  him  a  totally 
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different  account  of  what  actually  took 
place. 

NAVY— PURCHASE  OF  MERCHANT 
STEAMERS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  aaked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  To  state  the  names  of 
the  merchant  steamers  lately  or  now  be- 
longing to  the  mercantile  marine  whose 
services  were  obtained  by  purchase  or 
hire  since  the  Ist  December  1884  ;  how 
many  of  them  were  armed  and  fitted 
for  war  on  the  let  June;  with  what 
guns,  and  how  many  5 -inch  breech- 
loading  guns  were  on  board;  whether 
any  were  armed  with  40-pound  breech- 
loading  Armstrong  guns ;  and,  whether 
those  guns  have  not  been  considered  ob- 
solete since  1870? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  We  do 
not  consider  that  it  would  be  for  the 
public  advantage  to  make  a  detailed 
statement  in  Parliament  as  to  the  arma- 
ment of  the  mercantile  auxiliaries  re- 
cently chartered.  The  armament  sup- 
plied is  considered  by  the  Admiralty  to 
be  efficient  for  the  purpose.  It  includes 
a  large  proportion  of  guns  of  the  latest 
patterns  and  improvements. 

EXTRA  POLICE  (IRELAND)  — THE  COR- 
PORATION OF  LIMERICK. 

Me.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  another  sum  of 
£172  68,  3d.  for  extra  police  for  the 
half-year  ended  3 1st  March  last  has  be- 
come due  from  the  Limerick  Corpora- 
tion; whether,  at  the  Limerick  Town 
Council  meeting  held  on  the  4th  in- 
stant, a  Town  Councillor,  in  moving  the 
rejection  of  the  claim,  remarked  that  he 
thought — 

"  The  Government  were  not  serious,  other- 
wise Mr.  Qladstone  and  Mr.  Pamell  were 
playing  a  game  between  them  over  the  matter ;  *' 

and  whether  the  Government  will  any 
longer  abstain  enforcing  against  the 
Corporation  the  judgment  obtained  in 
the  proper  Court  of  Law  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
I  understand  the  facts  as  to  a  further 
sum  having  become  due  from  the  Lime- 
rick Corporation  and  as  to  the  obser- 
vations thereon  of  one  of  the  Town 
Councillors  are  as  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. There  is  no  change  in  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Qovernment  since  I  last  an- 
swered a  Question  on  this  subject  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

The  Lord  AdvoeaU 


Mr.  LEWIS:  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  the  Gtivemment 
will  introduce  the  Bill  they  have  talked 
so  long  about  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
That  does  not  rest  with  me. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE-STATISTICS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  can  furnish  a  Return  of  the  namber 
of  ships  registered  as  belonging  to  the 
British  Mercantile  Marine,  with  their  re* 
spective  tonnage,  distinguishing  sailing 
vessels  from  steamships,  and  specifying 
the  number  of  ships  under  steam  available 
for  service  as  cruizers,  or  otherwise,  in 
time  of  war  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said^ 
the  Board  of  Trade  were  unable  to  gire 
any  Return  of  the  number  of  steamshipe 
available  for  service  as  cruisers  or  other- 
wise in  time  of  war,  as  it  rested  with 
the  Admiralty  to  decide  what  reesela 
were  suitable  for  such  purpose.  The 
remainder  of  the  information  was  al- 
ready given  in  detail  in  the  statement 
of  navigation  and  shipping  of  the 
United  Kingdom  which  was  annually 
communicated  to  Parliament  and  in  Tk^ 
Mercantile  Navy  List. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  AFGHAN  BOUN. 
DARY  COMMISSION— SIR  PETBR 
LUMSDEN. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  aaked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Lord  Kim- 
berley  has  been  given  to  statements  re- 
ported to  have  been  made  by  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  to  a  correspondent  of  Tkt 
Times  in  Austria;  whether  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  still  holds  a  Commission  for 
the  delimitation  of  the  Afghan  frontier ; 
whether  he  has  offered  any  explanation 
of  the  words  he  is  r^orted  to  hare 
used — 


**  That  the  evacuation  of  Candabar 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Gladstone  Cabtait. 
and  that  it  has  been  the  origin  of  all  th*  aa^ 
sequent  trouble.** 

and,  whether  records  of  the  India  i  )flioe 
confirm  the  communication  addreeaed 
by  Sir  Lepel  Oriffin  to  The  TVcMt,  in  the 

following  words : — 

''While  the  OonsenratiTe  Goyemment  vw* 
in  power  I  was  directed  by  the  Vic«roj  to  4*» 
Glare  at  Cabul  and  repeatedly  did  ao 
that  the  British  Goremment  had  no 


of   occapying  permanently  or  a^nwiny  Cfea« 

dahar?'' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1405  Egypt  {MilUary  Operations  {  Jijnb  8,  1885} 


in  the  Soudan). 


1406 


Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS :  I  will  take  the 
opportunity,  while  answering  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  of 
answering  also  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire. 

Mb.  OHAPUN:  After  the  answer 
giyen  by  the  Prime  Minister  the  other 
day»  I  do  not  mean  to  put  it. 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  Then  I  shall  an- 
swer the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur}  Arnold.)  The 
attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has 
been  directed  to  the  statements  attri- 
buted to  Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  and  de- 
scribed in  this  Question.  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden's  position  as  Commissioner  has 
not  been  annulled.  Sir  Peter  Lumsden 
has  always  held  and  asserted,  regardless 
of  Party  questions,  the  opinion  that 
the  evacuation  of  Candahar  was  an 
error.  In  regard  to  the  other  Question, 
he  does  not  consider  himself  in  any  way 
responsible  for  alleged  utterances  in- 
correctly reported  by  newspaper  corre- 
spondents, and  he  disavows  any  intention 
of  making  any  attack  upon  the  Govern- 
ment under  which  he  has  been  serving. 
In  reply  to  the  paragraph  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question  respecting  Sir  Lepel 
Griffin's  letter,  I  may  say  that  it  is  quite 
true  that  Sir  Lepel  Griffin  wrote  this 
getter. 

EGYPT—SUPPRESSION  OF  THE  **BOS- 
PHORE  EGYPTIEN  "—THE  INCRIMI- 
NATORY ARTICLES. 
Me.  JERNINGHAM  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fiairs,  Whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  those 
articles    from   27ie    Boaphore     Egyptien 
which  led  to  the  suppression  of  that 
paper,  and  which,  from  the  correspond- 
ence lately  presented  to  Parliament,  it 
would  seem  oir  Eyelyn  Baring  was  in- 
stmoted  to  forward  to  Lord  Granyille  on 
AprU  13th  1885? 

Sm  FREDRICK  MILNEE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  statement  by  the  Cairo 
correspondent  of  The  Times  on  the  30th 
of  May,  with  regard  to  27ie  Bosphare 
JSgyptien : — 

"  Th$  B0$phore  EgypHm  contuiaes  to  make 
aitocki  of  the  most  insolent  and  disgusting 
kind  upon  Englishmen  in  the  8M:Tice  of  the 
SSgyptian  Goyemment ; " 

Tfliether  hQ  bf^  ftny  reaspz^  to  suppose 


this  statement  to  be  untrue  ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  submit  to  such  conduct 
without  protest  ? 

LoHD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  think  he 
will  agree  with  me  that,  as  the  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject  is  now  dosed, 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  re-open  the 
matter  in  the  manner  he  suggests. 
With  reference  to  a  subsequent  Question 
on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  York,  I  may  state  that  the 
files  of  the  paper  which  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  date  of  its  re-appearance 
up  to  the  27th  ultimo,  do  not  appear  to 
bear  out  the  allegations  made  in  the 
statement  which  he  quotes. 

EGYPT    (MILITARY    OPERATIONS    IN 

THE   SOUDAN)— THE  INDIAN 

CONTINGENT. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  com- 
plaints of  the  Indian  newspapers  of  the 
failure  to  send  to  India  particulars  of 
the  losses  among  the  Native  officers  and 
men  employed  in  the  Soudan  ;  and,  if  he 
can  say  that  such  information  has  yet 
been  furnished  in  regard  to  both  soldiers 
and  camp  followers,  and  that  it  will  be 
communicated  to  the  relatives,  as  is  done 
in  this  Country,  and  pensions  and  gra- 
tuities will  be  awarded  to  the  families  of 
those  who  have  fallen  ? 

Mk.  J.  K.  CROSS :  I  have  not  seen 
the  report  referred  to ;  but  I  may  in- 
form my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  instructed  General 
Graham  two  months  ago  to  telegraph  at 
once,  and  in  future,  to  the  War  Office 
and  direct  to  India  the  number  and 
classes  of  camp  followers  killed  or 
wounded.  The  particulars  of  the  losses 
among  the  Native  officers  and  men  would 
be  sent  as  a  matter  of  course  to  the 
regimental  depots,  whence  they  would 
be  communicated  to  the  families.  No- 
minal rolls  of  both  soldiers  and  officers 
will  have  been  sent  by  the  weekly  mails 
by  Commanding  Officers  of  regiments  and 
Departments  of  all  classes.  Copies  of 
these  rolls  have  been  received  at  the 
India  Office.  The  pensions  and  gra- 
tuities authorized  by  the  Indian  Regula- 
tions for  troops  and  followers  will  be 
awarded  to  the  families  of  those  who 
have  fallen. 
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EGYPT     (FINANCE,    &c.)— THE    EGYP- 

TIAN  COUPONS-THE   DEDUCTION 

OF  FIVE  PER  CENT. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Khedivial  Decree  of 
April  the  12th,  taxing  the  coupons,  has 
been  annulled  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE : 
No,  Sir ;  it  has  not. 

EGYPT— THE  PORT  OP  SUAKIN. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  (for  Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  commercial  value  of  the  Port  of 
Suakin,  and  to  its  possible  usefulness  as 
a  coaling  station  on  the  road  to  India ; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  abandon  volun- 
tarily the  position  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE ;  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
decide  what  course  it  will  be  proper  to 
pursue. 

SPAIN-THE  TREATY  OP  COM- 
MERCE. 
Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  is  aware  that  British  fish  is 
charged  2s,  per  cwt.  more  than  French, 
Norwegian,  or  other  fish  on  import  to 
Spain  ;  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  reply  of  Senor  Elbuazen,  Spanish 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  to  a  depu- 
tation of  the  Madrid  Mercantile  Club,  as 
follows : — 

"The  Spanish  Government  are  willing  to 
carry  out  their  part  of  the  contract,  and  that, 
provided  the  English  Government  had  not 
some  ulterior  motive  for  allowing  the  matter  to 
fall  through,  he  still  hoped  to  re-establish  ne- 
gotiations;'' 

and,  whether  any  instructions  have  been 
sent  to  our  Ambassador  at  Madrid,  to 
disabuse  the  minds  of  Spanish  States- 
men that  we  have  no  ulterior  motive  to 
cause  us  to  desire  the  failure  of  the  Con- 
vention ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  believe  the  duty  on  British  fish  im- 
ported into  Spain  to  be  what  the  hon. 
Member  states.  With  reference  to  the 
latter  portion  of  his  Question,  since  I 
made  a  statement  on  this  subject  to  the 
House  a  further  despatch  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Spanish  Government, 
which  will  re(}uire  a  reply  from  Her 


Majesty's  Government.  From  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Spanish  communication 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  with- 
out hope  that  they  may  be  able  to  re- 
sume the  negotiations,  and  instructions 
will  be  given  in  that  sense  to  Mr.  Ford, 
the  successor  of  Sir  Eobert  Morier,  who 
has  been  appointed  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  St.  Petersburg. 

ARMY     (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  THE 

EAST   KENT   REGIMENT,   4th 

(MILITIA)  BATTALION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  is 
the  strength  of  the  4th  Battalion  of  the 
East  Kent  Begiment,  now  out  for  its 
annual  training  at  Chatham  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
The  4th  (Militia)  Battalion  of  the  East 
Kent  Regiment  was  dismissed  from  its 
annual  training  on  the  30th  of  May. 
The  Inspection  Return  has  not  yet  been 
received.  The  enrolled  strength  of  the 
battalion  on  the  1st  of  June  was  193 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men  ;  but 
it  gave  260  transfers  to  the  3rd  Battalion 
on  its  recent  embodiment. 

REGISTRATION  (OCCUPATION  VOTERS) 

BILL— MEDICAL  RELIEF— MR, 

CHAMBERLAIN. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  II 
he  is  correctly  reported  as  having  naed 
the  following  words  on  June  3rd  at  the 
Forward  Liberal  Club : — 

'<  Wt  have  had  a  taste  of  the  spirit  of  the 
Tories  even  within  the  last  few  weeks,  tad 
what  they  have  not  dared  to  do  in  ^e  House  of 
Commons  they  have  put  up  their  c<mfedentas 
in  the  House  of  Lords  to  do  for  them,  and  bj 
making  medical  relief  a  disqualification  for 
franchise,  they  have  taken  away  with  one  hand 
what  they  gave  with  the  other,  and  tkey  \Krm 
kept  out  from  the  enjoyment  of  their  efcctoral 
rights  probably  one -fourth  of  those  whom  we 
sought  to  enfranchise ;  ** 

and,  whether  he  has  at  any  time  oinea. 
or  in  any  way,  protested  against  the 
Bill  as  presented  by  the  Govemmeat, 
containing  the  Clauae  diafranchistag 
those  in  receipt  of  parachial  medical  re- 
Uef? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  As  legaida 
the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  believa 
the  report  is  substantially  correct.  At 
to  the  second  Question,  all  I  can  aaj  ia 
that  it  is  not  open  to  me  to  state  any 
communications  which  may  have  paiissii 
between  myself  and  any  Mesnbar  of  tii* 
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Government.  I  did  not  myself  vote  in 
favour  of  this  disqualification,  and  I 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  fact  that  when  the  ques- 
tion was  discussed  in  the  House  of 
Lords  the  Government  Tellers  told 
against  this  disqualification,  and  the 
Members  of  the  Government  then  voted 
against  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  when  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  brought  in  omitting 
the  clause  which  removed  this  disquali- 
fication, he  then  thought  the  effect  was 
to  exclude  a  quarter  of  those  who  ex- 
pected to  get  the  franchise  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  matter 
was  not  specially  brought  under  my 
attention.  I  certainly  had  not  then 
formed  any  opinion  as  to  the  exact 
number  of  persons  who  might  be  dis- 
qualified by  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Did,  then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fail  to  inform  himself 
of  the  effect  of  the  Bill  until  after  it  had 
left  this  House  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  extract  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Frederick  Milner),  whether 
lie  did  not  say  at  the  end  of  his  speech 
— ''This  is  monstrous  injustice,"  refer- 
ring, of  course,  to  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Yes,  Sir; 
I  did. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  should  like 
the  Attorney  General,  if  he  is  in  his 
place—but  I  see  that  he  is  not.  Then 
X  should  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  the  Attorney  General  did  not 
[CVf>*o/**OrderV'] 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  asking  a 
Question  which  does  not  arise  out  of  the 
answers  given. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  But,  Sir,  it 
does  arise  out  of  the  answers. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  putting  to  a  Minister 
a  Question  as  to  the  construction  of  an 
answer  given  by  another  Minister. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  was  not 
going  to  put  a  Question  as  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  answers  ;  but  I  was 
asking  whether  the  Attorney  General 
did  not  in  the  House  use  these  words, 
••  I  oppose  the  Amendment'' — that  is, 
the    Amendment    which   removed    the 

VOL.  OOXOYIII,    [thxrd  sbries.] 


medical  disqualification.    [ Cries  of  '*  Or- 
der!"] *■  ^ 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  is  entirely  out  of  Order.  He  is  now 
referring  to  a  past  debate. 

Afterwards, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  suppose  I 
shall  be  in  Order  in  asking  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  the  Attorney  General, 
in  stating  in  the  House  that  he  opposed 
the  Amendment  abolishing  the  disquali- 
fication for  medical  relief  on  the  ground 
of  principle,  represented  the  collective 
opinion  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  without  Notice.  I  am 
not  really  aware  what  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
stated.  He  is  extremely  judicious,  and 
I  was  not  aware  that  he  had  made  such 
a  statement.  Without  Notice,  I  have 
no  opportunity  of  conferring  with  him  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  I  ever  heard  him 
make  a  statement  in  this  House  by 
which  I  was  not  prepared  to  abide. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  repeat 
the  Question. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  Question  arising  out  of  the  answer  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  in 
the  House  of  Lords  the  Government 
Tellers  told  against  the  exclusion  of 
voters  who  had  received  medical  relief. 
He  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  whether  the  Go- 
vernment Tellers  in  that  House  had  not 
told  in  favour  of  the  exclusion  of  voters 
who  received  medical  relief  from  the 
rates  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  :  I 
tell  in  a  great  many  divisions ;  and  I 
really  cannot  say  whether  I  did  so  on 
this  occasion.  I  can  look  in  one  moment, 
and  so  can  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Do  I  understand 
that  the  noble  Lord  does  not  recollect 
whether  he  told  in  favour  of  the  exclu- 
sion of  voters  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR :  The 
hon.  Member  can  look  at  the  Division 
Lists  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Does  the  noble  Lord 
not  remember  ?  I  shall  repeat  the  Ques- 
tion to-morrow. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMMISSION. 
Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Wh^-j 
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ther  he  can  make  any  statement  as  to 
the  progress  of  the  negotiations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Suez  Canal  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  All  that  the 
Government  are  able  to  say  on  this  sub- 
ject has  already  been  said  in  **  another 
place*'  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State — I  am  not  finding  fault 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman — and  the  state- 
ment is  to  this  effect— that  the  Commis- 
sion which  is  sitting  has,  we  believe  and 
understand,  very  nearly  arrived  at  the 
close  of  its  proceedings.  Lord  Gran- 
ville expects  that  they  will  probably 
bring  it  to  a  conclusion  in  the  course  of 
the  present  week.  But  they  have  bound 
themselves  not  to  publish  the  proceed- 
ings, and  therefore  we  are  precluded 
from  eutering  upon  any  details. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  Are 
we  quite  sure  that  the  English  Commis- 
sioners spoke  on  the  basis  laid  down  in 
Lord  Granville's  Circular  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Lord  Granville 
has  also  stated — ^I  ought,  perhaps,  to 
have  mentioned  this  before — that  some 
clauses  have  been  introduced  into  the 
draft ;  and,  discussion  having  arisen,  the 
English  Commissioners  have  made  all 
the  reservations  which  they  considered 
necessary. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Will 
the  Commission  be  concluded  in  time 
for  the  Government  to  ful61  their  pro- 
mise to  submit  them  to  the  House  before 
assent  is  given  to  them  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  What  I  under- 
stood was  that  the  House  had  the  assur- 
ance that  before  the  Convention  should 
become  binding  upon  this  country  it 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing 
the  contents  of  it,  and,  if  necessary,  of 
passing  an  opinion  on  the  details.  I 
am  not  now  speaking  of  putting  other 
Business  aside;  that  obligation  I  con- 
sider quite  independent  of  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Commission  will  have 
finished  on  one  day  or  another. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
merely  wish  to  know  whether  there  is 
any  probability  of  the  opportunity  oc- 
curring before  the  close  of  the  present 
Session,  or  whether  the  matter  will 
have  to  stand  over  until  the  new  Par- 
liament ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir.  I 
should  think  there  is  no  likelihood 
whatever  that  the  conclusion  of  the  pro- 
ceedings will  not  be  reached  long  before 
then. 
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EGYPT    (MILITARY    OPERATIONS    IN 

THE  SOUDAN)— GENERALS  GRAHAM 

AND  M'NEILL. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  promised  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  operations  in  the  Soudan  by  Generals 
Graham  and  McNeill,  and  especially  into 
the  circumstances  of  the  surprise  of  the 
22nd  March,  has  been  carried  out,  and 
with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  and  what  in- 
quiry he  intends  instituting  with  regard 
to  the  loss  of  life  caused  by  the  surprise 
on  the  occasion  of  the  attack  on  General 
M'Neiirs  zereba,  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Suakin  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
In  reply  to  both  these  Questions,  I  may 
say  that,  as  Lord  Wolseley  was  about 
to  proceed  to  Suakin,  he  was  instructed 
to  make  personal  inquiries  on  the  spot, 
and  to  give  his  opinion  on  the  eyeats 
referred  to.  In  a  despatch  acknow- 
ledging these  instructions,  Lord  Wolse- 
ley strongly  deprecated  any  further  in- 
quiry ;  and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  read  a  short  extract  from  the  despatch 
in  which  he  gave  his  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject.    He  says — 

"  But  at  the  same  time  I  would  point  out  tlat 
I  myself  strongly  deprecate  (save  in  the  moet 
extreme  cases)  inquiring  too  rigoroosly  into  the 
conduct  of  commanders  after  unsatiifaotory  en- 
gagements. It  is  hopeless  to  expect  to  find  a 
general  who  does  not  make  mistakes.  The  k»- 
tory  of  war  shows  that  the  greatest  gcnenls 
have  done  so  often.  There  may  be  caset  m 
which  these  mistakes  are  of  such  a  character  as 
to  call  for  the  immediate  removal  of  their  author 
from  his  command.  But,  short  of  thia,  to  exa- 
mine minutely  into  any  faulty  dispoeitioos  that 
have  been  made,  and  to  publish  to  the  world  a 
condemnation  of  them,  simply  takes  away  from 
the  general  implicated  all  the  confidence  of  hk 
troops  without,  as  far  as  I  can  tee,  any  oompeA- 
sating  good  result  whatever.** 

Up  to  the  present  time  Lord  Wolseley 
has  not  sent  any  further  Heport.  Under 
those  circumstances,  His  Koyal  High- 
ness the  Field  Marshal  Commanding- 
in- Chief  is  of  opinion — in  which  opinios 
I  concur — that  it  will  be  adriaable  t» 
await  Lord  Wolseley's  retura  beifort 
coming  to  any  decision  on  the  whole 
question.  This  delay  can  have  no  on- 
favourable  results  to  the  Public  Sermtt^ 
inasmuch  as  the  Expeditionary  Fotv« 
has  been  broken  up,  and  the  offic«n 
referred  to  are  returning  to  this 
country. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT-PRECEDENT  FOR  AP- 
PROPRIATING FUNDS  OF  PROXI- 
MATE TO  MEET  DEFICIT  IN  CUR- 
RENT YEAR. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  (for  Lord  George 
Hamilton)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  there  is  any  modem  pre- 
cedent of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposing,  in  his  Budget  Statement,  to 
meet  a  deficiency  on  the  current  year  by 
the  appropriation  through  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  the  funds  of  the  proxi- 
mate financial  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  The  noble  I^ord 
put  this  Question  on  the  Paper  for  the 
19th  ultimo,  and  it  was  answered  on  my 
behalf  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  He  now  renews  it, 
and  I  can  only  say  that  the  answer 
which  he  then  received  was  strictly  ac- 
curate. The  precedent  of  1880  was  this, 
that  a  large  deficiency  on  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  then  current  year  was  pro- 
vided for  by  the  appropriation  of  the 
permanent  annual  charge  during  the 
next  and  four  following  years  to  the 
extent  of  about  £2,750,000. 

NAVY— EXPLOSION  ON  BOARD  H.M.S. 
"  INFLEXIBLE." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked.  Whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  could 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
the  explosion  on  board  the  Inflcxihh  that 
morning  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRA8SEY :  A  tele- 
j^pram  received  at  the  Admiralty  is  as 
follows : — 

**  An  explosion  of  coal  gas  occurred  this  morn- 
ing at  8.30  on  board  the  InJUxihle,  Thirteen 
men  were  were  injured.  Of  these  eight  were 
admitted  to  Haslar  Hospital.  Three  men,  Joseph 
Miller,  James  Baker,  and  George  Roberts,  were 
somewhat  severely  hurt,  but  no  apprehension  is 
entertained  as  to  their  safety.  The  remainder 
are  only  slightly  injured.  The  IpJlexibU  is  not 
at  present  in  commission.*' 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  COUNT  OUT  OF 
FRIDAY  NIGHT. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, How  it  was  that  the  Qovemment 
allowed  the  House  to  bo  counted  out  on 
Friday  evening  at  8  o'clock;  whether 
two  or  three  weeks  ago,  when  the  House 
iras  counted  put  on  a  Friday  evening, 


the  right  hon.  Grcntleman  did  not  apolo- 
gize for  the  occurrence  by  pleading  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire 
(Lord  Richard  Qrosvenor)  was  wearied 
by  his  Parliamentary  duties;  whether 
the  same  excuse  applied  to  Friday  even- 
ing last;  whether,  generally,  it  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  Governnient  to  keep  a 
House  on  Friday  nights ;  and,  espe- 
cially, whether  it  was  not  the  duty  of 
the  Gt>yernment  to  keep  a  House  last 
Friday  night,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
passing  of  a  certain  Resolution  was 
essential  in  justice  to  a  great  British 
industry  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  begin  my  answer  by  a  cor- 
rection of  a  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord.  I  never  gave  the  answer  attri- 
buted to  me  by  the  noble  Lord  with  re- 
gard to  the  former  occasion.  I  did  not 
plead  the  fatigue  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  as  a  reason  why  a 
House  was  not  kept.  With  regard  to 
what  happened  on  Friday  night,  I  will 
not  say  the  Government  had  a  special 
duty,  but  they  had  a  very  special  desire 
to  keep  a  House,  and  they  made  con- 
siderable efforts  for  that  purpose.  My 
noble  Friend  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject 
between  7  and  8  o'clock,  and  told  me  of 
the  arrangements  he  had  made  to  have 
a  sufficient  number  of  Members,  as  he 
believed,  present  until  a  certain  hour, 
when  Members,  among  whom  I  was  one, 
made  their  arrangements  to  take  the 
places  of  those  who  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  remain  throughout  the  whole 
night.  But  what  happened  was  this. 
When  the  House  was  counted  there 
were  present  36  Gentlemen,  including 
the  Speaker,  so  that  only  four  were 
wanting  to  make  a  House.  It  is  cer- 
tainly the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
make  every  effort  they  can  to  keep  a 
House  on  Friday ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Government  is  not  prepared  to 
accept  that  obligation  indefinitely,  nor 
is  it  understood  that  a  number  of  Mem- 
bers amply  sufficient  to  complete  the 
House  are  one  and  all  to  quit  the  House 
on  a  count  being  called  for.  On  Friday 
there  were  12  Members  present,  all  of 
whom  found  duties  elsewhere  that  made 
it  necessary  for  them  to  withdraw  when 
the  count  was  called,  and  what  I  have 
said  may  therefore  appear  reasonable  to 
the  House.  My  noble  Friend  near  me 
did  his  best  to  keep  a  House,  and  of  the 

2  2  o  Digitized  by  Vol iJO VIC 


1419         Customs  and  Inland  [COMMONS} 


Revenue  Bill. 


1420 


House,  before  the  right  Hon.  Baronet 
moves  his  Amendment,  relates  to  the 
effect  of  the  additional  duties  in  con- 
nection with  the  consumption  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland.  On  the 
30th  of  April,  I  think  not  in  my  Finan- 
cial Statement  itself,  but  in  answer  to 
inquiries  addressed  to  me  subsequently, 
I  gave  very  roughly  some  figures  on 
that  subject,  stating  at  the  time  that 
they  were  rough.  But  shortly  after- 
wards there  appeared  in  a  financial 
journal  which  is  entitled  to  the  greatest 
respect,  as  always  analyzing  financial 
questions  with  extreme  care — 1  mean  The 
Economist  newspaper — a  very  elaborate 
table  representing  what  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  division  of  the  duties  on 
spirits  and  beer  between  the  consumers 
in  the  three  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom. I  took  some  pains,  after  perusing 
that  calculation,  to  ascertain  to  what 
extent  the  figures  were  justified.  I  will 
give  to  the  House  the  result.  The 
original  figures  in  The  Economist  of  the 
2nd  of  May  attributed  to  the  three  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom  a  consumption 
of  spirits  in  the  following  proportions. 
The  number  of  gallons  of  spirits  sup- 
posed to  be  consumed  in  England  was 
13,100,000,  in  Scotland  8,350,000,  and 
Ireland  7,310,000.  The  revenue  from 
these  quantities  was  then  stated,  and 
also  the  revenue  from  beer ;  and  the 
total  reivenue  from  spirits  and  beer  was 
then  given  as  in  England  £14,140,000, 
in  Scotland  £4,510,000,  and  in  Ireland 
£4,330,000.  These  figures  were  re- 
printed in  every  part  of  the  Kingdom, 
and  formed  the  foundation  of  a  heavy 
attack  on  this  part  of  the  Budget.  But 
in  the  following  week  The  Economist  dis- 
covered one  serious  mistake,  and  raised 
the  revenue  in  England  to  £15,750,000, 
reducing  it  in  Scotland  to  £3,640,000, 
and  in  Ireland  to  £3,410,000.  But  a 
still  more  serious  mistake  existed,  and 
has  not  been  corrected  to  this  date. 
Erom  this  calculation  foreign  and  Colo- 
nial spirits  were  altogether  left  out ; 
and  the  House  probably  knows  that 
more  than  five-sixths  of  the  spirit 
coming  from  abroad  is  consumed  in  Eng- 
land ;  so  that  the  proportion  between 
the  three  divisions  of  the  Kingdom 
was  altogether  inaccurate.  According 
to  the  first  calculation  of  The  Econo- 
mist, the  number  of  gallons  of  spirits 
consumed  in  England  was  13,100,000, 
whereas  in  fact  it  was  23,200,000.     lu 
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Scotland  the  number  of  gallons  was 
stated  to  be  8,350,000;  but,  in  fact,  it 
was  7,500,000 ;  and  the  number  of 
gallons  of  spirits  stated  to  be  con- 
sumed in  Ireland  was  7,300,000  gallons, 
whereas,  in  fact,  it  was  only  5,800,000, 
the  difference  being  due  to  the  causes  I 
have  described.  With  respect  to  the 
Eevenue,  the  differences  are  these.  Ac- 
cording to  the  original  calculation,  the 
only  one  reprinted  all  over  the  Kingdom, 
the  revenue  received  from  beer  and  spirits 
in  England  was  stated  to  be  £  14,14 1,000; 
in  point  of  fact,  it  was  £19,200,000.  la 
Scotland  it  was  stated  to  be  £4,520,000; 
whereas  it  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
£4, 1 00,000.  In  Ireland  it  was  stated  to 
be  £4,340,000 ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
was  £3,600,000.  So  that  whereas  it 
was  represented  at  first  that  the  revenue 
from  beer  and  spirits  wasin  the  proportion 
of  about  3^  in  England  to  1  in  Scotland 
or  Ireland,  in  point  of  fact  the  Revenue 
derived  from  beer  and  spirits  in  Eng- 
land was  as  5 i^  to  1  in  Ireland,  and  as 
between  4J^  and  5  to  1  in  Scotland.  If 
the  wine  revenue  be  added  the  propor- 
tion paid  on  liquor  in  England  would  be 
still  greater.  These  are  very  important 
corrections  of  the  calculations  of  Tkm 
Economist  put  forward  as  accurate  by 
opponents  of  the  Budget  in  all  parts  of 
the  country ;  and,  that  being  so,  it  is  juBt 
as  well  that  the  accurate  figures  should 
be  given.  No  doubt,  no  one  will  be 
more  glad  of  this  than  the  distinguished 
editor  of  The  Economist  himself. 

Mb.  OliR-EWING  asked  how  much 
the  revenue  would  represent  per  head  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  have  given 
the  facts,  and  anyone  can  make  that 
calculation  for  himself.  It  will  also 
be  interesting  to  the  House  to  know 
to  what  extent  the  revenue  received  from 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  will  be 
increased  by  the  proposals  which  we 
make.  That  also  has  been  the  subject 
of  several  calculations,  which  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  correct ;  but  I  will 
give  the  accurate  figures.  Assuming  the 
revenue  to  be,  as  I  stated  on  Friday, 
increased  by  £600,000  from  spirits  and 
£750,000  from  beer,  or  by  a  total  sum 
of  £1,350,000,  the  following  would  be 
the  proportion  between  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland.  The  addition  to  tb« 
duties  received  in  England  from  the  con « 
sumption  of  spirits  would  be  £382.000  ; 
in  Scotland,  £123,000;  and  in  Irtsland, 
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£95,000.  With  respect  to  beer,  the  ad- 
dition received  in  England  from  the 
increased  duty  would  be  £660,000 ;  in 
Scotland,  £30,000;  and  in  Ireland. 
£60,000.  Thus  the  total  increase  of 
revenue  arising  from  the  additional 
duties  on  beer  and  spirits  would  be  in 
England.  £1,042,000;  in  Scotland, 
£153,000;  and  in  Ireland,  £155,000; 
or,  in  other  words,  more  than  77  per 
cent  of  the  additional  duty  would  be 
paid  by  the  English  consumer,  1 1  per 
cent  by  the  Scotch,  and  llj  by  the 
Irish.  I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me 
for  having  at  this  moment  interposed 
with  these  figures,  because  if  I  had  not 
done  so  the  debate  might  proceed  on 
wrong  assumptions.  I  have  shown  that 
seven-ninths  of  the  additional  duties 
will  be  paid  by  England,  about  one- 
ninth  by  Scotland,  and  one-ninth  by 
Ireland.  If  to  this  be  added  the  addi- 
tional Income  Tax,  Scotland  will  pay 
less  than  one-tenth  of  the  additional 
taxation,  Ireland  less  than  one-sixteenth, 
and  England  more  than  five- sixths.  I 
do  not  wish  to  stand  now  any  longer 
between  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  at  a  later  period  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  speak  on  the  whole  subject 
of  the  Budget. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ecchequer.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
rising  to  move — 

**  That  this  House  regards  the  increase  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  in  the  Duties  levied  on  Beer 
and  Spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a 
corresponding  addition  to  the  Duties  on  Wine, 
and  declines  to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on  Heal 
Property  nntil  effect  has  been  g^ven  to  its 
Resolution  of  17tb  April  1883  and  of  28th 
March  1884.  by  which  it  has  acknowledged 
farther  measures  of  relief  to  be  due  to  rate- 
payers in  counties  and  boroughs  in  respect  of 
local  charges  imposed  on  them  for  National 
services/' 

Baid :  There  are,  I  think,  many  points 
on  which  this  Budget  invites,  very 
temptingly,  criticism  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  I  might,  for  instance, 
dwell  on  the  extraordinary  fact  that 
under  a  Liberal  Administration,  which 
ought  to  be  economical  if  anything 
at  all,  we  have  an  Expenditure  of 
£100,000,000.  I  might  ask  how  it  is 
consistent  with  a  doctrine  which  has 
been  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  the  most  important  rule  of    sound 


finance, — namely,  that  under  any  clr- 
cumsttinces  we  ought  to  pay  our  way — 
that  a  sum  which  may  be  as  much  as 
£3,000,000,  and  can  hardly  be  less  than 
than  £1,100,000,  is  to  be  carried  on  to 
the  taxation  of  the  following  year,  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Succepsor,  who- 
ever he  may  be,  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  with  an  implied  promise 
that  part  of  the  taxation  by  which  the 
increased  expenditure  is  to  be  met  this 
year  by  Her  Majesty *8  Government  is 
not  to  be  renewed.  I  might  ask 
why  it  was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  Financial  Statement, 
exaggerated  his  deficit  by  taking  bd. 
as  the  normal  limit  of  the  Income 
Tax,  when,  if  the  rate  at  which  that 
tax  stands  in  the  current  year  is  con- 
sidered, you  will  find  that  the  average 
rate  of  the  Income  Tax  under  the  pre- 
sent Government  has  been  6i.,  while  it 
was  only  Zd.  under  the  late  Administra- 
tion. I  have  no  desire  to  enter  into  these 
subjects  now.  I  have  no  desire,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  did  me  the  honour  to 
suggest  some  weeks  ago,  to  express  any 
censure  on  the  Government,  or  to  move 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  My  in- 
tention is  to  call  attention  to  the  pro- 
posals in  this  Budget,  to  ask  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  for  any  argu- 
ments I  may  have  to  bring  forward  in 
support  of  my  views,  and  to  invito  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  re- model 
his  Budget  if  the  considerations  I  ad- 
vance seem  to  require  it.  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  dwell  on  the  changes  in 
the  Budget  announced  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  Friday.  I 
do  not  imagine  that  he  considers  these 
changes  were  of  very  great  importance, 
because  the  Government  did  not  think 
it  worth  while  on  Friday  to  keep  a 
House  to  get  them  sanctioned.  I  can- 
not understand  why  they  should  have 
been  made,  because  in  any  case  it  is 
clear  that  the  £300,000  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to  give 
up  in  respect  of  the  Spirit  Duties  will  be 
required  to  meet  the  deficit  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  unless  it  is,  which  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  suppose,  intended  to  per- 
petuate a  state  of  disturbance  in  the 
spirit  trade.  Again,  I  cannot  conceive 
why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes  that  the  increased  duty  on 
beer  should  terminate  on  the  t31st  of 
May.  If  this  offer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  brewers  is  to  have 
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House,  before  the  right  Hon.  Baronet 
moves  his  Amendment,  relates  to  the 
effect  of  the  additional  duties  in  con- 
nection with  the  consumption  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland.  On  the 
30th  of  April,  I  think  not  in  my  Finan- 
cial Statement  itself,  but  in  answer  to 
inquiries  addressed  to  me  subsequently, 
I  gave  very  roughly  some  figures  on 
that  subject,  stating  at  the  time  that 
they  were  rough.  But  shortly  after- 
wards there  appeared  in  a  financial 
journal  which  is  entitled  to  the  greatest 
respect,  as  always  analyzing  financial 
questions  with  extreme  care — 1  mean  The 
iJconomist  newspaper — a  very  elaborate 
table  representing  what  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  division  of  the  duties  on 
spirits  and  beer  between  the  consumers 
in  the  three  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom. I  took  some  pains,  after  perusing 
that  calculation,  to  ascertain  to  what 
extent  the  figures  were  justified.  I  will 
give  to  the  House  the  result.  The 
original  figures  in  The  Economist  of  the 
2nd  of  May  attributed  to  the  three  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom  a  consumption 
of  spirits  in  the  following  proportions. 
The  number  of  gallons  of  spirits  sup- 
posed to  be  consumed  in  England  was 
13,100,000,  in  Scotland  8,350,000,  and 
Ireland  7,310,000.  The  revenue  from 
these  quantities  was  then  stated,  and 
also  the  revenue  from  beer;  and  the 
total  revenue  from  spirits  and  beer  was 
then  given  as  in  England  £14,140,000, 
in  Scotland  £4,510,000,  and  in  Ireland 
£4,330,000.  These  figures  were  re- 
printed in  every  part  of  the  Kingdom, 
and  formed  the  foundation  of  a  heavy 
attack  on  this  part  of  the  Budget.  But 
in  the  following  week  The  Economist  dis- 
covered one  serious  mistake,  and  raised 
the  revenue  in  England  to  £15,750,000, 
reducing  it  in  Scotland  to  £3,640,000, 
and  in  Ireland  to  £3,410,000.  But  a 
still  more  serious  mistake  existed,  and 
has  not  been  corrected  to  this  date. 
From  this  calculation  foreign  and  Colo- 
nial spirits  were  altogether  left  out ; 
and  the  House  probably  knows  that 
more  than  five-sixths  of  the  spirit 
coming  from  abroad  is  consumed  in  Eng- 
land ;  so  that  the  proportion  between 
the  three  divisions  of  the  Kingdom 
was  altogether  inaccurate.  According 
to  the  first  calculation  of  The  Econo- 
mist,  the  number  of  gallons  of  spirits 
consumed  in  England  was  13,100,000, 
whereas  in  fact  it  was  23,200,000.     In 
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Scotland  the  number  of  gallons  was 
stated  to  be  8,350,000;  but,  in  fact,  it 
was  7,500,000 ;  and  the  number  of 
gallons  of  spirits  stated  to  be  con- 
sumed in  Ireland  was  7,300,000  gallons, 
whereas,  in  fact,  it  was  only  5,800,000. 
the  difference  being  due  to  the  causes  I 
have  described.  With  respect  to  the 
Eevenue,  the  differences  are  these.  Ac- 
cording to  the  original  calculation,  the 
only  one  reprinted  all  over  the  Kingdom, 
the  revenue  received  from  beer  and  spirits 
in  England  was  stated  to  be  £  14, 14 1,000; 
in  point  of  fact,  it  was  £19,200,000.  In 
Scotland  it  was  stated  to  be  £4,520,000; 
whereas  it  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
£4, 1 00,000.  In  Ireland  it  was  stated  to 
be  £4,340,000  ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
was  £3,600,000.  So  that  whereas  it 
was  represented  at  first  that  the  revenue 
from  beer  and  spirits  was  in  the  proportion 
of  about  3^  in  England  to  1  in  Scotland 
or  Ireland,  in  point  of  fact  the  Hevenue 
derived  from  beer  and  spirits  in  Eng- 
land was  as  5}^  to  1  in  Ireland,  and  as 
between  4}^  and  5  to  1  in  Scotland.  If 
the  wine  revenue  be  added  the  propor- 
tion paid  on  liquor  in  England  would  be 
still  greater.  These  are  very  important 
corrections  of  the  calculations  of  Ta« 
Economist  put  forward  as  accurate  by 
opponents  of  the  Budget  in  all  parts  of 
the  country;  and,  that  being  so,  it  is  just 
as  well  that  the  accurate  figures  should 
be  given.  No  doubt,  no  one  will  be 
more  glad  of  this  than  the  distinguished 
editor  of  The  Economist  himself. 

Mr.  OliR-EWING  asked  how  much 
the  revenue  would  represent  per  head  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  have  givwi 
the  facts,  and  anyone  can  make  that 
calculation  for  himself.  It  will  also 
be  interesting  to  the  House  to  know 
to  what  extent  the  revenue  received  from 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  will  be 
increased  by  the  proposals  which  we 
make.  That  also  has  been  the  subject 
of  several  calculations,  which  I  do  ooC 
think  it  necessary  to  correct ;  but  I  will 
give  the  accurate  figures.  Assaming  the 
revenue  to  be,  as  I  stated  on  Friday, 
increased  by  £600,000  from  spirits  and 
£750,000  from  beer,  or  by  a  total  sum 
of  £1,350,000,  the  following  would  ba 
the  proportion  between  England,  SooW 
land,  and  Ireland.  The  addition  to  the 
duties  received  in  England  from  the  coo* 
sumption  of  spirits  would  be  £38^,000 ; 
in  Scotland,  £123,000;  and  in  Ireland. 
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£95,000.  With  resppct  to  beer,  the  ad- 
dition received  in  England  from  the 
increased  duty  would  be  £660,000;  in 
Scotland,  £30,000;  and  in  Ireland, 
£60,000.  Thus  the  total  increase  of 
revenue  arising  from  the  additional 
duties  on  beer  and  spirits  would  be  in 
England.  £1,042,000;  in  Scotland, 
£163,000;  and  in  Ireland.  £155,000; 
or,  in  other  words,  more  than  77  per 
cent  of  the  additional  duty  would  be 
paid  by  the  English  consumer,  1 1  per 
cent  by  the  Scotch,  and  llj  by  the 
Irish.  I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me 
for  having  at  this  moment  interposed 
with  these  figures,  because  if  I  had  not 
done  so  the  debate  might  proceed  on 
wrong  assumptions.  I  have  shown  that 
seven-ninths  of  the  additional  duties 
will  be  paid  by  England,  about  one- 
ninth  by  Scotland,  and  one-ninth  by 
Ireland.  If  to  this  be  added  the  addi- 
tional Income  Tax,  Scotland  will  pay 
less  than  one-tenth  of  the  additional 
taxation,  Ireland  less  than  one-sixteenth, 
and  England  more  than  five- sixths.  I 
do  not  wish  to  stand  now  any  longer 
between  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  at  a  later  period  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  speak  on  the  whole  subject 
of  the  Budget. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Erchequer.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
rising  to  move — 

•*  That  this  Houso  regards  the  increase  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  in  the  Duties  levied  on  Beer 
and  Spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a 
corresponding  addition  to  the  Duties  on  Wine, 
and  declines  to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on  Real 
Property  nntil  effect  has  been  g^ven  to  its 
Hesolution  of  17th  April  1883  and  of  28th 
March  1884,  by  which  it  has  acknowledged 
further  measures  of  relief  to  be  due  to  rate- 
payers  in  counties  and  boroughs  in  respect  of 
local  charges  imposed  on  them  for  National 
serrices/' 

said :  There  are,  I  think,  many  points 
on  which  this  Budget  invites,  very 
temptingly,  criticism  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  I  might,  for  instance, 
dwell  on  the  extraordinary  fact  that 
under  a  Liberal  Administration,  which 
ought  to  be  economical  if  anything 
at  all,  we  have  an  Expenditure  of 
£100,000,000.  I  might  ask  how  it  is 
consistent  with  a  doctrine  which  has 
been  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  the  most  important  rule  of    sound 


finance, — namely,  that  under  any  cir- 
cumstances we  ought  io  pay  our  way — 
that  a  sum  which  may  be  as  much  as 
£3,000,000,  and  can  hardly  be  less  than 
than  £1,100,000,  is  to  be  carried  on  to 
the  taxation  of  the  following  year,  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Successor,  who- 
ever he  may  be,  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  with  an  implied  promise 
that  part  of  the  taxation  by  which  the 
increased  expenditure  is  to  be  met  this 
year  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
not  to  be  renewed.  I  might  ask 
why  it  was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  Financial  Statement, 
exaggerated  his  deficit  by  taking  bd. 
as  the  normal  limit  of  the  Income 
Tax,  when,  if  the  rate  at  which  that 
tax  stands  in  the  current  year  is  con- 
sidered, you  will  find  that  the  average 
rate  of  the  Income  Tax  under  the  pre- 
sent Government  has  been  6rf.,  while  it 
was  only  Zd,  under  the  late  Administra- 
tion. I  have  no  desire  to  enter  into  these 
subjects  now.  I  have  no  desire,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  did  me  the  honour  to 
suggest  some  weeks  ago,  to  express  any 
censure  on  the  Government,  or  to  move 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  My  in- 
tention is  to  call  attention  to  the  pro- 
posals in  this  Budget,  to  ask  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  for  any  argu- 
ments I  may  have  to  bring  forward  in 
support  of  my  views,  and  to  invito  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  re-model 
his  Budget  if  the  considerations  I  ad- 
vance seem  to  require  it.  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  dwell  on  the  changes  in 
the  Budget  announced  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  Friday.  I 
do  not  imagine  that  he  considers  these 
changes  were  of  very  great  importance, 
because  the  Government  did  not  think 
it  worth  while  on  Friday  to  keep  a 
House  to  get  them  sanctioned.  I  can- 
not understand  why  they  should  have 
been  made,  because  in  any  case  it  is 
clear  that  the  £300,000  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to  give 
up  in  respect  of  the  Spirit  Duties  will  be 
required  to  meet  the  deficit  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  unless  it  is,  which  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  suppose,  intended  to  per- 
petuate a  state  of  disturbance  in  the 
spirit  trade.  Again,  I  cannot  conceive 
why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes  that  the  increased  duty  on 
beer  should  terminate  on  the  dlst  of 
May.  If  this  offer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  brewers  is  to  have 


Digitized  by  VjOO' 


gle 


1 423         Cmtofns  and  Inland  { CO^IMONS } 


Bevenue  JBili, 


1424 


any  effect  at  all,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  they  will  be  clever  enough 
80  to  utilize  it  as  to  deprive  him  of  no 
little  part  of  the  increased  revenue  he 
expects  to  derive  from  the  tax.  There 
was  one  part  of  the  Financial  Statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
which  I  listened  with  the  greatest  plea- 
sure, and  in  which  I  wish  to  express 
my  cordial  concurrence.  There  is  no- 
thing in  the  Amendment  which  I  ven- 
ture to  propose  which,  to  my  mind, 
conflicts  in  any  way  with  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  increased  expenditure  should 
not  fall  wholly  on  property  or  on 
those  payers  of  Income  Tax  who 
are  by  no  means  synonymous  with 
the  owners  of  property.  I  am  glad 
that  such  a  statement  should  have  been 
made  on  behalf  of  a  Cabinet  which  in- 
cludes the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  wish  only  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  put  it  more  completely 
into  practice,  because  I  do  not  believe 
that  in  any  country  in  the  world  will 
there  be  a  greater  inequality  of  taxation 
among  classes  than  if  this  Budget  passes 
into  law,  between  the  well-paid  artizan 
who  consumes  neither  spirits  nor  beer 
and  the  unfortunate  person  with  a  small 
income  who  just  falls  within  the  clutch 
of  the  Income  Tax  collector.  In  the  cir- 
cumstances with  which  we  have  to  deal, 
any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who 
feels  it  consistent  with  justice  to  in- 
crease the  indirect  taxation  of  the 
country  has  a  very  difficult  task  to  per- 
form. That  is  owing  to  the  finan- 
cial policy  with  which  the  name  of  the 
Prime  Minister  will  be  identified,  a 
policy  pursued  by  successive  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  for  40  years,  and  taken 
from  the  example  of  Sir  Robert  Poel — 
namely,  that  of  removing  one  by  one, 
and  sometimes  by  leaps  and  bounds, 
articles  from  ^e  Customs  tariff  of  the 
country.  That  policy,  in  certain  circum- 
stances, places  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  a  very  serious  dilemma. 
Either  he  has  to  propose  new  indirect 
taxation,  which  is  always  odious,  or  else 
he  has  to  make  an  almost  impossible 
choice  from  the  few  articles  on  which 
taxation  can  be  increased.  That  is  the 
reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  driven  to  a  course  with  respect 
to  indirect  taxation  equally  unjust  and 
financially  unsound.     Why  has  it  not 
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been  possible  for  him  to  cast  his  net 
over  a  wider  space,  and  to  bring  a  larger 
number  of  the  population  within  this 
increased  taxation  ?  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment must  contend  that  their  in- 
creased expenditure  was  necessary  for 
the  country.  If  it  was  necessary  for  the 
country,  it  was  necessary  for  the  whole 
population.  The  policy  which  rendered 
an  increase  of  taxation  necessary  was 
not  advantageous  only  for  those  who 
drink  beer  or  spirits,  but  also  for  those 
whose  circumstances  or  whose  taste  may 
lead  them  to  prefer  wine  or  tea.  I  heard 
many  suggestions  before  this  Budget 
was  introduced  that  the  increase  of  in- 
direct taxation  might  be  effected  by  an 
increased  Tea  Duty.  It  is  not  my  busi- 
ness to  suggest  a  tax  in  substitution  for 
the  tax  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  I  cannot  imagine  that  anyone  would 
say  that  the  present  tax  of  6</.  per  pound 
on  tea  was  anything  but  moderate.  I 
think  that  something  may  be  said  as  to 
the  proportion  in  which  that  tax  falls  on 
the  cheaper  kinds  of  tea  as  compared 
with  its  incidence  upon  the  more  expen- 
sive classes.  But  the  general  average 
of  Qd,  in  the  pound  is  certainly  a  mode- 
rate tax,  and  the  Prime  Minister  will 
be  the  last  person  to  deny  that,  because 
in  his  celebrated  Budget  in  1860  he  de- 
clined to  reduce  the  duty  on  tea,  when 
it  stood  at  1«.  bd.  in  the  pound,  stating 
that,  in  his  opinion,  that  ought  to  bathe 
minimum  in  time  of  peace.  Strong  finan- 
cial arguments  might  be  adduced  for 
increasing  the  Tea  Duty.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  refers  to  the  steady 
progress  in  the  consumption  of  tea ;  and 
it  is  evident  from  the  Betums  that  by  a 
comparatively  small  addition  to  the  duty 
on  tea,  you  would  obtain  from  that  article 
as  much  Bevenue  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  his  most  sanguine  mo- 
ments can  anticipate  from  these  duties 
on  spirits  and  on  beer,  because  the  con- 
dition of  the  revenue  from  beer  and 
spirits  is  precisely  the  opposite  of  the 
condition  of  the  revenue  &om  tea.  The 
revenue  from  beer  and  spirits  is  a  de- 
creasing revenue ;  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  himself,  when  imposing 
an  addition,  which  is  now  an  addition  oif 
10  per  cent,  upon  spirits,  and  whicL  if 
there  was  no  decrease  of  consumptioa 
consequent  on  that  additional  dntj,  ought 
to  return  more  than  £1,600.000,  only 
estimated  the  increase  at  £600,000 ;  and 
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when  proposing  the  increased  tax  on 
beer,  which  ought,  if  there  was  no  de- 
crease of  consumption,  to  return  an  in- 
crease of  £1,300,000,  he  only  estimated 
the  increase  at  £750,000.  There  hardly 
has  ever  been  a  Budget  when  the  an- 
ticipated increase  of  revenue  from  in- 
creased taxation  was  so  completely  out 
of  proportion  to  the  taxation  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  impose. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  be  charged,  as  some  of 
his  Predecessors  have  been  charged, 
with  deliberately  under- estimating  his 
probable  receipts  from  those  sources.  I 
am  afraid  that  he  has  far  more  likely 
over-estimated  than  under -estimated, 
and  that  the  very  possible  result  of  these 
increased  duties  will  be  similar  to  that 
which  was  remarked  by  Sir  Hobert 
Peel  in  1842,  when  he  pointed  out  that 
a  5  per  cent  increase  on  all  Excise  and 
Custom  Duties  in  the  previous  year 
had  yielded  to  the  Revenue  no  more 
than  ^  per  cent.  How  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  justify  his  proposals? 
He  appears  to  argue  that  because 
this  year  the  estimated  receipts  from 
liquor  were  less,  both  in  proportion  to 
the  total  receipts  from  indirect  taxation 
and  in  amount  than  they  were  10  years 
ag^,  that  therefore  this  increased  indi- 
rect taxation  which  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  levy  should  be  placed  upon  liquor. 
But  that  seemed  tome  to  be  the  strongest 
argument  against  his  own  proposal,  be- 
cause that  falling  off  in  receipts  was  due 
to  a  decreased  consumption.  Why  is  it 
that  the  Government  have  not  increased 
the  duty  on  tea  ?  Because  they  know 
that  an  increased  duty  on  tea  would  be 
unpopular  in  the  country,  and  especially 
tini>opular  with  their  own  supporters. 
Why  is  this  ?  I  do  not  believe  that  it 
arises  from  any  ignorant  impatience  of 
taxation  on  the  part  of  the  great  masses 
of  the  people.  I  believe  that  if  the 
country  were  in  real  difficulties,  if  a 
great  crisis  occurred,  and  g^eat  sacri- 
fices bad  to  be  made,  the  masses  of  the 
people  would  be  willing  to  bear  the 
taxes  which  would  be  necessary  to  meet 
the  danger.  But  I  can  understand  that 
they  do  not  care  to  bear  this  increased 
taxation  when  all  the  results  that  they 
see  from  this  vast  expenditure  are  baffled 
and  discredited  diplomacy  in  one  quarter 
of  the  globe,  and  purposeless  slaughter 
in  another.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in   his  Financial  Statement  alluded  to 


those  who  now  control  the  policy  of  the 
country.  I  think  that  the  Radical  tee- 
totaller may  fairly  be  said  to  be  the 
principal  controller  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  pleased  to  call  the 
military  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  can  quite  imagine  that  the  Radical 
teetotaller  does  not  care  to  bear  any 
share  of  the  expense  of  such  military 
operations  as  have  distinguished  that 
policy;  and  therefore  it  is  that,  in- 
stead of  increasing  the  taxation  on  some 
article  of  practically  universal  consump- 
tion, like  tea,  the  Government  have  se- 
lected for  increased  taxation  two  im- 
portant British  and  Irish  trades,  already 
heavily  taxed,  and  by  no  means  so  pros- 
perous as  they  were  formerly,  and  have 
added  insult  to  injury,  because  at  the 
very  same  moment  when  they  impose  this 
increased  taxation  on  these  trades,  they 
are  proffering  a  boon  to  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer  of  the  very  article — namely,  the 
strongest  class  of  wine,  which  principally 
competes  with  these  home  industries. 
What  are  likely  to  be  the  effects  of  this 
increased  taxation  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  us  this  evening  that  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  price  of  spirits 
had  already  been  raised  to  the  con- 
sumer, at  any  rate  in  some  places,  in 
consequence  of  the  increased  duty.  That 
may  have  been  done ;  but  I  very  much 
question  if  it  could  be  generally  done. 
I  fancy  that,  looking  to  the  difficulty  of 
adapting  any  rise  in  retail  prices  to  the 
amount  of  the  increased  duty  in  the 
present  bad  state  of  trade,  it  will  be  im- 
possible generally,  even  for  the  dealers 
in  spirits,  to  raise  the  price  of  their  com- 
modity, especially  now  that  the  increased 
duty  is  to  be  1*.  per  gallon  instead  of  2«. 
What  I  fear  is  that  the  consumer  will 
feel  this  new  taxation  not  so  much  in  an 
increased  price  for  the  same  article  as 
in  the  deterioration  or  unwholesomeness 
of  the  article  provided.  I  fear  that  the 
consumer  of  spirits  will  be  too  often  mad- 
dened by  raw  spirits,  sold  to  him  by  per- 
sons who  will  not  have  been  able,  owing 
to  the  increased  taxation,  to  bear  the 
necessary  expense  of  mellowing  their 
spirits  by  keeping  them  in  bond.  Again, 
if  a  man  wishes  to  buy  those  higher 
class  of  whiskies  made  from  the  best 
malt,  he  will  find  them  adulterated  with 
very  inferior  sherry,  or  spirits  made 
from  rice.  Then  what  will  the  brewers 
do  ?  I  am  unwilling  to  cast  reflections 
on  that  great  industry  ;  but  I  am  afraid^ 
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that,  in  the  first  instance,  the  hrewer 
will  be  tempted  to  water  his  beer.  If 
this  should  be  so,  the  result  will  be 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  not  derive  from  his  increased  duty 
the  increase  of  taxation  which  he  anti- 
cipates. But  the  brewer  may  do  some- 
thing else.  He  may  make  his  beer 
from  sugar  and  other  articles  inferior 
in  quality  to  malt,  and  sell  a  more  un- 
wholesome liquor,  and  in  that  way  the 
interests  of  the  consumer  will  be  affected. 
I  do  not  think  it  possible  that  the 
brewer  will  be  able  to  recoup  himself 
for  the  extra  taxation,  whatever  the 
spirit  dealer  may  do,  by  increasing  the 
price  of  the  article  that  he  sells.  The 
direct  effect  of  this  will  be  a  decrease  in 
the  consumption  of  the  best  qualities 
of  malt  in  the  manufacture  both  of  spirits 
and  beer,  and  how  will  that  affect  an- 
other great  industry  ?  The  price  of 
barley  will,  I  am  afraid,  continue  to 
fall,  and  that  will  be  the  last  nail  in  the 
coffin  of  the  representatives  of  the  most 
depressed  industry  in  the  country — 
namely,  the  corn-growing  industry.  I 
should  like  to  know  why  it  is,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  up  his 
mind  that  the  only  source  from  which 
he  can  derive  his  increase  of  Revenue  is 
from  intoxicating  liquor,  that  he  does  not 
raise  the  duty  on  wine,  as  well  as  the 
duty  on  spirits  ?  Certainly,  wine  is  no 
more  a  necessary  of  life  than  beer  or 
spirits.  It  is  an  article  produced  abroad, 
which  competes  with  our  great  home 
industries  I  do  not  think  that  the  idea 
of  substituting  cheap  foreign  wines  for 
beer  or  spirits  as  the  poor  man's  beve- 
rage affords  any  reason  for  reducing  the 
Wine  Duties,  or  not  raising  them  cor- 
respondingly with  the  duties  on  beer 
and  spirits.  I  do  not,  of  course,  mean 
to  say  that  if  by  keeping  the  Wine 
Duties  low  we  obtained  great  com- 
mercial advantages  for  the  trade  and 
manufactures  of  this  country  that 
would  not  be  an  element  in  the  question 
that  ought  to  weigh  very  much  with  any 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  arriving 
at  a  conclusion  in  the  matter.  But  is 
that  the  case  ?  We  know  very  well 
that  both  the  French  and  the  proposed 
Spanish  Treaties  were  intended  to  carry 
out  that  idea ;  but  both  those  Treaties 
have  fallen  to  the  ground.  I  do  not 
wish  to  inquire  whether  the  policy  of 
those  Treaties  was  consistent  with  strict 
Free  Trade  theories ;  for  they  were  both 
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framed  by  the  Prime  Minister,  who  is  a 
strict  Free  Trader  if  he  is  anything  at 
all.  But  I  would  argue  that  if  we 
are  to  introduce  a  policy  of  bargain  in 
these  matters,  which  the  French  Treaty 
and  the  Spanish  Treaties  certainly  did, 
you  ought  to  carry  out  that  policy  of 
bargain  consistently.  But  what  was 
done?  Why,  with  regard  to  the 
French  Treaty,  the  duty  upon  all  wines 
was  largely  reduced  at  the  same  mo- 
ment, not  only  upon  French  wines,  so 
that  Spain  and  all  other  wine-producing 
countries  obtained  for  their  wines  corre- 
sponding, if  not  precisely  similar,  ad- 
vantages to  France.  Spain  saw  that 
plainly,  and  France  saw  it  too,  and  I 
fancy  that  from  that  has  sprung  the 
feeling  on  the  part  of  both  of  those 
countries  that  our  policy  being  to  lower 
duties  as  far  as  we  can  and  not  to  levy 
differential  duties  in  any  case,  they 
therefore  might,  without  any  fear  of 
mischievous  results  to  themselves,  re- 
pudiate their  part  of  the  bargain,  conli- 
dent  that  whatever  happened  our  Wine 
Duties  would  never  be  raised.  Cer- 
tainly, our  commercial  relations  with 
both  those  countries  are  in  anything 
but  a  satisfactory  condition.  I  be- 
lieve that  our  exports  to  France  are 
practically  at  a  standstill.  [Mr.  Glaik 
sTo^E  :  No.]  I  have  it  upon  good 
authority,  at  any  rate,  that  many  articles 
which  under  the  old  Treaty  were  freely 
admitted  into  France  are  now  lai^y 
excluded  from  that  coimtry.  But  with 
regard  to  Spain,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  con- 
tradict me  when  I  say  that  the  Spaoish 
tariff  is  practically  prohibitory,  and  thtt 
whatever  happens  Spain  can  make  no 
worse  arrangement  with  reference  to 
manufactured  articles  coming  from  this 
country  than  that  which  exists  at  the 
present  moment.  I  contend  that  the 
worst  thing  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment could  do,  if  they  desired  to 
secure  better  commercial  relations 
with  Spain,  is  to  give  her  this  boon 
of  raising  the  limit  of  the  1«.  duty  on 
wine  to  30  degrees  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when  Spain  has  repudiated  that 
part  of  the  Treaty  which  did  give  our 
commerce  some  advantage.  On  th# 
other  hand,  can  it  be  seriously  f««r«<l 
that  if  we  were  to  rai&e  the  duty  c»n 
wine  to  a  corresponding  amount  to  t*i« 
increased  duty  upon  beer  and  spirits  at 
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the  same  time  taking  care  so  to  regulate 
that    duty  that    it  might   be   as  little 
oppressive  and  as  productive  as  possible, 
any  action  against  this  country  would  be 
taken   by  France  or  ^'pain?     On  this 
matter  I  should  like   to  quote  to  this 
House  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  GifiPen, 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  before  the  Wine 
Duties  Committee.     He  impressed  upon 
that  Committee  that  France,  Spain,  and 
Portugal  bad  more  reason  to  be  anxious 
about  their  trade  with  us  than  we  had 
about  our  trade  with  them,  because  they 
have  a  larger  trade  with  us  in  propor- 
tion to  their  whole  trade  than  they  have 
with  any  other  country,  while  we  only 
send  them  one-tenth  of  our  exports  of 
British  and  Irish  produce,  most  of  which, 
I  may  say,  coosists,  especially  as  far  as 
Spain  is  concerned,  of  such  articles  as 
ooal,  which  she  could  not  do  without. 
I  believe  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment really  wish  to  chauge  all  this  and 
to  open  Spain  to  Euglish  manufacturers 
the  wisest  thing  they  coidd  do  would  be 
to  take  the  course  which  is  required  by 
justice  to  the  home  interest,  which  they 
now  propose    to    tax,  and    instead  of 
giving  Spain  a  boon,  by  practically  re- 
duciug  the  duty  upon   wine,  to  make 
such  an  alteration  in  our  wine  tariff  as 
would  be  specially  iujurious  to  Spain. 
Again,  I  think  that  by  raising  the  Spirit 
Duties  and  by  practically  lowering  the 
duties  upon  wine  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has    entered    upon    a  path 
which    will    involve  very   considerable 
danger  to  the  Hevenue,  owing  to  the 
risk  of  fraud  and  of  illicit  distillation. 
Upon  that  matter  I  should  like  to  quote 
to  the  House  a  statement  made  by  a 
very  high  authority,  Mr.  Soldon,  to  the 
Wine  Duties  Committee.     He  described 
to  that  Committee  that  the  basis  of  the 
existing  system  of  Wine  Duties  was  in 
very  proximate  relation   to   the  Spirit 
Duty,   which    would    bo    defended  by 
Wine  Duties  maintaining  that  relation, 
but  which  woidd  bo  ruined,  or  seriously 
damaged,  if  they  were  out  of  relation 
to  the  Spirit  Duty.     And  in  a  very  able 
Memorandum  attached  to  the  Eeport  of 
that  Committee,  I  find  that  soon  after 
the  conclusion  of   the   French  Treaty, 
when  the  French  complained  that  the 
\s,  duty  on  wine  was  not  extended  to 
30    degrees,    and    Mr.    Cobden    tried 
to  persuade  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  give  to  France  that  concession,  the 
Trime  Minister  rex>lied  that  the  proposal 


was  one  of  a  most  grave  character  in 
its  bearing  upon  the  Eevenue  of  the 
country,  in  connection  with  the  vast 
sums  derived  from  other  strong  drinks, 
and  that  it  amounted  to  a  proposal  that 
a  gallon  of  proof  spirits,  if  contained  in 
three  and  a-quarter  gallons  of  wine, 
should  be  admitted  at  a  duty  of  8«.  4<f., 
whereas  if  the  wine  were  distilled  abroad 
and  the  spirit  imported  here  as  an 
extract  of  the  same  bulk  and  strength, 
the  duty  upon  it  would  be  10«.  5rf.  The 
right  hen.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  it  safe  to  anticipate 
with  confidence  any  state  of  things  in 
which  such  a  relative  scale  of  duties 
could  be  maintained.  Later  on  the 
French  asked  for  a  uniform  duty  up  to 
40  degrees,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man replied  that  if  they  meant  a  1#. 
duty — 

**  A  tax  80  much  lower  on  the  alcohol  in 
wine  would  in  all  likelihood  paralyze  this  im- 
portant arm  of  our  Revenue." 

And  it  was  quite  in  accordance  with  this 
view  that — 

"  A  power  was  reserved  to  us  in  the  French 
Treaty,  of  increasing  our  duty  on  wine  in  case 
we  should  increase  our  duty  of  Excise  charge- 
ahle  on  spirits." 

What  I  say  is  this — that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  destroyed  the 
relation  between  the  Wine  and  Spirit 
Duties,  the  importance  of  which  was  so 
strongly  insisted  upon  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
shall  be  told  that  the  Report  of  the 
Wine  Duties  Committee  did  not  attach 
much  importance  to  the  danger  of  illicit 
distillation ;  but  that  Committee  dis- 
tinctly recommended  that  the  charge  on 
wine  for  every  degree  above  a  certain 
limit  to  be  fixed  by  the  Executive,  which 
limit  they  did  not  state,  should  bear 
an  approximate  relation  to  the  Spirit 
Duties,  and  throughout  their  Report  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  they  could  never 
have  had  really  in  their  minds  the 
supposition  that  the  existing  Spirit  Duty 
of  10#.  bd.  could  be  increased.  I  feel 
that  I  ought  to  apologize  to  the  House 
for  the  length  of  time  I  have  occupied. 
[*'  No  I  *']  But  I  am  now  only  about  to 
come  to  the  second  part  of  my  Amend- 
ment, which  relates  to  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
the  Succession  Duties  in  this  Bill.  I  hope 
that  in  discussing  this  matter  we  shall 
not  hear  an3rthing  fr^m  the  Prime  Minis* 
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ter  as  to  the  relative  burdens  whicli  are 
borne  by  property  and  by  labour,  be- 
cause it  appears  to  me  that  this  ques- 
tion of  assimilating  the  Death  Duties 
on  personal  and  real  property  cannot 
be  affected  by  any  such  argument.  I 
understand  the  desire  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  be  to  place 
an  equal  tax  upon  all  successions  by 
death,  whether  real  or  personal.  In  the 
first  place,  I  should  say  that  if  we  were 
to  consider  this  matter  solely  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Death  Duties,  that  equal 
duties  in  theory  would  by  no  means  prove 
to  be  equal  in  practice.  In  making 
these  duties  nominally  equal  you  take 
no  account  whatever  of  the  respective 
capacity  of  real  and  personal  property 
to  bear  them.  Look  at  the  immense 
advantage  which  personal  property  has 
over  real  property  in  the  matter  of  out- 
goings and  in  the  different  proportions 
of  net  to  gross  Eevenue  respectively 
derived  from  them.  I  altogether  deny 
that  there  is  any  equality  between  the 
two  classes  of  property  in  their  power 
of  bearing  this  increased  taxation  ;  and  I 
would  add  that  whereas  an  inheritor  of 
personal  property  can  almost  always,  if 
he  likes,  dispose  of  a  portion  of  that  pro- 
perty in  order  to  pay  the  Legacy  Duty 
charged  upon  it,  it  is  most  difficult 
and  often  practically  impossible  for 
an  inheritor  of  real  property  to 
do  anything  of  the  kind.  But,  Sir, 
my  main  contention  as  against  this 
proposal  in  the  present  Bill  is  that 
you  cannot  consider  the  question  solely 
in  relation  to  the  Death  Duties,  and 
apart  from  other  taxation  on  real  and  on 
personal  property.  Equalize  the  taxa- 
tion on  these  two  classes  of  property  by 
all  means  if  you  like,  but  equalize  it 
completely:  and  remember,  above  all, 
that  the  whole  of  the  taxation  borne  by 
real  property  as  distinguished  from  per- 
sonal property  is  very  far  from  being  in- 
cluded in  the  Budjjet  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  Why,  Sir,  to  do  other- 
wise would  not  only  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  real  property ;  but  it  would  also  be  in 
direct  contradiction  to  the  admissions 
of  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  any  time  during  the  last  three 
years,  when  the  burdens  on  real  pro- 
perty have  been  discussed  in  this  House ; 
and,  aa  my  Amendment  points  out,  it 
would  bo  a  direct  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  two  Eesolutiona  adopted  in 
1U83  and  1884  by  the  House  of  Com- 
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mons — the  first  of  which  was  sup- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  whole  of  those  who  sit  behind 
them,  and  the  second  of  which  was  sup- 
ported by  all  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  which,  taken  together,  may 
therefore  be  considered  as  having  re- 
ceived the  unanimous  assent  of  this 
House.  What  was  the  principle  which 
was  common  to  both  those  Besolutions  ? 
It  was  that  relief  should  be  given  to 
ratepayers  in  counties  and  boroughs  in 
respect  of  certain  charges  now  exclu- 
sively falling  upon  them.  When  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Devon  (Sir  Massey  Lopes),  who  has  so 
often  and  so  ably  brought  this  question 
before  Parliament,  originally  took  it  up 
some  years  ago,  it  was  necessary  to  ex- 
pound the  difference  in  the  taxation  on 
real  and  on  personal  property,  and  to 
prove  by  statistics  that  the  former  class 
of  property  ought  to  be  relieved.  We 
have  got  beyond  that  point  now,  for 
it  has  been  universally  admitted  that 
personal  property  owes  a  debt  to  real 
property  in  this  matter.  Year  after 
year  we  have  been  hoping  against  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  having 
made  this  admission,  would  find  some 
way  to  pay  that  debt.  What  is  their  way 
to  pay  it  ?  It  is  a  **  new  way  to  pay  old 
debts  **  indeed.  Their  way' to  pay  the 
debt  of  personal  property  to  real  pro- 
perty is  to  increase  that  debt  by  nearly 
£1,000,000  a-year.  That  such  a  pro- 
posal as  this,  dealing  with  a  part  of  the 
question  to  the  disadvantage  of  real  pro- 
perty, should  come  from  the  Ohanceilor 
of  the  Exchequer,  of  all  those  who  eit 
upon  that  Bench,  I  must  say,  has  caused 
me  the  greatest  possible  surprise.  Why, 
Sir,  on  the  24th  of  April,  1884,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  in  the  course  of  his 
Financial  Statement — 

"  The  time  is  approaching  when,  under  a  §«*- 
ral  Local  Government  Bill,  relief  will  hare  %» 
be  given  to  the  payers  of  local  burdens :  and 
thia  relief,  whatever  ita  amount  may  be,  will 
accrue  mainly  to  owners  of  land  and  houses— 
that  is  to  say,  to  real  property.  It  seems  U>  ni# 
that  that  should  be  the  occasion  for  adjosCinf 
and  finally  settling  the  Death  Duties.  1  havs 
given  considerable  attention  to  the  matbar.  aad 
the  problem,  to  my  mind,  is  not  very  diflicaU  to 
solve." — (3  Hatisardy  [287]  Sii-o.) 

Was  ever  a  more  definite  promise  aad» 
by  a  Minister  ?  Was  ever  promise  wort 
completely  broken  ?  And  yet  the  rif;ht 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  all  his  long  fp«tcb 
on  the  Budget,  said  not  a  word  10  «e- 
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count  for  the  change.  We  have  a  right 
to  insist  that  in  accordance  with  their 
own  statements  and  the  Eesolutions  of 
the  House  this  question  should  be  dealt 
with  as  a  whole,  and  not  be  touched  piece- 
meal to  the  disadvantage  of  that  class 
of  property  which  they  admit  is  too 
heavily  taxed.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  the  details  of  the  proposed  altera- 
tion of  the  Succession  Duties.  I  am  not 
competent  to  do  so,  for  they  are  matters 
of  very  great  technical  difficulty  ;  but  I 
would  say  generally  that  I  think  that 
there  are  serious  objections  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Bill  imposes  the 
Death  Duties  on  the  two  classes  of 
property.  I  will  not  object  to  the  5  per 
cent  Income  Tax  on  corporate  property, 
except  by  saying  that  it  appears  to  be  a 
severe  tax  by  way  of  commutation  for 
Death  Duties.  But  the  proportionate 
increase  in  the  Succession  Duty  under 
this  Bill  will  press  more  heavily  on  near 
than  on  distant  relations,  and  I  think 
that  provision  is  a  very  harsh  one.  There 
is,  however,  a  matter  of  greater  import- 
ance. It  is  contained  in  the  last  para- 
graph but  one  of  the  Statement  on  the 
subject  that  has  been  circulated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  There  we 
find  that  before  real  property  can  be  en- 
joyed by  a  person  absolutely  or  as  tenant 
at  will  he  will  be  taxed  on  the  capital 
▼alue,  and  not  only  on  the  life  interest. 
Now,  this  is  a  very  extraordinary  pro- 
posal, as  coming  from  the  present  Go- 
vernment, because,  when  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  in  1853,  first  instituted 
the  Succession  Duty,  he  laid  great  stress 
on  the  duty  being  levied  on  the  life 
interest  rather  than  on  the  capital  value. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  on  the 
18th  of  April,  1853— 

"We  propose,  therefore,  totally  to  abolish, 
for  the  purpose  of  Legacy  Duty,  or  Succession 
Tax,  the  effect  of  settlement,  so  that  the  person 
who  succeeds  to  personal  property  will  pay  ac- 
cording to  his  interest.  He  will  pay  upon  the 
capita],  if  he  succeeds  to  the  capital ;  and  if  he 
■ncceeds  to  a  lesser  interest,  he  will  pay  upon 
the  value  of  that  lesser  interest.  The  (Govern- 
ment, then,  thinking  it  just  that  a  less  amount 
■hould  be  taken  from  rateable  property  than 
from  property  that  does  not  pay  these  special 
burdens,  have  to  ask  in  what  way  that  distinc- 
tion can  best  be  struck We  think 

.  .  .  .  that  the  fairest  mode  in  the  case  of 
an  estate  would  he  found  to  he  this— that  the 
successor  to  real  and  rateable  property  should 
be  in  all  cases  taxed  upon  the  life  interest  only, 
or  on  a  minor  interest,  if  he  has  only  a  minor 

interest Some  remission  ought  to 

be  granted  to  property  wbidi  is  now  subject 


to  a  great  weight  of  peculiar  and  exceptional 
taxation."— (3  Mansard,  [125]  1397-8.) 

That  peculiar  and  exceptional  taxation, 
which  was  then  estimated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  £14,000,000  or 
£15,000,000  a-year,  now  amounts  to 
more  than  £30,000,000.  Wby  have  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
repealed  this  advantage  which  they  de- 
liberately gave  to  real  property  in  the 
matter  of  succession  as  some  make- 
weight for  the  exceptional  burdens 
which  real  property  has  to  bear?  On 
another  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man argued — 

"  If  you  charged  on  the  capital  value  of  a 
mortgaged  estate  (after  deducting  encumbrances 
and  deductions  from  gross  to  net  rental)  there 
is  no  way  in  which  you  could  meet  that  case  so 
as  not  to  give  the  tax  the  effect  and  character 
of  an  engine  for  displacing  the  present  pos- 
sessor. I  think  it  would  he  an  invidious,  an 
offensive,  an  unwise,  and  an  unjust  measure 
not  to  facilitate  the  parting  with  property  by 
persons  disposed  to  part  with  it,  hut  to  lay  on 
a  tax  in  such  a  way  as  would  have  the  effect  of 
forcing  them  to  part  with  it :  and  there  is  no 
tax,  however  moderate  it  might  he,  if  it  were 
fixed  upon  the  capital  value  of  such  an  estate  as 
I  have  described,  when  you  consider  how  at- 
tenuated the  income  would  he,  which  would  not 
have  the  effect  of  compelling  the  possessor  to 
bring  his  estate  into  the  market.*' 

Are  not  these  words  even  more  true 
now  than  they  were  then  ?  There, 
perhaps,  never  was  a  time  when  one 
great  part  of  real  property — namely, 
agricultural  land — was  less  able  to  bear 
taxation.  It  is  notorious  that  in  most 
parts  of  the  country  the  value  of  land, 
whether  for  sale  or  for  letting,  has  con- 
siderably decreased.  In  the  last  Betum 
for  Income  Tax  that  I  have  been  able 
to  obtain  the  total  assessment  of  farms 
in  England  under  Schedule  B  decreased 
by  more  than  6  per  cent  in  1882-3  as 
compared  with  1881-2.  But  this  by  no 
means  adequately  represents  the  real 
decrease ;  for  an  average  of  this  kind  is 
very  far  from  showing  what  certain 
parts  of  the  country  are  really  suffer- 
ing. I  find,  for  instance,  that  Here- 
fordshire shows  a  decrease  of  9*27 ; 
Lincoln,  9-30  ;  Nottingham,  9-71 ;  War- 
wick, 9-96  ;  Rutland,  1068  ;  Wilte, 
10-85;  Huntingdon,  11-85;  Suffolk, 
1211;  and  Cambridgeshire,  13-21.  And 
if  it  were  possible  to  analyze  the  matter 
further,  I  am  sure,  from  ray  own  know- 
ledge, that  you  would  find  that  even 
these  figures  do  not  really  represent  the 
fall  in  value  of  certain  kinds  of  land. 
I  believe  that  the  letting  value  of  whole 
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districts  in  the  corn-growing  parts  of 
the  counties  I  have  named  has  decreased 
at  least  25  per  cent  on  the  gross  rental, 
and  anyone  who  knows  anything  of  the 
outgoings  of  a  landed  property  can  judge 
what  that  means  ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  landowner  is  incapable  of 
relieving  himself  except  at  a  ruinous 
loss,  for  there  are  absolutely  no  pur- 
chasers in  the  market  for  property  of  the 
kind.  ,  This  depression,  so  far  from 
passing  away,  is,  I  am  afraid,  increasing. 
It  is  extraordinary  that  at  such  a  mo- 
ment, in  spite  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
arguments,  in  spite  of  the  Besolutions 
of  this  House  to  which  I  have  referred, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
impose  a  fresh  burden  on  property  so 
unable  to  bear  it.  It  is  very  generally 
admitted  that  there  never  was  a  time 
when  there  was  a  greater  necessity  for 
the  expenditure  of  more  capital  in  the 
improvement  of  agriculture  or  in  the 
introduction  of  different  methods  of 
agriculture  into  this  country.  We  hear 
a  great  deal  about  the  necessity  of  im- 
proving the  accommodation  provided  for 
labourers  in  the  agricultural  districts. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  well-disposed 
among  landowners  have  done  at  least  as 
much  in  this  respect  as  could  be  ex- 
pected of  them.  But  I  quite  admit  that 
there  is  much  more  to  do.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  often  profess  their  anxiety 
to  promote  these  beneficial  changes. 
How  do  they  show  it  ?  By  adding  to 
the  taxation  of  those  who  even  at  present 
find  it  sufficiently  difficult  to  carry  out 
improvements  of  this  kind.  Sir,  there 
is  another  proposal  often  made.  We  are 
told  of  the  advantages  of  largely  in- 
creasing the  number  of  small  land- 
owners. What  sort  of  temptation  do 
you  hold  out  to  the  industrious  man  to 
invest  his  savings  in  land  when  you  de- 
liberately increase  the  taxation  of  land  at 
such  a  moment  as  this  ?  I  do  hope  that 
I  may  have  said  something  to  induce  the 
Government  to  reconsider  their  proposals 
and  to  withdraw  those  parts  of  the 
Budget  to  which  I  have  referred.  There 
can  be  no  financial  necessity  in  the 
current  year  for  this  permanent  change 
in  the  Succession  Duties.  Theright  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  that  all  he  expects  to 
gain  for  the  Kevenue  is  £200,000  this 
year.  I  believe  no  Succession  Duty 
would  be  payable  until  after  12  months 
from  the  date  of  death  on  real  property, 
and  that  this  increase  of  £200,000  would 

Sir  Michael  Hicke-Beach 


come  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  from  per- 
sonal property  passing  by  settlement, 
with,  perhaps,  a  little  from  real  property 
directed  to  be  sold.  It  would  he  quite 
possible  to  make  these  changes  in  the 
law  without  touching  the  lai^er  ques- 
tions involved.  But  whether  that  be  so 
or  not,  the  Government  ought  to  be  con- 
sistent. A  few  weeks  ago  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House  induced  the  Go- 
vernment, much  against  their  will,  to 
give  some  aid  from  the  Exchequer  to 
the  local  ratepayers  in  bearing  tiiose 
new  burdens  of  Parliamentary  registra- 
tion which  they  had  intended  to  impose 
upon  the  rates.  What  was  the  argament 
stoutly  put  forward  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  ?  We 
asked  him  to  make  a  permanent  altera- 
tion in  the  law  so  that  the  inddenoe  of 
these  expenses  should  in  future  be  on 
the  Exchequer  instead  of  the  rates.  But 
in  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that  such  an  alteration — which,  by 
the  grant  which  had  been  made,  was 
admitted  to  be  just — could  not  be  made 
in  the  last  year  of  a  Parliament.  If  a 
Parliament  in  its  last  year  cannot  per- 
manently relieve  the  rates  from  a  bnnden 
which  it  is  admitted  they  should  not  bear, 
how  is  Parliament  in  its  last  year  qualified 
to  impose  a  permanent  and  unfair  charge 
of  this  nature  on  the  whole  real  property 
of  the  country  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  obtain 
any  Party  triumph.  I  hope  the  views 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  put  forward 
may  be  supported  by  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  that  I  may  have 
done  something  to  persuade  even  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  My  obj  ect 
is  to  defeat  the  proposals  in  this  Budget, 
unjust  and  injurious  as  I  believe  them 
to  be  to  whole  classes  of  the  community. 
by  every  means  in  my  power,  and  if  I 
cannot  persuade  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  I  shall  appeal  from  his  de- 
cision to  the  just  and  fair  judgment  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Eesolution  of  which  ho  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  '*  That  *'  to  tbt 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woodi 
**  this  House  regards  the  increase  proposad  br 
this  Bill  in  the  Duties  levied  on  Baer  aa4 
Spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a  oorr*- 
sponding  addition  to  the  Duties  on  Whta^  and 
declines  to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on  R«al  Pro- 
perty until  eflfeot  has  been  given  to  its  Heafiltirton 
of  17th  April  1888  and  of  a8th  IUr^  ISM*  b^ 
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which  it  has  acknowledged  further  measures  of 
relief  to  be  due  to  ratelpayers  in  counties  and 
boroughs  in  respect  of  local  charges  imposed  on 
them  for  National  services,"  —  {Sir  Michael 
HickS'Beaehf ) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Before 
I  come  to  the  main  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  most  important 
speech,  there  are  two  matters  as  to 
which  I  wish  to  remove  some  misappre- 
hension which  may  exist  in  the  minds 
of  some  Members  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  began  his  speech 
by  complaining  that  the  Government 
did  not  think  it  worth  their  while  to 
keep  a  House  on  Friday  last.  As  this 
circumstance  is  one  within  my  own 
knowledge,  and  even  personal  to  my- 
self, I  wish  to  assure  the  House  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms  that  in  order  to 
prevent  the  inconvenience  to  trade  in- 
volved by  notpassingtheBesolution  great 
efforts  were  made,  in  which  I  was  person- 
ally engaged,  to  keep  a  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  went  on  to  speak 
of  our  having  embarked  in  a  policy  of 
carrying  forward  to  a  future  year  charges 
which  ought  to  fall  on  the  present  year ; 
and  there,  again,  I  think  misapprehen- 
sion exists.  The  fact  is  that,  putting 
aside  all  technicalities,  we  are  paying 
off  as  much  in  the  present  year  as  we 
are  putting  off  to  the  next.  There  is 
no  carrying  forward  involved  in  the  pre- 
sent Budget.  I  pass  to  the  main  argu- 
ment and  most  important  portion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  which 
contains  declarations  of  policy  of  an  in- 
terest such  as  has  seldom  been  placed 
before  the  House.  The  speech  attracted 
an  amount  of  attention  which  was  not 
only  due  to  the  ability  with  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  always  addresses 
the  House,  but  which  was  an  attention 
of  that  special  kind  which  awaits  the 
announcement  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  a  Budget  night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  a  good  deal 
of  preparation,  worked  up  the  question 
of  what  taxes  he  and  his  Party  would 
be  likely  to  put  on  us.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  excited  a  breathless  condi- 
tion of  interest  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  We  all  know  it  is  easy  to  object 
to  taxes  and  to  find  fault  with  any  con- 
ceivable tax.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man, by  the  terms  of  his  Eesolution, 
finds  fault  with  the  increase  of  the 
Death  Duties.  By  his  speech  he  has 
found  fault  with  the  increase  of  the  Beer 
and  Spirit  Duties.  He  told  us  he  was 
the  protector  of  small  payers  of  the  In- 
come Tax.  The  Income  Tax  did  not 
find  favour  in  his  eyes.  But  what  did 
find  favour  in  his  eyes  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  carry  forward 
charges  to  a  future  year;  he  did  not 
like  raising  the  Income  Tax  or  any  of 
the  duties  which  it  was  proposed  to 
raise ;  but  he  proposed  to  the  House,  in 
the  name  of  his  Party,  on  this  great  occa- 
sion, of  which  long  Notice  has  been  given 
by  the  second  man  of  the  Party,  an  increase 
in  the  duty  upon  tea.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  it  avowedly  because  tea 
was  an  article  of  universal  consumption. 
We  all  know  tea  is  an  article  of  universal 
consumption.  I  wish  that  the  owners 
of  landed  estates  in  this  country  would 
do  all  they  could  to  enable  the  poor  to 
get  milk  as  well  as  tea.  One  of  the 
greatest  hardships  in  the  rural  districts, 
as  compared  with  what  was  the  case  10 
or  20  years  ago,  is  the  absolute  inability 
of  the  poor  to  obtain  milk.  But,  in 
spite  of  that  total  absence  of  milk,  the 
people  do  drink  tea,  and  the  whole  popu- 
lation consume  tea.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman admits  that  the  Tea  Duty  would 
be  unpopular  with  those  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House  and  with  the  Badioal 
Party.  What  reason  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  ?  He  says  that  we  are 
supported  by  the  Temperance  Party  and 
the  Badical  teetotallers,  who,  he  says, 
objected  to  war.  That  is  a  characteristic 
of  the  Badical  teetotallers  that  I  am  glad 
to  hear  admitted.  It  is  assumed,  there- 
fore, that  such  a  policy  as  the  taxation 
of  tea  would  be  specially  unpopular  to 
the  Liberal  Party  and  the  supporters  of 
the  Government.  If  we  are  to  discuss 
the  character  of  the  constituents  of  the 
two  Parties  in  the  State,  if  such  phrases 
are  to  be  used  with  a  sneer,  as  they  were 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  prefer 
the  Badical  teetotaller  to  the  pot-house 
politician.  If  we  are  to  discuss  that 
question  in  a  graver  way  and  upon  its 
merits — it  was  not  I  who  introduced 
these  things ;  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  sneered  at  the  Eadical  tee- 
totaller, who  was  supposed  to  be  in 
favour  of  peace — I  would  point  out  to 
the  House  why  tea  is  not  an  available 
article  for  an  increase  of  duty.    Tea  is 
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already  very  heavily  taxed — indeed  far 
more  heavily,  in  proportion  to  its  value, 
than  is  beer.  The  great  bulk  of  tea 
imported  into  this  country  is  taxed  50 
per  cent  upon  its  wholesale  value,  and 
beer  only  20  per  cent. 

Mr.  hicks  :  90. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  What 
beer? 

Mr.  hicks  :  90  per  cent. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  will  have  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  proving  that  beer 
pays  90  per  cent  at  the  present  time. 
A  calculation  which  is  in  my  possession 
goes  to  show  that  beer  pays  20  per  cent 
at  the  present  time,  and  that,  with  the 
increase  proposed  by  this  Budget,  the 
total  charge  for  the  year's  duty  will  be 
23  per  cent  instead  of  20,  as  against  50 
per  cent  which  is  paid  by  tea.  Yet  all 
the  dreadful  consequences  predicted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  to  ensue. 
There  is  to  be  a  total  cessation  in  the 
growth  of  barley,  and  an  enormous  adul- 
teration of  beer,  and  all  this  is  to  be 
caused  by  an  increase  of  duty  from  20  to 
23  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  by  way  of  suggestion  ;  but  he  was 
too  skilful  to  dwell  upon  the  subject  of 
the  possibility  of  levying  ad  valorem 
duties,  because,  he  said,  the  duty  fell 
as  heavily  upon  the  cheaper  as  the 
dearer  teas ;  he  seemed  to  think  that  the 
cheaper  tea  was  heavily  taxed.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  it  is  only  for  statis- 
tical and  financial  purposes  we  discri- 
minate between  the  cheaper  and  the 
dearer  kinds  of  tea.  Substantially,  it  is 
only  the  cheaper  kinds  of  tea  which 
have  to  be  taken  into  account,  because 
the  expensive  teas  consumed  by  a  por- 
tion of  the  rich  bear  a  very  small  pro- 
?ortion  to  the  total  importation  of  tea. 
t  is  futile  to  suppose  that  any  great  in- 
crease of  duty  could  be  obtained  by  raising 
the  duty  only  upon  the  dearer  kinds.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  raise  a  large  amount 
by  increased  duties,  such  an  amount  as 
would  take  the  place  of  the  proposed  in- 
crease of  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties.  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  that  cannot 
be  done  without  a  substantial  addition 
to  the  present  duty  on  the  cheaper  kinds 
of  tea.      After  making  this  indiscreet 

Proposal  with  regard  to  tea,  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  proposed  another  tax, 
one  upon  wines.  I  admit,  generally 
speaking,  that  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties 
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fall  in  a  large  proportion  upon  the  poor, 
as  compared  with  Wine  Duties,  which 
fall  chiefly  upon  the  rich.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  uses  the  term 
inequitable,  and  says  it  is  inequitable  to 
increase  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties 
without  raising  the  duty  on  wine,  he 
treats  the  Budget  as  though  it  consisted 
only  of  a  proposal  to  raise  the  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duties.  The  House,  however, 
will  recollect  what  was  said  both  in  the 
Budget  speech  and  in  the  Besolutions, 
as  to  the  amount  of  taxes  left  by  the 
Budget  which  will  fall  upon  the  richer 
classes,  and  it  was  hardly  worth  the 
while  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
descend  to  claptrap  such  as  this.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  word 
inequitable,  and  to  make  use  of  that 
word  in  reference  to  one  part  of  the 
Budget,  while  ignoring  the  remainder, 
is  what  I  call  claptrap.  He  did  not 
tell  us  how  much  he  thought  we 
could  obtain  by  an  increase  of  Wine 
Duties.  Surely  it  is  worth  while  oon* 
sidering  whether  you  can  obtain  a  suffi- 
cient amount  to  make  it  desirable  that 
you  should  incur  the  risks  and  the  in- 
convenience  of  imposing  the  additional 
duty.  It  has  been  suggested  in  the 
public  prints  that  we  should  increase 
the  duty  upon  sparkling  wine  and  upon 
bottled  wine.  I  believe  it  would  be 
difficult  to  get  more  than  a  few  thou* 
sand  pounds  from  these  two  sources^ 
and  it  is  matter  for  consideration  whe- 
ther it  would  be  prudent  to  make  a 
change  for  so  small  an  amount.  But  a 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  showed  that  he  contemplated 
increasing  all  the  Wine  Duties,  al- 
though in  another  part  of  his  speech  he 
appeared  to  limit  himself  to  the  winee 
strongest  in  alcohol.  The  whole  wine 
trade  is  a  decreasing  trade ;  it  is  a  trade 
which  shows  a  steady  decrease  ;  and  it 
is  doubtful  whether  a  general  increase 
of  Wine  Duties  would  not  be  followed 
by  a  further  diminution  in  trade.  When* 
ever  it  may  be  necessary  and  expedient 
to  raise  the  Wine  Duties,  the  House  has 
not  parted  with  the  power  of  raising 
them  to  meet  any  great  demand  upon 
the  finances  of  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recommended  that  we 
should  make  an  increase  which  should 
be  specially  injurious  to  Spain.  I  will 
not  discuss  International  relations;  v« 
do  not  think  the  Spaniards  have  be- 
haved particularly  well ;  and  I  will  net 
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qnarrel  with  the  rather  harfih  terms 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used. 
Any  change  in  the  Wine  Duties  based 
on  alcoholic  strength  would  be  specially 
injurious  to  Spain,  and  it  would  be 
specially  injurious  to  a  small  but  grow- 
ing trade  with  the  British  Colonies,  and 
the  most  important  of  those  Colonies 
which  do  not  put  protective  duties  on 
British  goods.  New  South  Wales  is  an 
example.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
put  on  a  duty  injurious  to  Spanish 
wines  without  crushing  the  trade  in 
wine  growing  up  between  New  South 
Wales  and  this  ooimtry.  I  have  seen 
proposals  made  of  differential  duties 
against  the  wines  of  Spain;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  too  cautious 
and  prudent  to  adopt  that  suggestion. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  argued  his  case 
with  reference  to  France  as  well  as 
Spain.  He  evidently  thinks,  as  I  should 
gather  from  his  speech,  that  France  has 
raised  her  duties  against  us. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  did  not  mean  to  imply  that.  Only  on 
certain  articles. 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Not  on 
the  whole  ? 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
Tou  are  worse  off  than  you  were  before. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No ;  we 
are  not.  We  are  distinctly  much  better 
off  than  we  were,  not  only  vastly  better 
off  than  we  were  under  the  Cobden 
Treaty,  to  obtain  which  we  reduced  our 
Wine  Duties,  but  much  better  off,  on 
the  whole,  than  we  were  before  the 
negotiations  of  1881  and  1882.  The 
Returns  of  Trade  during  the  last  five 
years  show  a  considerable  increase  in 
the  export  of  British  and  Irish  pro- 
duce to  France  since  the  years  1878, 
1879,  and  1880.  No  year  since  1880 
has  fallen  so  low  as  that  year,  which 
was  worse  than  1879.  There  is  an  ap- 
parent decrease  last  year  as  compared 
with  1883;  but  it  is  a  decrease  due  to 
shrinking  in  value  and  not  in  quantity. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
suggest  an  increase  of  Wine  Duties  by 
way  of  reprisal  for  the  treatment  he 
supposed  we  had  received  from  France. 
Certainly  an  increase  of  the  duties  upon 
sparkling  and  bottled  wines  would  be 
regarded  in  France  as  specially  directed 
against  wines  of  that  country,  as  only 
small  amounts  come  bottled  ^m  Swit- 
zerland, Austria,  and  Germany.  If  we 
raised  our  duties,  the  Free  Trade  move- 
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ment  in  France  would  be  greatly  weak- 
ened, and  an  agitation  might  arise  to 
deprive  this  country  of  the  most- 
favoured-nation treatment.  Although 
no  Treaty  was  made,  great  reductions 
were  obtained  in  1880  and  1881.  These 
reductions  were  adopted  in  the  Belgian 
Treaty,  which  was  made  concurrently; 
and  this  country  has  benefited  by  the 
increase  of  trade  with  France  and  Bel- 
gium. I  am  bound  to  say  that  you 
would  imperil  any  reduction  of  duty 
which  has  been  granted  to  this  country 
by  the  raising  of  duty  apparently  directed 
ag^nst  French  wines.  I  now  pass  over 
to  one  or  two  other  observations  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  made  with  regard 
to  the  Wine  Duties.  He  quoted  the 
Wine  Duty  Committee  and  the  evidence 
of  a  great  many  witnesses  who  were 
examined ;  but  he  entirely  failed  to  quote 
the  main  result  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee.  The  right  hon.  iBaronet 
succeeded  in  conveying  to  the  House 
the  idea  that  the  Committee  recom- 
mended an  increase  of  duty ;  but  they 
recommended  a  decrease.  When  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  quotes  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  Committee  in  this  House,  it  is 
only  fair  that  we  should  be  made  aware 
of  the  result  of  those  proceedings.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  then  went  into  an- 
cient history,  and  quoted  former  opi- 
nions with  regard  to  the  Wine  Duties, 
and  as  to  the  effect  of  the  low  duty  on 
cheap  wines,  which  he  seemed  to  think 
a  very  bad  thing,  there  again  pointing 
to  action  which  had  a  very  great  effect 
on  trade  between  this  country  and 
France.  These  opinions  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  are  ancient  opinions,  and 
are  out  of  date  with  the  Customs  authori- 
ties, who  with  their  present  experience 
of  the  working  of  low  duties  on  cheap  . 
wines  are  now  satisfied  that  the  low 
duties  do  not  conflict  with  thexemainder 
of  the  fiscal  system  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  then  went  on  to 
attack  another  part  of  the  Budget.  He 
says  that  the  Death  Duties  ou^t  not  to 
be  increased  until  the  Local  Government 
Bill  had  handed  over,  according  to  the 
policy  which  had  been  announced  in 
this  House,  to  localities  certain  taxes  in 
lieu  of  contributions  which  are  at  pre- 
sent made  to  the  State.  I  want  to  know, 
if  the  change  is  just  and  equitable  in 
itself,  why  it  should  not  be  made  at  the 
present  time,  without  waiting  for  sub- 
sequent changes  which  are  also  just  and 
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equitable.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  also 
speaks  of  the  relief  of  the  ratepayer  and 
the  property  owner  as  though  the  two 
were  exactly  the  same.  They  are  not. 
When  a  grievance  of  the  poor  ratepayer 
is  put  forward  we  do  not  associate  him 
with  the  owner  of  landed  property. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last 
year  used  these  words — 

"This  relief,  whatever  its  amount  may  be, 
will  accrue  mainly  to  owners  of  land  and 
houses — that  is  to  say,  to  real  property.**— (3 
Hansard,  [287]  614-16.) 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
grievance  always  urged  in  this  House  is 
that  of  the  small  class  of  ratepayers  in 
towns  and  of  the  small  farmers.  I 
doubt  whether  the  highest  economical 
authorities  in  this  House  would  con- 
sider that  the  Death  Duties  mainly  hit 
these  persons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man complained  of  our  touching  the  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation  at  all  in  a  piece- 
meal fashion.  This  argument  comes 
with  peculiar  want  of  force  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  nearly  de- 
stroyed the  Government  and  the  Liberal 
Party  a  few  weeks  ago  by  the  extra- 
ordinary insistance  with  which  he  tried 
to  touch  this  question  in  a  very  piece- 
meal way.  He  quoted  some  remarks  of 
the  Prime  Minister  with  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  real  property,  and  then 
asked  whether  rates  had  not  increased 
rather  than  diminished  since  those  re- 
marks were  made.  The  rates  in  towns 
have  increased  very  greatly  since ;  but 
the  rates  in  the  country  have  not. 
Our  view  is  that  the  change  which 
we  propose  is  a  just  change,  and  ought 
not  to  be  necessarily  dependent  upon 
certain  other  changes  relating  to  local 
taxation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not,  I  think,  shake  that  view ;  and 
the  belief  I  held  before  he  made  his 
speech,  that  this  small  instalment  of 
justice  ouffht  to  be  given  at  the  present 
time,  I  hold  still.  Let  the  House  bear 
in  mind  that  landed  property  already 
possesses  one  great  advantage  in  taxa- 
tion. The  land  is  generaUy  left  for 
lives,  and  personal  property  generally 
right  out.  Personal  property  left  right 
out  pays  on  the  whole  amount,  whereas 
the  land  does  not,  but  only  its  life  in- 
terest. This  is  a  clear  advantage  to  the 
owners  of  land,  which  they  will  retain 
if  the  proposal  is  carried  into  efPeot. 
Now,  the  right  kon.  Baronet  went  on 
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to  say  that  he  did  not  wish  to  make  a 
Party  battle  of  this,  and  that  he  did  not 
wish  really  to  inflict  any  damage  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House ;  but  that  all 
he  desired  was  to  change  or  modify  the 
Budget.  But  I  can  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  that  is  his  view  he 
will  not  be  allowed  to  hold  it  quietly  to 
himself  on  this  occasion.  If  he  defeats 
us  on  this  occasion  he  must  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  that  defeat,  and  he  most 
have  the  courage  of  his  opinions  and  be 
prepared  to  go  forward  with  his  pro- 
posals for  taxing  tea,  which  he  admits 
is  universally  consumed,  and  a  tax  on 
which  would,  he  admitted,  be  unpopular. 
We  have  had  the  courage  of  our  opi- 
nions. This  is  not  altogether  a  popuuLr 
Budget ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
be  a  very  popular  Budget  indeed  beside 
that  shadowed  forth  to  us  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to-night.  This  ques- 
tion cannot  be  treated  as  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  change  of  Budget.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  life  and  death,  and  must  be 
treated  as  a  question  of  life  and  death  ; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  defeats 
us  on  this  occasion  he  must  try  to  form 
a  Government  on  the  policy  he  has 
placed  before  the  country  to-night  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  I  think,  find 
that  those  who  sit  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  are  singularly  elated 
by  his  speech.  I  do  nottmnk  that  they 
could  have  found  a  better  policy  to  go 
to  the  country  with  than  the  one  whidi 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  presented 
them  with.  Time  will  show,  and  I  think 
the  time  will  come  when  the  Toiy  Psrtj 
will  regret  that  they  have  proposed  a 
weighty  duty  on  tea,  and  that  they  havs 
sneered  at  the  Temperance  Party  of  this 
country. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  «U 
down  was  good  enough  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  to  denoonce 
claptrap,  but  had  used  a  great  deal  of 
it  himself.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
attributed  a  great  many  views  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  which  he  did  not 
hear  him  announce.  He  did  not  hear 
him  propose  a  duty  on  tea — [Sir  Mig&as. 
Hicks-Beach:  Hear,  hear!  mmi  Jft- 
nitterial  cries  of '*  Oh  I  "]— but  he  had 
heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  spoks 
last  support  the  Beer  Duty  as  a  tax  on 
pothouse  politicians. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  What  I 
said  was  that  if  we  were  foreed  iato 
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these  considerations  I  was  bound  to  say 
that  for  my  part  I  preferred  the  Badical 
teetotaller  to  the  pothouse  politician. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  expressed  him- 
self in  terms  of  disapproyal  of  pothouse 
politicians,  and  he  sneered  at  them ;  but 
there  was  not  a  single  Metropolitan 
Member  who  had  attended  so  many 
pothouse  meetings  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  beg  to 
give  a  most  unqualified  denial  to  that 
statement. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
his  memory  was  sufficiently  accurate  to 
enable  him  to  say  that  there  was  no 
Metropolitan  Member  who  had  been  so 
assiduous  in  attending  what  ordinarily 
went  by  the  name  of  pothouse  meetings 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  great 
mass  of  the  Radical  clubs  who  sup- 
ported the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  beer 
and  spirit  licences ;  and  to  support  pot- 
house politicians  out-of-doors  and  de- 
nounce them  in  the  House  of  Commons 
was  nothing  but  claptrap.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  stoutly  denied  that 
there  was  any  carrying  over  of  the  de- 
ficiency to  next  year;  but  there  was  a 
carrying  over,  and  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  deny  it  was  to  deny  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Bill  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  introduced  to 
make  good  his  deficiency.  This  year 
he  took  all  that  he  could  from  the 
Sinking  Fund,  and  next  year  he  pro- 
posed to  pay  out  of  the  same  fund  what 
he  could  to  meet  the  deficiency  which 
was  carried  over  from  this  year.  Of 
course,  any  taxation  was  unpopular ; 
still  it  was  remarkable  that  whenever  it 
was  proposed  to  tax  any  home  produce 
the  Radical  Party  were  dumb,  but  when 
it  was  proposed  to  tax  an  article  of 
foreign  produce  they  raised  every  pos- 
sible objection.  Lord  Beaconsfield  once 
observed  that  the  Radical  Party  were 
friends  of  eyery  country  in  the  world 
but  their  own.  That  seemed  to  be  true 
when  they  came  to  the  question  of  taxa- 
tion. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  endeavoured  to  buy  off  opposition 
from  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  by  in- 
timating that  next  year  the  Beer  Duty 
would  be  repealed.  But,  if  that  were 
an  equitable  duty,  why  should  they 
take  it  off  next  year?  Was  it  proposed 
to  take  off  the  Spirit  Duty  next  year  ? 
There  was  no  response  to  that  question. 


TnB  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
QXJER  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  if  he  did 
not  immediately  answer  every  question 
contained  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, it  must  not  be  assumed  that  he 
agreed  with  what  might  be  inferred 
from  or  implied  in  them. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  con- 
tinuing,  said,  now  he  would  ask  very 
seriously,  was  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  promise 
the  repeal  of  any  portion  of  the  taxa- 
tion which  he  put  on  this  year?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
he  would  not  be  a  party  to  the  taxation 
of  property  unless  he  also  taxed  articles 
of  consumption,  and  that  he  would  not 
be  a  party  to  the  increase  of  the  duty 
upon  spirits  if  he  did  not  increase  the 
duty  on  beer.  Next  day  he  proposed 
to  take  off  the  duty  on  beer ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  an  enormous  proportion  of 
the  taxation  now  imposed  would  be 
necessary  for  many  years,  even  in  the 
most  favourable  circumstances.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  estimated 
a  deficiency  of  £15,000,000,  but  the 
Vote  of  Credit  was  only  for  £  1 1 ,000,000 ; 
consequently,  there  would  be  a  deficiency 
of  £4,000.000.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  put  on  taxation  to  the 
amount  of  only  £7,000,000 ;  conse- 
quently, the  greater  portion  of  the  in- 
creased taxation  would  be  necessary  for 
the  ordinary  purposes  of  the  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  acute 
enough  to  say  that  this  excessive  ex- 
penditure was  exceptional.  It  was  no- 
thing  of  the  kind.  What  would  be 
our  position  next  year?  They  must  make 
an  allowance  for  at  least  £1,500,000 
of  Supplementary  Estimates ;  that  made 
a  deficiency  of  £5.500,000  out  of 
£7,000,000.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  tax  property  un- 
less he  put  taxes  on  articles  of  con- 
sumption ;  therefore,  if  he  took  off  the 
Beer  Duty  next  year,  and  left  on  the 
increased  Income  Tax,  he  would  throw 
over  the  cardinal  principle  upon  which 
he  proceeded.  The  expenditure  this 
year  was  £100,000,000.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  next  year  we  should 
have  an  increase  of  the  existing  amoimt 
of  the  ordinary  Estimates,  which  this 
year  were .  £88,000,000  sterling.  The 
Estimates  in  respect  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Civil  Service  were  £4,000,000  in 
excess  of  the  Estimates  of  last  year, 
which  were  the  highest  jMre^r^l^^c^^^ 
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Table  of  the  House  before.  Wben 
such  an  increase  took  place,  he  appealed 
to  the  experience  of  Members  whether 
it  was  not  likely  to  remain  a  portion  of 
our  ordinary  expenditure?  But  the 
expenditure  of  the  Government  was 
£10,000.000  in  excess  of  the  Estimates 
which  the  late  Government  proposed, 
and  for  which  they  made  provision. 
Therefore,  they  found  that  the  ordinary 
expenditure  of  this  Government,  which 
was  pledged  to  economy,  was  £10,000,000 
in  excess  of  the  Estimates  of  the  late 
Government,  which  was  denounced  as 
extravagant.  The  average  increase  was 
£2,000,000  a-year.  In  Mid  Lothian 
the  Prime  Minister  denounced  the  ex- 
cessive Supplementary  Estimates  of  the 
Government  of  that  day.  But  no  Go- 
vernment had  sinned  so  much  in  that 
respect  as  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  There  were  last  year 
no  fewer  than  five  separate  series  of 
Army  Supplementary  Estimates,  four 
separate  series  of  Naval  Supplementary 
Estimates,  and  three  separate  series  of 
Civil  Service  Supplementary  Estimates, 
while  the  amount  averaged  between 
£3,000,000  and  £5,000,000  sterling. 
In  fact,  there  was  an  aggregate  of 
£12,000,000  sterling  for  Supplementary 
Estimates  in  five  years.  In  addition, 
the  Government  introduced  the  largest 
Vote  of  Credit  ever  asked  for.  There 
were  four  points  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention  with  regard  to  the  policy 
of  the  Government — firstly,  that  the 
normal  Expenditure  of  this  country  had 
reached  many  millions  more  than  had 
ever  hitherto  been  the  case;  secondly, 
that  the  average  annual  increase  had 
taken  place  by  leaps  and  bounds;  thirdly, 
that  the  Supplementary  Estimates  had 
attained  an  extraordinarily  high  figure ; 
and,  fourthly,  that  in  times  of  peace  we 
had  a  Yote  of  Credit  that  exceeded  that 
of  many  War  Budgets.  Putting  all 
these  things  together,  he  believed  that 
our  expenditure  next  year  would  reach 
an  amount  which  would  not  permit  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  effect 
any  reduction  of  taxation.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  very  much  in  favour  of  the  large 
increase  of  the  Succession  Duty  proposed 
by  the  Government.  He  said,  if  it  was 
just  and  equitable,  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  duty  shoiild  not  be  increased. 
Bat  the  Opposition  contended  that  it 
was  unjust  and  inequitable  unless  pro- 

Lord  George  Hamilton 


perty,  which  was  taxed  so  highly  for 
Imperial  purposes,  was  relieved  of  the 
burdens  imposed  upon  it  for  local  pur- 
poses also.     At  a  time  when  the  Party 
opposite  desired  to  increase  the  number 
of  landowners,  it  was  astonishing  that 
they  should  support  a  proposal  which 
must  result  in  the  extinction  of  small 
freeholders.     By  the  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  a  small 
freeholder,  on  succeeding  to  his  inheri- 
tance,  would  be  compelled  to  pay  treble 
the  duty  which  he  would  have  had  to 
pay    formerly.    The   result    would   be 
that  a  small  freeholder  would  be  forced 
to  sell  his  heritage  on  suoceedinK  to  it, 
and  thus  the  number  of   small  land- 
owners in  this  country  would  inevitably 
become    less.     The    President    of   the 
Local  Government  Board  had  told  them 
that  the  acceptance  of  the  Budget  as  it 
stood  was  a  question  of  life  or  death  to 
the  Gt>vemment.  But  Gbvemments  had 
before  now  taken  back  their  Budgets ; 
and  if  the  Government  should  resign, 
in  the  event  of  defeat,  on  the  present 
occasion,  they  would  resign,  not  through 
fear  of   the  difficulty  which  his  ri^^ 
hon.  Friend's  Motion  would  place  in 
their  way,  but  through  fear  of  other 
difficulties.     He,   therefore,  hoped  the 
House  would  not  be  led  in  any  degree 
by  the  threat  of  resignation  which  had 
been  held  out.    The  Succession  Datiee 
were  only  estimated  to  produce  £200,000 
this  year.    If  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x* 
chequer  were  to  decide  to  forego  this 
sum,  his  Budget  would  not  materially 
suffer.    The  proposal  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  clear.     He  said,  if  the  Qo- 
vernment  must  put  an  increased  datj 
on  beverages,  let  it  be  put  on  wine,  and 
no  answer  had  been  made  to  that  pro- 
posal.   The  Expenditure  of  the  country 
was  increasing  at  an  enormous  rate  ;  and 
if  the  House  should  now  assent  to  the 
proposed   increased    taxation,  on    the 
ground  that  it  was  only  to  be  temporavj, 
the  almost  certain  result  would  be  that 
in  the  end  the  additions  would  form  an 
integral  part  of  the  permanent  tSTation 
of  the  country.     In   his  Mid  T^^ti^^m 
speeches  the  Prime  Minister  attributed 
the  increased  taxation  of  that  day  to  the 
vigorous  foreign  policy  of  Lord  Boarona 
field.    Now,    however,    unpreoedentad 
Votes  of  Credit  were  proposed  in  aup- 
port  of  a  policy  which  was  by  no  means 
vigorous.     The  meaner  and  shabhMr 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
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vemraent  was,  the  larger  were  the  de- 
mands made  upon  the  country.  A 
principle  laid  down  by  Lord  Beaconsfield 
20  years  ago,  when  the  relations  between 
Germany  and  Denmark  were  strained, 
was  that  the  more  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land was  reduced  in  the  counsels  of 
Europe  the  less  security  there  was  for 
peace.  Now,  the  reason  why  these 
enormous  Estimates  were  proposed,  and 
why  this  unpopular  taxation  was  im- 
posed, was  that  the  Government  had 
reduced  the  influence  of  England  to  a 
nullity.  Although  nominally  at  peace, 
the  House  was  asked  to  sanction  a  War 
Budget.  It  was  possible  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  be  defeated,  and 
that  this  unpopular  taxation  would  pass 
into  law ;  and,  as  he  had  said,  he  was 
convinced  that  if  it  did,  instead  of  being 
merely  temporary,  it  would  become  a 
permanent  charge.  He  should  not  be 
sorry,  in  one  sense,  if  the  Amendment 
were  rejected,  because  the  eyes  of  the 
country  would  then  be  opened  to  the 
causes  of  the  enormous  expenditure, 
and  they  would  be  led  to  carefully  con- 
sider the  policy  of  the  last  five  years, 
which  had  resulted  in  imposing  upon 
the  country  the  mischief  and  injury  of 
immense  taxation  at  home,  and  inflict- 
ing upon  us  all  the  discredit  of  constant 
surrender  and  humiliation  abroad. 

Mb.  ALL80PP :  Sir,  as  one  of  those 
largely  affected  by  the  Beer  Duty,  and 
while  still  objecting  to  the  imposition  of 
an  increased  tax  upon  a  trade  which  has 
already  many  heavy  burdens  to  bear,  I 
nevertheless  recognize  the  position  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  fact  that  he  has  endeavoured  to  meet 
the  trade  in  a  fair  spirit  by  limiting  the 
operation  of  the  tax,  and  thus  making 
the  extra  \s,  per  barrel  a  war  tax.  and 
a  war  tax  only.  If,  therefore,  my  vote 
vote  had  to  be  given  on  this  part  of  the 
Budget  only,  I  should  have  felt  it  my 
duty  to  have  abstained  from  voting ;  but 
there  are  other  proposals  in  the  Budget 
to  which  I  strongly  object,  and  shall  be 
obliged,  therefore,  to  record  my  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  could  not  congratulate 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  his 
change  o^  front  with  regard  to  the 
Budget,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
neither  made  a  decent  retreat  nor  had 
stuck  to  his  guns.    He  (^Mr.  O'Sullivan) 


thought  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
made  a  serious  mistake  in  putting  a  tax 
upon  an  article  which  was  already  con- 
siderably overtaxed.  The  new  figures 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  evening  were  certainly  most  extra- 
ordinary, and  were  sprung  on  them  by 
surprise,  especially  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. He  (Mr.  C Sullivan)  looked  upon 
the  proposal  to  increase  the  Spirit 
Duty  as  an  attempt  to  destroy  a  most 
important  industry  in  that  country. 
To  prove  the  importance  of  the  spirit 
trade  in  Ireland  it  would  be  sufiicient 
to  say  that  in  January,  1883,  there  was 
in  bond  and  in  store  in  that  country 
20, 550, 000  gallons  of  Irish-made  whisky, 
representing  a  value  of  over  £5,000,000. 
On  the  same  date  there  were  in  the 
English  bonded  stores  only  7,000,000 
gallons  of  whisky  made  in  various  coun- 
tries, representing,  including  gin,  a 
value  of  about  £1,500,000.  Home-made 
spirits  ought  not  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  cigars  and  tobacco,  the  raw 
material  of  which  was  grown  abroad, 
and  was  therefore  a  foreign  product, 
whereas  our  spirits  were  manufactured 
from  home-grown  barley.  Ireland  had 
only  three  principal  trades — that  of 
linen,  that  of  whisky,  and  that  of  porter ; 
and  it  was  now  sought  to  destroy  her 
whisky  trade.  Formerly  Irish  ttade 
was  destroyed  by  special  legislation, 
but  no  one  would  nowadays  think  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill  to  destroy  any  par- 
ticular branch  of  Irish  industry;  but 
the  present  action  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  prove  as  fatal  to 
the  trade  he  referred  to  as  any  legisla- 
tion could  do.  He  might  be  told  that 
this  increase  in  the  Spirit  Duties  had 
been  made  in  the  interests  of  morality ; 
but,  if  that  were  the  case,  why  had  not 
an  equal  tax  been  put  upon  alcohol  in 
all  its  forms  ?  Why  was  spirit  selected  ? 
Was  it  not  a  well-known  fact  that  that 
article  was  at  present  taxed  200  or  300 
per  cent  over  its  actual  value,  and  why 
should  another  10  per  cent  of  taxation 
be  added  to  it?  During  the  last  30 
years,  however,  the  Liberal  Party  had 
made  frequent  attempts  to  destroy  the 
Irish  whisky  trade.  Thirty  years  since 
the  duty  was  only  2«.  Ad,  per  gallon  on 
Irish  whisky ;  it  was  now  400  per  cent 
more  than  the  first  cost  of  the  article. 
He  should  like  to  know  whether  there 
was  any  trade  in  this  country  which 
would  stand  such  a  duty  as  that  ?    The 
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result  of  the  taxation  in  Ireland  had 
been  to  reduce  the  number  of  distilleries 
to  one-third  the  number  that  existed 
50  years  ago,  and  the  effect  of  this  policy 
was  that  they  were  destroying  the  makers 
of  a  pure  wholesome  whisky,  and 
driving  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people 
into  early  graves  and  lunatic  asylums 
by  encouraging  the  consumption  of  in- 
ferior spirits.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  actuated  by  any  mo- 
tives of  morality,  why  did  he  not  put  a 
tax  of  2s.  duty  upon  whisky  taken  out 
before  it  was  one  year  old,  and  Is,  on 
whisky  taken  out  before  two  years? 
If  he  had  done  that  he  would  have  the 
whole  House  with  him,  and  would  have 
served  the  cause  of  real  and  solid 
temperance  more  than  all  the  tinkering 
Bills  ever  brought  into  this  House  by 
the  Temperance  Party.  The  result  of 
the  present  proposals  would  be  to  encou- 
rage the  manufacture  and  consumption 
of  inferior  German  spirit  made  from 
potatoes,  which  was  only  fit  for  lighting 
lamps.  This  Budget  offered  a  direct 
bonus  to  foreign  manufacture.  It  was 
not  merely  those  engaged  in  the  whisky 
trade  who  would  be  injured,  but  the 
farmers,  who  now  found  barley  a  profit- 
able crop.  Again,  the  proposal  was 
such  as  it  would  make  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land pay  two-fifths  of  the  whole  duty, 
notwithstanding  that  their  population 
was  not  one-fourth  of  the  whole  of  that 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  number 
of  gallons  of  spirit  according  to  popu- 
lation consumed  in  the  three  countries 
and  the  amount  paid  per  head  of  the 
tax  would  show  this.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  very  important  calculation,  which 
showed  that  Englishmen  drank,  on  an 
average,  a  little  over  four  gallons  per 
head  of  alcohol  in  all  shapes,  Scotch- 
men a  little  over  three  gallons,  and 
Irishmen  only  two  gallons,  or  a  little 
more  than  one-half  that  consumed  by 
Englishmen.  Yet  see  how  they  were  made 
to  pay  for  this  luxury  in  the  different 
countries  ?  The  Scotchman  paid  in  the 
shape  of  duty  1 8«.  1  Od.  per  head,  the  Irish- 
man 13».  lOrf.  per  head;  but  the  English- 
man, who  consumed  twice  as  much  as  the 
Irishman,  paid  only  lU.  ^d.  per  head. 
Was  this  a  fair  way  of  taking  what  was 
known  as  an  **  even  keel"  for  the  three 
countries  ?  If  any  Irish  or  Scotch  Mem- 
bers voted  for  the  Government  to- 
night, he  could  only  say  that  they  pre- 
ferred their    Party  to    their    country. 

Mr.  O'Sullkan 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  he  expected  to  receive  only 
£900,000  from  the  spirits  and  £750,000 
from  beer ;  but  he  maintained  that  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  alone  would  pay  more 
than  that  sum  themselves.  He  aseerted, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  got 
£1,000,000  sterling  from  Ireland  and 
Scotland  alone  under  the  2s.  increased 
duty  on  spirits.  By  the  change  he  now 
proposed  that  amount  would  be  reduced 
to  £500,000.  When  introducing  his 
Budget  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  spoken  as  if  the  tax  on  beer  would 
but  very  slightly  affect  Ireland.  He 
(Mr.  0' Sullivan)  would  show  the  House 
that  Ireland  paid  more  than  her  share 
of  that  tax  also.  There  were  44  breweries 
in  Ireland,  and  one  of  these  alone  would 
pay  over  £60,000.  The  remaining  43 
would  surely  pay  another  £60,000.  Was 
that  a  trifle?  Under  these  proposals  of 
the  Government  Ireland,  with  1-1 6th  of 
the  wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom,  would 
have  to  pay  l-9th  of  the  taxation.  An  ad- 
mission made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  bringing  in  his  Budget  showed 
his  position  in  regard  to  the  increase  of 
the  Spirit  Duty  to  be  altogether  incon- 
sistent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
— "As  to  spirits,  we  have  satisfied  oop- 
selves  that  they  may  now  well  bear  an  in- 
creasedduty."  What,he(Mr.O'SulliTan) 
would  ask,  could  these  words  mean,  ex- 
cept that  the  consumption  of  spirits  was 
increasing  ?  Yet  the  fact  was  the  Go- 
vernment had  for  some  years  past  been 
pursuing  a  policy  which  was  steadily 
destroying  one  of  the  few  industries 
they  had  yet  remaining  in  Ireland. 
Some  years  ago  they  had  93  distil- 
leries in  Ireland,  whUe  they  had  now 
only  31,  and  that  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides 
that  drinking  had  increased  all  over  the 
country — a  consequence  of  the  extensirs 
substitution  of  bad  spirits  for  the  whole- 
some articles  formerly  made.  In  the  faes 
of  a  falling  consumption  it  was  out* 
rageous  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  to  attempt  to  put  an  increased 
duty  on  Irish  and  Scotch  spirits.  People 
sometimes  wondered  at  the  persistencj 
with  which  Irish  Members  strove  to  ob- 
tain a  Home  Legislature  for  Indand; 
but  he  asked  whether  the  dreomstanoss 
he  was  now  mentioning,  if  thsj  stood 
alone,  were  not  a  justificatioa  for  tksir 
moving  Heaven  and   earth   to  get  a 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLC 


1453  Customs  and  Inland         {June  8,  188.5) 


jRevenue  Sill. 


1454 


Home  Parliament?  By  the  policy  the 
English  Government  had  long  oeen  pur- 
suing in  Ireland,  the  spirit  trade  was 
being  thrown  into  the  hands  of  German 
distillers  and  others,  to  the  great  de- 
triment of  Irish  interests.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  put  an  increased 
duty  on  raw  spirits  the  whole  House 
would  have  supported  them.  Were  there 
not  many  other  things  upon  which  taxa- 
tion might  justly  be  imposed  to  make 
good  the  deficit?  Why,  for  instance, 
should  not  a  tax  be  imposed  on  ground 
rents,  which  yielded  large  incomes  to 
persons  who  contributed  nothing  out 
of  their  own  pockets  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  property  from  which  they 
derived  them?  A  tax  on  ground  rents 
in  all  oities  and  towns  would  be  a  most 
equitable  tax,  and  as  much  as  £3,000,000 
a-year  might  fairly  and  easily  be  made 
by  taxing  them  10  per  cent.  Next  to 
taxing  ground  rents  he  would  levy  n 
tax  upon  clubs,  which  were  nothing 
else  than  public-houses  in  disguise,  and 
gave  rise  to  an  evasion  of  the  laws  re- 
gulating the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
and  were  a  source  of  vice  and  immorality, 
as  many  of  them  were  nothing  better  than 
dens  for  gambling  and  drinking.  See  the 
difference  in  duty  on  the  drink  of  the 
wealthy  and  the  drink  of  the  working 
man.  The  working  man  who  went  into 
the  shop  of  a  spirit  merchant  and  bought 
a  bottle  of  whisky  paid  1«.  Qd,  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  while  the 
wealthy  squire  who  invested  in  a  bottle 
of  champagne,  several  times  the  value 
of  the  whisl^,  contributed  only  2d, 
£250,000  might  be  raised  by  'taxing 
high-class  wines  and  cigars.  It  was  the 
man  who  drove  in  his  carriage  who  con- 
tributed least  to  the  Income  and  to  the 
expenses  of  State.  It  was  the  old  story 
of  the  wealthy  making  laws  to  tax  the 
poor  and  to  relieve  themselves.  Three- 
fourths  of  the  taxes  of  the  country  were 
raised  from  consimiable  articles,  and 
certainly  nine-tenths  of  that  was  paid  by 
the  poor  and  working  class,  which  ought 
to  be  sufficient  without  adding  more  to 
their  burdens.  He  had  always  since  he 
bad  come  into  that  House  exerted  him- 
self in  favour  of  the  working  man,  and  as 
long  as  he  had  the  honour  of  occupying  a 
seat  in  that  House  he  would  continue  to 
do  so.  He  assured  the  House  that  he 
was  in  earnest  in  the  proposition  which 
be  had  made  some  time  ago,  although 
hon.  Members  laughed  at  it.    He  be- 


lieved that  they  should  double  the  In- 
come Tax  upon  every  man  who  was  un- 
married at  the  age  of  30  years.  A  man 
who  had  a  family  to  support,  a  house  to 
maintain,  and  servants  to  keep  was  en- 
titled to  some  relief;  and,  besides,  he 
believed  that  a  married  man  was  more 
likely  to  do  good  to  society  than  a  single 
man.  He  did  not,  therefore,  think  it  at 
all  unreasonable  that  a  single  man  should 
pay  a  double  Income  Tax,  as  he  could 
spare  it  far  more  than  a  married  man, 
and,  besides,  it  was  a  tax  which  he  could 
get  rid  of  any  day  he  liked.  For  all 
these  reasons  he  would  strongly  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  he  would  call  upon  all  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Members  to  support  it 
also.  Any  Irish  or  Scotch  Member  who 
supported  the  Government  on  this  ques- 
tion thought  far  more  of  the  considera- 
tions of  Party  than  seeing  his  country 
crushed  down  by  undue  taxation.  The 
Government  taxed  Ireland  and  taxed 
Scotland  heavily,  so  that  taxation  might 
sit  lightly  on  England. 

Colonel  O'BEIBNE  said,  that,  as  an 
Irish  Member  who  usually  supported 
the  Government,  he  felt  bound  on  this 
occasion  to  vote  against  them.  He  con- 
sidered it  a  very  great  hardship  that  the 
Irish  people  should  have  their  national 
beverage  taxed  to  the  extent  proposed 
by  the  Government.  The  extra  tax  on 
beer  would,  he  understood,  be  in  opera- 
tion for  one  year  only ;  but  the  additional 
tax  on  whisky  would  be  retained  in  per- 
petuity. That  was  not  fair.  In  regard 
to  whisky  they  knew  from  past  expe- 
rience that  taxes  put  upon  it  were  never 
removed.  He  did  not,  besides,  believe 
that  Ireland  should  be  forced  to  con- 
tribute so  much  to  the  large  expenditure 
incurred  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  their  foreign  policy,  such  as  in  the 
war  in  the  Soudan.  He  felt  very  strongly 
on  this  point,  for  Ireland,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  derived  no  benefit  whatever  from 
this  large  expenditure.  As  far  as  Ire- 
land was  concerned,  it  was  utterly  use- 
less. Another  reason  why  he  objected 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  teetotallers  would  escape  alto- 
gether paying  their  just  contribution 
towards  the  national  expenses.  If  the 
taxes  were  just  and  sound  they  ought 
to  affect  everybody  in  the  country.  It 
was  generally  supposed  that  people  be- 
came teetotallers  m>m  very  excellent  mo- 
tives.    It   had  been  stated,  on  good 
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authority,  that  there  were  3,000,000  or 
4,000,000  of  teetotallers  in  the  country, 
and  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  them 
abstained  from  drink  solely  because  they 
dared  not  trust  themselves  with  a  limited 
quantity  of  liquor  lest  they  should  be- 
come drunkards.  They  had  no  alterna- 
tive but  to  abstain.  He  failed  to  see 
why  teetotallers  should  be  altogether 
exempted  from  taxation — ^in  fact,  the 
way  in  which  the  teetotallers  and  the 
Salvation  Army  were  exempted  from 
taxation  was  a  national  disgrace.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  said  he  did  not  like  to  impose  a 
further  duty  upon  wine,  because  it  would 
give  ofiPence  to  France  to  do  so.  But  if 
the  French  considered  that  a  tax  would 
be  beneficial  to  them  they  would  not 
shrink  from  imposing  it  lest  it  might 
give  ofiPence  to  England.  He  thought 
that  an  increased  duty  should  be  laid 
on  wine  and  champagnes  especially  for 
this  reason  also— that  such  a  course 
would  help  to  reconcile  the  poorer 
classes  of  this  country  to  the  increased 
taxation  imposed  upon  them.  At  the 
same  time  champagne,  it  should  be  re- 
membered, was  also  taken  by  the  lower 
classes  a  good  deal.  [''Oh!"  and 
laughter,']  Yes,  he  believed  that  the 
miners  in  the  North  of  England  often 
drank  it.  For  these  reasons  he  would 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CLAEE  read  said,  he  hoped 
he  would  be  allowed  to  supplement 
some  of  the  remarks  he  had  made  on  the 
Budget  night  with  reference  to  the  Malt 
Tax,  because  that  subject  was  one  in 
which  he  took  a  great  interest,  and  nearly 
20  years  ago  he  was  returned  to  Par- 
liament to  try  to  abolish  it.  The  agri- 
culturists of  this  country  were  like  the 
Egyptians,  who,  instead  of  having  their 
burdens  lightened,  had  them  greatly  in- 
creased. That  seemed  to  be  the  general 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Government  to- 
wards the  agricultural  interest.  The 
only  effort  made  in  his  time  towards 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  beer  was 
when  Mr.  Disraeli  in  1857  proposed  that 
the  Malt  Tax  should  be  reduced  one- 
half  ;  but  the  House  of  Commons  soon 
disposed  of  the  Malt  Tax  and  of  his 
Government  at  the  same  time.  Lord 
John  Russell,  before  the  days  of  Free 
Trade,  said  that  if  he  happened  to  be 
in  Ofidce  when  Free  Trade  was  adopted 
the  first  tax  he  would  repeal  would  be 
the  Malt  Tax ;  but  some  years  after- 
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wards  when  he  was  in  OfiRce  he  entirely 
forgot  that  promise.  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell proposed  an  addition  of  5  per  cent 
on  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
and  on  the  assessed  taxes ;  and  it  web 
curious  that  whereas  on  almost  all  the 
other  things  the  5  per  cent  was  abo- 
lished, it  still  remained  on  beer  up  to 
the  present  day.  He  was,  therefore, 
very  much  obliged  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when,  putting  on  the  1«. 
duty,  he  said  that  it  would  not  con- 
tinue beyond  next  May.  It  was  well, 
at  all  events,  that  a  time  should  be  fixed 
beyond  which  the  tax  should  not  con- 
tinue. When  Mr.  Oobden  proposed  the 
abolition  of  taxes  on  soap*  and  a  greet 
variety  of  other  articles  he  also  recom- 
mended the  abolition  of  the  Malt  Tax ; 
and  it  was  a  strange  thing  that  of  all 
these  taxes  the  only  one  retained  was 
the  Malt  Tax.  He  remembered  Mr. 
Gobden  saying  that  when  he  went  abroad 
and  saw  the  people  of  the  country  drink- 
ing their  own  free  wine,  he  could  not  but 
contrast  their  lot  with  that  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  who  had  to  pay  a  tax 
on  the  beer  he  drank.  In  1880  the 
Prime  Minister  transferred  the  tax  from 
malt  to  beer,  and  said  he  only  wanted 
to  obtain  an  equal  amount  of  taxation 
from  beer.  But  now  he  found,  from 
a  Return  to  Parliament  in  1884,  tiiat 
the  duty  upon  beer  was  no  lees  than 
24».  4i(^.,  being  something  like  2«.  more 
than  it  was  before.  Then  there  was  an 
addition  to  that — namely,  the  heavy 
increase  of  the  duty  for  licences  upon 
the  publicans.  In  many  country  distnctB 
it  was  more  than  double  what  they  had 
previously  paid.  No  one  ooold  doubt 
that  there  was  great  depression  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  and  that  deprossiop 
was  most  severely  felt  in  the  Eastern 
coimties,  where,  in  these  latter  days, 
barley  had  been  the  only  crop  that  had 
paid  for  cultivation.  And  yet  bariey 
was  the  crop  the  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  singled  out  to  put  an  in- 
creased duty  upon.  The  county  he  hid 
the  honour  to  represent  (Norfolk)  grew 
more  acres  of  barley  than  any  ^er 
county  except  Lincolnshire  and  York- 
shire, the  acreage  being  generally  within 
a  trifle  of  200,000  acres,  and  he  calcu- 
lated that  this  increased  duty  would  be 
something  like  a  tax  of  10«.  an  wen 
upon  every  acre  of  barley  grown  in  that 
county,  and,  of  course,  throughout  Ki^ 
land.    Dividing  the  tax   between  the 
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oonsnmer  and  the  producer,  the  Norfolk 
farmers  would  have  to  pay  out  of  their 
poverty  something  like  an  increase  of 
£50,000  under  this  new  Budget.  The 
average  price  of  barley  per  quarter  was 
about  28«.,  and  the  duty  levied  would  be 
something  of  the  same  amount.  There- 
fore they  would  have  a  tax  of  100  per 
cent  upon  their  barley.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  estimated  the  increase 
of  the  Bevenue  from  the  U,  on  beer  at 
only  £750,000.  But  unless  there  was  a 
very  limited  consumption,  the  Is.  ought 
io  bring  nearly  double  that  amount. 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  believe  that  this  increased  taxation 
would  diminish  the  consumption,  and 
very  much  decrease  the  price  of  barley, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  invite 
further  substitutes  for  malt,  not  only 
from  other  grain,  but  from  bounty-fed 
sugar,  a  thing  which  not  only  crippled 
our  Colonies  and  ruined  the  refiners  in 
the  East  End  of  London,  but  inflicted 
on  farmers  in  the  Eastern  counties  very 
great  discouragement  in  growing  beet- 
root sugar.  He  hoped  the  time  would 
oome  when  beer  would  be  put  under 
the  Adulteration  Act.  People  ought 
to  know  when  they  drank  beer  whether 
it  was  made  of  malt  and  hops  or  of 
other  materials.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  brewers  would  pay  the  increased 
taxation,  and  that  it  would  not  fall  on 
the  consumer.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  brewers  would  take  care  not  to 
pay  it.  Since  1880  the  quality  of  beer 
nad  very  much  deteriorated,  and  it  was 
therefore  possible  that  the  brewers 
would  not  be  able  to  make  it  weaker ; 
but  they  might  use  some  substitute  for 
malt  and  hops,  which  would  be  very 
disadvantageous  to  the  community.  In 
his  opinion,  the  duties  on  Spanish  wines 
ought  not  to  be  reduced.  When  he  was 
in  America,  just  outside  the  city  of  St. 
Louis,  he  visited  a  large  distillery  where 
an  immense  amount  of  spirit  was  made 
^m  maize.  He  asked  what  became  of 
that  spirit,  and  was  told  that  the  whole 
of  it  was  manufactured  in  bond ;  that 
one-tenth  of  it  was  sent  to  Antwerp,  and 
nine-tenths  to  Spain  for  the  purpose  of 
fortifying  their  wines.  The  manager 
told  him  he  did  not  doubt  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  spirit  came  to  England  in 
the  shape  of  Spanish  wines,  and  that  it 
was  admitted  into  our  Free  Trade  coun- 
try at  a  very  considerably  less  duty  than 
it  would  pay  than  if  it  were  made  from 


malt  and  barley  in  our  own  country 
That  was  a  very  strong  reason  why  we 
ought  not  to  reduce  the  Wine  Duty,  as 
it  was  proposed  to  do. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  told  them  that  in 
the  additional  taxation  he  proposed  to 
levy  on  beer  and  spirits  England  would 
have  to  pay  £382,000  of  additional 
duty  on  spirits  against  £660,000  addi- 
tional duty  on  beer,  while  Ireland  would 
have  to  pay  £95,000  additional  duty  on 
spirits  as  compared  with  £60,000  on 
beer,  and  that  Scotland  would  have  to 
pay  £123,000  increased  duty  on  spirits 
against  £30,000  as  levied  on  beer.  Now, 
that  would  show  the  enormously  greater 
extent  of  the  consumption  of  alcohol  in  the 
form  of  spirits  in  S€K)tland  as  compared 
with  England.  In  considering  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties,  it  was 
fair  to  take  into  consideration  the  gene- 
ral scheme  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them  that  he  wished 
to  distribute  the  burdens  equitably  be- 
tween the  payers  of  direct;  and  indirect 
taxation,  and  that  while  the  Income 
Tax  was  to  be  levied  on  the  former,  the 
proposed  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  should 
fall  on  the  latter;  and  he  exempted 
wines  from  increased  taxation  on  the 
ground,  as  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  under- 
stood, that  the  Wine  Duty  was  paid  by 
persons  who  bore  the  direct  taxation  of 
the  country.  Now,  taxes  might  be  levied 
for  purely  fiscal  purposes,  fi)r  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  Revenue,  or  for  protec- 
tive purposes.  We  taxed  alcohol  and 
tobacco  for  purely  protective  purposes, 
and,  so  far  as  our  reasons  for  governiog 
the  taxation  of  these  articles  were  con- 
cerned, they  were  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  principles  of  Free  Trade  policy ; 
but  protective  taxation  which  acted  un- 
equally, and  favoured  some  as  compared 
with  others,  was  neither  consistent  with 
justice  nor  Free  Trade.  Great  anoma- 
lies existed  in  respect  to  the  taxation  of 
alcohol  in  different  forms.  We  taxed 
alcohol  as  it  existed  in  beer  at  the  pre- 
sent moment — or  rather  as  it  would 
after  this  Budget  Eesolution  was  passed 
— at  the  rate  of  1».  b^d,  per  gallon  of 
proof  spirits,  while  we  taxed  whisky  at 
the  rate  of  10#.  per  gallon  of  proof 
spirits.  Now,  beer  was,  according  to 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  figures,  essentially  the 
English   mode  of  consuming  alcohol 


Digitized  by  VjUO' 


1459  Customs  and  Inland  {COMMONS} 


Revenue  Bill. 


1460 


and  whisky  was  essentially  the  Scotch 
mode,  and  less  essentially  the  Irish  mode 
of  imbibing  this  poison.  For  every  Id. 
which  the  Englishman  paid  fov  a  given 
amount  of  alcohol  in  the  shape  of  duty, 
the  Scotchman  or  the  Irishman  who 
drank  whisky,  swallowing  the  same 
amount  of  alcohol,  paid  from  6d,  to  7d. 
That  was  an  unfair  and  indefensible 
anomaly,  and  one  which  was  tolerated 
only  because  they  had  become  so  habi- 
tuated to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  well  to  bear  in  mind  the  warn- 
ing given  by  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Hevenue  many  years  ago  as  to  the 
danger  of  the  further  increase  of  the 
Whisky  Duty  leading  to  the  increase  of 
illicit  distillation.  If  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  increased  tax  on  spirits  should 
be  to  lessen  drunkenness,  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  would  support  it  heartily ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  that  would  be  the 
result.  One  result  of  such  increased 
duty  upon  spirits  would,  he  believed,  be 
found  to  be  an  increase  in  illicit  distil- 
lation. Another  result  would  be  the  use 
of  new  and  cheaper  spirit,  and  a  further 
effect  would  be  increased  adulteration. 
If,  as  Byron  laid  it  down,  that  **Man 
being  rational,  must  needs  get  drunk," 
alcohol  in  the  shape  of  good  sound 
whisky  was  probably  as  good  a  spirit 
as  he  could  get  drunk  upon.  The  ano- 
malies were  borne  patiently  because 
they  had  become  habituated  to  them. 
He  thought  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask 
that  when  any  change  was  about  to  take 
X^lace  care  should  be  taken  not  to  aggra- 
vate these  anomalies,  as  the  present  pro- 
posals now  did.  Care  should  be  taken 
to  do  away  with  the  existing  anomalies, 
and  to  arrange  that  the  tax  on  alcohol 
might  fall  equally  on  the  different  sec- 
tions of  the  community  in  this  country. 
That  might  be  easily  done  if  they  put  a 
tax  of  4d,  or  6^^.  a  gallon  on  alcoholic 
drink,  whether  it  happened  to  be  beer, 
or  wine,  or  whisky.  If  they  did  this, 
they  would  raise  a  much  better  Re- 
venue. It  would  be  an  absolutely  fair 
way  of  dealing  with  the  matter,  and  it 
would  tend  to  reduce  the  anomalies  that 
already  existed.  It  was  the  only  system 
also  that  was  free  from  the  vice  of  Pro- 
tection that  ran  through  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  The  levying  of  an  extra  Ad. 
or  6d.  a  gallon  on  proof  spirits,  no  mat- 
ter in  what  beverage  it  might  be,  would, 
of  course,  raise  an  objection  in  the  view 
of  those  who  wished  to  see  cheap  beer ; 
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but  if  they  wished  to  smooth  English 
Members  by  giving  cheap  beer,  they 
were  likely  to  ruffle  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
Members  by  imposing  increased  unfair 
duties  on  spirits.  The  Irish  Members 
would  take  care  of  themselves.  He 
would  also  like  to  see  a  Wine  Tax.  It 
was  said  that  the  persons  who  paid  for 
wine  were  those  who  paid  Income  Tax ; 
but  he  was  not  aware  that  this  doctrine 
was  universally  true,  and,  besides,  it 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  not  pay 
a  tax  for  the  alcohol  they  consumed  as 
well  as  their  neighbours.  He  reminded 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
Scotland  had  a  motto  which  ought  to  be 
a  warning  against  unnecessarily  irri- 
tating that  part  of  the  Kingdom.  In 
Scotland  the  people  were  wilUng  to  ao* 
cept  a  great  deal  on  the  imprimuUur  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  from  what  be 
had  heard  he  thought  that  a  considerable 
section  of  the  people  would  accept  many 
things  which  possibly  they  might  find 
difficult  to  square  with  some  of  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  in  the  course  of  the 
Mid  Lothian  campaign;  but  when  it 
came  to  a  question  of  bad  whisky  or 
dear  whisky,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  find  a  large  section  of  the 
Scotch  people  roused  into  potential  revolt 
which  almost  nothing  else  would  justify. 
He  had  presented  a  Petition  in  the  after- 
noon from  more  than  72,000  of  his  con- 
stituents, and  that  was  a  Petition  the 
like  of  which  he  had  never  been  asked 
by  his  constituency  to  present  during  the 
12  years  he  had  sat  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Burns  had  said  that  free- 
dom and  whisky  went  together;  and 
there  was  no  precept  in  all  the  code  of 
ballad  law  that  was  more  religiously  fol- 
lowed than  the  injunction  with  which 
Burns  coupled  the  statement,  recom- 
mending the  people  to  '*  take  off  their 
dram."  Slightly  altering  the  poet's  re- 
commendation, he  would  suggest  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  if 
freedom  and  whisky  went  together  he 
should  take  off  his  tax.  He  did  not  need 
to  go  to  tea  to  find  the  money  he  re- 
quired ;  he  had  only  to  go  to  wioe.  He 
urged  that  when  a  change  was  ]ni>- 
posed  it  ought  to  be  in  the  direction  of 
removing  anomalies,  instead  of  aggn* 
vating  those  anomalies,  as  he  considered 
the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  do.  Atthe8ametam«,be 
did  not  support  the  Amendment,  becASM 
he  regarded  the  Spirit  Duties  simply  a»a 
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sad  incident  in  the  Budget  Bill,  wliioh, 
so  far  as  the  Bill  went,  laid  down  very 
considerable  improyements  in  our  sys- 
tem of  taxation  as  a  whole.  He  had 
referred  to  this  one  particular  incident  of 
the  Bill,  and  when  in  Committee  they 
came  to  the  particular  clause  he  should 
vote  for  the  views  he  had  now  ex- 
pressed ;  but  he  did  not  see  the  least  in- 
consistency in  voting  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  now. 

Mb.  COOPE  said,  it  was  his  intention 
to  support  the  Amendment.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  woefully  disap- 
pointed in  the  result  which  he  expected 
from  the  increased  duties  on  spirits  and 
beer.  He  entertained  a  strong  convic- 
tion that  the  increased  duties  on  spirits 
would  lead  to  no  increase  in  the  Be- 
▼enue.  He  believed  that  not  only 
smuggling  and  illicit  distillation  would 
increase,  but  that  adulteration  would  be 
carried  to  such  an  extent  that  the  He- 
venue  would  not  be  benefited  a  shilling 
by  this  taxation.  The  same  remark  ap- 
plied to  the  increase  of  the  Beer  Duty. 
Me  admitted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  made  a  concession  in  the 
brewers'  interest.  In  making  this  con- 
cession, and  in  fixing  the  duty  to  termi- 
nate on  the  31st  of  May,  bethought  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fairly  met 
the  representations  of  the  trade.  On 
that  point,  therefore,  he  did  not  feel  in- 
clined to  oppose  the  measure ;  but,  look- 
ing at  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  he  was  satis- 
fi^  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  fail  to  receive  those  results 
which  he  anticipated.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet set  up  as  an  unfortunate  prece- 
dent. No  one  listening  to  that  oiscus- 
sion  would  suppose  that  the  Bill  dealt 
with  matters  such  as  the  Tea  Duty  and 
the  Income  Tax,  matters  of  far  larger 
concern  than  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Amendment,  which  would  more  pro- 
perly have  been  submitted  at  a  later  stage 
of  the  Bill.  He  was  passing  through  the 
Central  Hall  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment the  other  day  when  he  was  stopped 
by  a  brewer  from  Lancashire,  who  com- 
^ainedof  the  increased  taxation  of  beer. 
Me  asked  this  representative  of  the  Lan- 
cashire brewers  if  he  would  kindly  sug- 
gest some  alternative  which  he  could 


convey  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. This  gentleman  at  once  suggested 
that  Probate  Duty  or  an  equivalent  tax 
should  be  imposed  on  all  succession  to 
real  property — in  fact,  the  very  proposal 
against  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  now  protesting — so  that  if  he  de- 
sired to  please  this  Lancashire  brewer 
he  must  be  careful  not  to  vote  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  Two  lines  in  the 
Amendment  were  devoted  to  the  pro- 
posed increase  of  the  Spirit  and  Beer 
Duties,  and  four  lines  were  made  up  of 
determined  opposition  to  the  equaliza- 
tion of  the  Death  Duties  on  all  kinds  of 
property.  He  had  heard  from  some  of 
those  who  complained  of  the  increase  in 
the  alcoholic  duties  that  they  made  re- 
presentations to  certain  Members  of  the 
Party  opposite,  begging  them  not  to 
mix  up  the  two  questions ;  but  that  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  was,  as  he  should 
have  expected,  quite  unwilling  to  let  go 
their  objection  to  an  equal  tax  at  death 
on  real  property.  In  the  Resolution  be- 
fore the  House  there  was  an  obvious  un- 
reality. In  the  mixture  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  spirits  and  beer  were  evi- 
dently thrown  in  to  give  a  dash  of  popu- 
larity to  the  all-important  conclusion  as 
to  landed  property.  There  were  some 
people  who  went  to  battle  with  the 
women  and  children  in  front  of  their 
army.  That  was  like  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  placed  the  work- 
ing man  forward  to  protect  the  landed 
gentry.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  as- 
sumed that  the  increased  charge  on 
spirits  and  beer  would  be  equitable  if 
there  were  a  corresponding  addition  to 
the  duties  on  wine.  He  was  certain 
that  this  assumption  which  was  in  the 
Resolution  would  be  more  unpalatable 
to  those  who  traded  in  alcoholic  liquors 
than  anything  which  had  been  said  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
main  question  as  to  the  Spirit  Duties 
was  contained  in  the  following  sentence 
from  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  in 
1860,  in  which  the  Commissioners  stated 
that:— 

<*The  rate  of  duty  charged  upon  spirits  had 
now,  in  all  probability,  reached  a  point  bejond 
which  it  will  not  be  found  advisable  to  carry  it 
for  the  purposes  of  revenue." 

The  question,  in  his  opinion,  at  least, 
was  a  Revenue  question.  Would  the 
increased  duty  on  spirits  be  paid  ?  He 
was  bound  to  confess  he  was  not  at 
all  convinced  upon  that  point  by  thej 

Digitized  by  ^^\JU^lC 


1463         Cmtmns  and  Inland  { COMMONS } 


Revenue  Bill, 


H64 


speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  duty  was  now  20/^.  upon 
every  bottle  of  proof  spirits.  That  was 
an  extremely  high  charge.  He  was 
not  sure  that  the  authorities  were  very 
successful  in  detecting  illicit  manufac- 
ture of  spirits,  or  that  the  apparent  de- 
cline in  consumption  over  which  they 
had  rejoiced  was  not  partly  due  to 
smuggfing  or  illicit  distillation.  This 
was  an  aspect  of  the  Spirit  Duty  which 
made  it  desirable  that  the  addition 
should  not  be  regarded  as  being  ne- 
cessarily of  a  permanent  character.  As 
to  the  Beer  Duty,  they  had  heard  during 
the  last  fortnight  every  variety  of  opi- 
nion upon  the  incidence  of  this  tax.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Bead)  said  it  would  fall  on  the  farmer 
and  the  consumer.  Thinking  the  mat- 
ter over  for  himself,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  to  a  large 
extent  be  paid  by  the  producers,  and 
that  therefore  it  did  not  meet  the  re- 
commendation by  which  it  had  been 
supported.  The  duty  on  beer  was  rather 
more  than  ^d,  per  quart.  That  was  a 
high  duty.  The  tax  on  a  bottle  of 
champagne,  costing  3^.  Go?.,  was  said  to 
be  2^.,  or  one  -  twentieth  of  the  cost. 
Such  contrasts  were  not  agreeable.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  quite  true  that  the  wine- 
drinker  was  usually  an  Income  Tax 
payer,  and  that  of  the  beer  drinkers  the 
vast  majority  never  paid  Income  Tax. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  work- 
ing men  paid  heavily  upon  their  tea  and 
tobacco,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  as 
a  rule  working  men  paid  a  much  larger 
proportion  of  their  income  in  taxation 
than  the  wealthy  classes.  The  country 
brewers  complained  in  a  recent  memo- 
rial, dated  May  8,  that  the  proposed 
increase  of  1«.  per  barrel  was  not  speci- 
fically connected  with  the  War  Tax,  and 
distinctly  implying  that  it  was  only  on 
account  of  the  absence  of  such  an  as- 
surance that  they  expressed  themselves 
agreed.  Their  prayer  was  that  the 
increased  duty  should  not  be  made  a 
permanent  charge.  This  had  been  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  now  passed  to  that  which 
was  the  real  question  of  the  evening — 
the  new  charges  upon  property.  His 
objection  to  the  proposals  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  so  far  as  they 
touched  the  Death  Duties,  was  one  ex- 
ternal to  the  business  of  his  Department. 
They  would  tend,  he  feared,  just  as  the 
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late  lamented  Lord  Caims's  Settled  Land 
Act  tended,  to  aggravate  that  master 
evil  of  the  English  land  ^rstem,  the 
practice  of  placing  land  in  strict  settle- 
ment. The  payment  in  the  ease  of 
settled  land  would  be,  as  now,  upon  the 
value  of  the  life  interest ;  whereas  in  the 
case  of  land  held  in  fee  simple,  or  by  a 
tenant  in  tail — that  was,  by  one  with 
power  to  obtain  the  freehold — the  charge 
would  be  upon  the  capital  value.  The 
consequence  would  be  to  encourage  the 
practice  of  settlement.  What  had  been 
the  ostensible  and  what  the  real  reason 
why  the  savings  of  a  professional  man 
or  of  a  tradesman  and  tlie  property  of  a 
landowner  should  be  differently  charged 
with  Death  Duties  to  the  advantage  of 
the  latter  ?  Ostensibly  the  difference 
had  been  permitted,  because  of  the 
liability  of  rateable  property  to  local 
charges.  Succession  Duty  did  not  add 
a  farthing  to  local  charges ;  it  did  no- 
thing but  diminish  the  inheritance  of 
the  successor.  But,  really,  the  difference 
had  been  made  because  of  the  practice 
of  settlement.  When  the  Prime  Minister 
dealt  with  this  subject  in  1858,  he 
said — 

''  As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  the  aocial  ^* 
rangements  of  this  country,  our  great  estatft 
are  settled  estatei." 

And  because  our  great  estates  were  set- 
tled estates  we  had  exempted  from  the 
duty  on  capital  value  those  which  were 
not  settled  estates.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  now  proposed  that  Suc- 
cession Duty  should  be  paid  upon  capital 
value  where  the  land  was  to  be  enjoyed 
by  a  person  absolutely  or  as  tenant 
in  tail.  He  was  within  the  bonnds  of 
moderation  in  saying  that  this  provision 
would  not  affect  one-fourth  of  the  soil  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  And  under  such 
a  system  it  was  only  natural  that  the 
small  proportion  of  land  taxable  upon 
capital  value  should  be  still  further 
diminished.  While  the  House  acknow- 
ledged the  equity  of  the  proposal  it 
would  observe  the  necessity  for  restrict- 
ing, and,  he  hoped,  of  abolishing,  the 
practice  of  strict  settlement.  If  the 
landlords  would  help,  for  their  own 
advantage,  in  abolishing  all  that  which 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  called — 

"The  artificial  and  obsolete  resiricUnos  of 
law  which  still  hinder  the  natural  distri)«Qtix>fi 
of  land  in  a  manner  which  would  be  most  ai« 
vantageous  to  the  State,'* 
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he  would  undertake  to  say  that  the 
value  of  their  possessions  would  be  in- 
creased by  very  much  more  than  the 
proposed  taxation.  He  should  not  now 
refer  to  the  gross  injustice,  as  he  con- 
ceived it  to  be,  of  the  exemptions  from 
the  charge  in  lieu  of  Probate  and  Legacy 
or  Succession  Duties  given  by  the 
Budget  to  the  property  of  Corporations. 
The  proposal  to  give  to  2,000,000  acres 
of  land  held  in  mortmain  a  statutable 
title  to  exemption  was  a  deep  stain  upon 
the  Budget.  The  operation  of  the 
Budget  would  be  to  favour  the  passing 
of  land  into  the  injurious  condition  of 
mortmain  and  of  settlement.  That  was 
the  unquestionable  tendency  of  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
This  must  be  met  by  speedy  legislation. 
Then  this  charge  now  to  be  sanctioned 
would  fall  equitably  upon  all  land,  and 
the  soil  of  this  country  would  regain  a 
value  more  nearly  proportionate  to  that 
of  free  land  in  other  countries  in  regard 
to  its  advantages  as  to  markets  and 
fertility.  The  practical  consequence 
would  be  that  the  land  would  be  valued 
in  each  generation,  and  that  a  fair  pro- 
portion of  the  increment  of  value  would 
be  received  by  the  State.  There  was 
one  economic  fallacy  which  was  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
namely,  that  this  taxation  was  inad- 
visable because  it  was  a  tax  upon 
capital.  He  admitted  that,  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  the  Succession  Duty  was  a  tax 
on  capital.  But  he  denied — and  in  this 
denial  he  had  the  support  of  the  highest 
economic  authority —that  in  the  circum- 
stances of  this  country  that  was  a  valid 
objection.  Taxes  on  capital  were  not 
objectionable  where  a  large  portion  of 
the  revenue  was  converted  into  capital 
by  payments  to  the  fundholder;  nor 
oould  ^e  objection  be  regarded  as  sound 
in  a  country  rapidly  increasing  in  wealth, 
where  the  taxation  so  obtained  formed 
but  a  fraction  of  the  annual  increase  of 
capital.  But  he  repeated  his  protest 
against  the  form  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  advanced  his  opposition.  This 
was  not  a  Beer  and  Spirit  Bill.  Its 
first  proposal  dealt  with  tea;  its  last 
with  Income  Tax.  In  voting  for  the 
second  reading  he  declined  to  be  com- 
mitted as  to  any  one  of  the  proposals 
to  which  the  Amendment  referred.  To 
vote  against  the  second  reading  because 
one  objected  to  one  or  two  features  of  a 
Budget  would  be    an    evil   departure 


from  the  best  rules  of  Parliamentary 
conduct.  The  time  would  probably 
come  when  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach ) 
would  be  one  of  the  first  to  regret 
the  bad  example  he  had  set  to-night. 
The  dangerous  precedent,  so  dangerous 
to  a  Conservative  Ministry,  was  pro- 
bably due  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
being  fearful  that  his  place  would  be 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
forWoodstock(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
if  he  awaited  a  more  Parliamentary  and 
legitimate  opportunity. 

Mb.  OEE-EWING  said,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  failed  to  furnish  one  single  argu- 
ment on  behalf  of  the  Budget.  His 
whole  speech  was  an  attack  upon  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. He  evidently  thought  he  had 
got  a  very  popular  question  when  he 
dwelt  upon  that  of  tea  with  so  much 
gusto,  and  that  it  would  form  an  addi- 
tional cry  on  the  hustings.  But  he  did 
not  do  justice  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  said.  He  never  suggested  that 
they  should  tax  the  tea  consumed  by 
the  working  classes ;  but  what  he  sug- 
gested was  that,  by  the  judicious  raising 
of  the  tax  on  the  higher  qualities  of  the 
tea,  he  might  have  got  a  considerable 
revenue  upon  an  article  which  was  gene- 
rally consumed  without  putting  an  addi- 
tional burden  on  spirits  and  beer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  sur- 
prised him,  and  he  dared  say  surprised 
the  House  also,  by  the  figures  which  he 
put  before  the  House.  Why  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  put  these 
figures  sooner  before  the  House  and  the 
country  ?  No  one  could  check  them  that 
night;  but  he  believed  the  corrected 
figures  published  in  The  EoonomUt  to 
be  substantially  correct,  and  he  was 
inclined  to  think  that  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  been  able  to 
bring  out  any  great  difference  of  results 
from  the  figures  he  would  have  placed 
them  before  the  country  long  before 
this.  He  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  the  Bevenue 
Bill  immediately  after  it  was  submitted 
to  the  House ;  but,  unfortunately,  having 
been  out  of  London  his  Amendment  had 
lapsed,  and  as  it  was  necessary  that  he 
should  have  renewed  it  it  was  not  in  his 
power  now  to  move  it.  He  would,  how- 
ever, read  the  terms  of  it  to  the  House. 
It  was,  in  effect,  as  followed : —  j 
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<<  That  the  proposed  increase  of  2a.  per  gallon 
on  spirits  was  unjust  and  inequitable  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  and  that  no  increased  duty  should 
be  charged  on  spirits  unless  wine,  beer,  ale,  and 
porter  were  charged  equal  duties.  And  further 
that,  considering  that  1,711  stills  had  been  de- 
tected during  the  last  two  years,  it  was  inex- 
pedient to  niake  any  increase  in  the  duty  now 
charged  on  spirits." 

It  would,  perhaps,  be  not  uninteresting 
to  the  House  if  he  gave  a  short  sketch 
of  how  these  duties  had  been  dealt  with 
since  the  beginning  of  the  century. 
Early  in  the  century  the  Govemment  of 
the  day  had  increased  the  duty  on  spirits 
to  6«.  2d,  per  Imperial  gallon;  but  in 
1814,  owing  to  the  enormous  extent  to 
which  smuggling  and  illicit  distillation 
were  carried  on  in  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
the  duty  was  reduced  in  those  countries 
to  2«.  4(f.  That  reduction  had  an  imme- 
diate effect,  for  in  the  following  year  the 
amount  of  money  collected  as  duty  by 
the  Bevenue  was  greatly  increased.  In 
1825  the  duty  was  raised  by  6i.  per 
gallon,  making  it  2«.  10<^.  During  the 
years  to  which  he  had  referred,  and  up 
to  1830,  there  was  not  only  a  duty  of 
9«.  10(f.  per  barrel  on  ale  and  4«.  lO^d, 
on  beer,  but  there  was  also  a  duty  on  malt 
of  28,  7d,  a  bushel,  with  5  per  cent 
added,  and  also  a  large  duty  on  hops, 
which  were  now  entirely  abofished.  In 
1830  there  was  also  a  duty  charged  on 
cider.  But  in  1830  it  was  proposed  to 
abolish  the  duty  on  beer,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  unfair  to  charge  the  general 
public  a  duty  on  beer  when  many  people 
had  liberty  to  brew  beer  at  home  for 
their  own  consumption.  The  proposal, 
however,  was  stoutly  resisted  by  Parlia- 
ment and  by  the  brewers  and  publicans, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  unfair 
to  have  the  duty  taken  off  beer  and  left 
on  malt.  In  1830  an  additional  duty  of 
6d.  per  gallon  was  imposed  on  spirits  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  at  the  same 
time  lOd.  per  gallon  was  added  to  the 
duty  in  England;  while  in  1834  1«. 
was  taken  off  the  duty  in  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  This  difference  in  the 
duties  in  England  and  in  Scotland 
and  Ireland  was  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  doing  justice  to  the  two  latter 
countries,  because  whis^  was  deemed 
to  be  the  national  drink  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland.  Then,  in  1842, 
Sir  Eobert  Peel  raised  the  duty  in  Ire- 
land  by  1».,  in  order  to  equalize  it  with 
the  duty  then  imposed  in  Scotland.  The 
duty  upon  Scotch  and  Irish  spirits  had 
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been  raised  from  time  to  time.  In  1852 
the  present  Prime  Minister  raised  it  to 
4«.  4i.  per  gallon  in  Scotland,  and  to 
3«.  4d,  in  Ireland.  In  1854  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister again  raised  the  duty  on  spirits  to  6«. 
in  Scotland,  and  to  4«.  in  Ireland.  In  1855 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  again  raised 
the  duty  to  7«.  \0d,  in  Scotlajid,  and  to 
6«.  in  Ireland,  thus  equalizing  the  duty 
in  England  and  Scotland  in  1858.  Mr. 
Disraeli,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, equalized  the  duty  on  spirits  in 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  and 
increased  the  duty  to  8«.  per  f^tdlon; 
and  in  1860  the  present  Prime  Minister 
further  increased  the  duty  by  2f.,  thus 
raising  it  to  its  present  standard  of  10«. 
per  gpallon.  At  this  moment  Ireland 
and  Scotland  were  paying  an  undue 
share  of  the  taxation  of  die  country,  and 
it  was  now  proposed  to  aggravate  that 
injustice  to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent. 
The  reduction  in  the  consumption  of 
spirits  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer contemplated  would  result  from 
the  increased  duty  upon  them  amounted 
to  more  than  4,500,000  gallons,  which 
would  reduce  the  demand  for  barley  in 
Scotland  by  some  232,000  quarters.  The 
result  of  the  change  proposed  to  be 
effected  in  the  duty  would  be  to  throw 
an  unduly  heavy  charge  upon  agri- 
cultural land  in  Scotland.  No  one 
would  dare  to  propose  to  make  Scotland 
and  Ireland  pay  double  the  Income 
Tax  paid  by  England ;  but  the  present 
duties  on  alcoholio  drinks  had  the  effect 
of  making  Scotland  pay  for  the  alcohol 
she  drank  an  amount  larger  than  double 
the  amount  of  Income  Tax  paid  in  1883. 
He  was  sure  that  English  Members  had 
only  to  take  those  facts  into  their  ota- 
sideration  to  determine  them  not  only  to 
resist  the  proposed  increase  of  duty  on 
spirits,  but  to  take  care,  from  year  to 
year,  that  justice  wasdone  toEnglaadaad 
Scotland  in  that  matter.  Moreover,  an  in- 
crease of  the  duty  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  a  premium  on  illicit  distillation.  This 
would,  of  course,  have  a  most  demo- 
ralizing effect,  and  he  hoped  the  Qo- 
vernment  would  see  their  way  to  with- 
draw the  additional  1«.  per  gailoa  whkh 
it  was  still  intended  to  impose.  He 
knew  the  increased  duty  was  sup- 
ported by  teetotallers  and  others  ii|xai 
moral  grounds.  In  his  belief,  there 
were  no  higher  principles  of  moimlity 
than  truth  and  justice,  and  there  was 
no  lower  form  of  m(Mraiity  than  cast  aad 
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hTpocrisy  in  defence  of  injustice ;  and  he 
held  that  anyone  who  was  acquainted 
with  these  and  other  facts  which  he  had 
put  before  the  House,  and  yet  supported 
the  present  duties  upon  alcoholic  drinks 
upon  the  grounds  of  morality,  shut  out 
aU  sense  of  justice  from  his  mind.  It 
was  a  question  of  fiscal  duties,  and  jus- 
tice could  not  be  done  to  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  until  the  duties 
charged  upon  spirits,  wines,  and  beers 
shoidd  be  according  to  the  alcohol  they 
contained.  That  would  not  only  be  just 
to  the  people  of  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
but  it  would  place  all  foreign  countries 
from  which  we  imported  wines,  spirits, 
or  beer  upon  terms  of  justice  and 
equality.  He  believed  that  in  conse- 
quence of  his  Eesolution  having  dropped 
from  the  Notice  Paper  he  was  unable 
to  move  it ;  but  he  would  vote  for  the 
Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  thought 
that  when  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  called  upon  to  make  a  large 
addition  to  the  taxation  of  the  country 
it  was  right  that  the  whole  of  that  ad- 
ditional sum  should  not  be  raised  by 
direct  taxation.  Perhaps  it  was  more 
important  at  this  juncture  than  it  had 
ever  been  before  that  that  principle 
should  be  established.  Looking  at  the 
wide  electorate  to  whom  the  destinies  of 
the  country  were  now  committed,  it  was 
all-important  that  the  voters  should  un- 
derstand that  if  they  were  in  favour  of 
an  overbearing  policy  towards  foreign 
nations  the  first  thing  they  had  to  do 
was  to  find  the  means  to  pay  for  it. 
Therefore,  he  was  in  favour  of  increasing 
indirect  taxation  at  the  time  that  direct 
taxation  was  increaJsed.  What  he  re- 
gretted, however,  about  the  Budget,  espe- 
dally  in  its  original  form,  was  that  the 
increase  of  direct  taxation  was  not  made 
openly  and  palpably  fair  to  all  classes. 
He  had  never  in  that  House  been  dis- 
posed—  except  within  very  moderate 
Hmits — to  press  the  interests  or  to  illus- 
trate the  grievances  of  the  trade  with 
which  he  was  connected ;  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  set  one  class  of  men  in  this 
country  against  another.  In  this  matter 
of  taxation  he  did  not  own  to  any  pre- 
ference for  the  Eadical  teetotaller,  whom 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  introduced 
this  Motion  called  the  particular  friend 
of  the  Government,  or  for  the  pothouse 

Solitician,  who,  according  to  the  Presi- 
ent  of  the  Local  (Government  Board, 


was  the  supporter  of  the  Party  opposite. 
In  his  opinion,  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House  in  the  matter  of  taxation  to  mete 
out  even-handed  justice  to  both.  With 
regard  to  the  Wine  Duties,  he  was 
ready  to  admit  that  this  Budget  did 
not  unduly  favour  the  rich  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  poor.  He  .wished,  how- 
ever, that  this  fact  had  been  made  more 
palpable,  and  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  take  many  speeches  and  many 
leaflets  to  be  circulated  among  the  elec- 
torate before  they  would  be  persuaded 
that  the  drink  of  the  rich  had  not  been 
favoured  at  the  expense  of  the  drink  of 
the  poor.  When  a  trade  had  been  ac- 
customed to  a  particular  tax  all  its  ar- 
rangements were  made  to  meet  that  tax. 
When  a  new  tax  was  imposed  those  ar- 
rangements could  not  be  suddenly  al- 
tered to  meet  it.  It  was  impossible  for 
a  brewer  to  relieve  himself  of  this  extra 
U.  per  gallon  on  beer  by  an  increase  of 
price.  How,  then,  could  the  brewer  meet 
this  increase  in  the  tax?  He  must 
either  bear  the  increased  tax  himself,  or 
he  must  relieve  himself  of  the  burden 
by  deteriorating  the  quality  of  his 
article.  Of  course,  if  the  tax  was  to  be 
only  of  a  temporary  character,  it  ought 
to  be  taken  off  when  the  emergency 
passed.  When  the  Prime  Minister  sub- 
stituted the  Beer  Tax  for  the  Malt  Tax, 
he  used  as  an  argument  that  when  an 
emergency  arose  an  easy  means  was 
provided  of  raising  additional  taxation. 
But  the  sting  of  the  present  grievance 
had  been  this — that  a  call  to  meet  an 
emergency  was  being  made  an  oppor- 
tunity to  place  a  tax  that  might  be 
permanent.  Speaking  for  himself,  how- 
ever, and  for  others  with  whom  he  had 
been  in  immediate  communication,  he 
would  say  that  as  he  had  never  set  up 
the  contention  that  in  time  of  war  or 
other  emergency  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  indirect  taxation  should  not  be 
resorted  to,  so  now  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  pledged  himself 
to  limit  the  taxation  on  beer  to  13 
months,  he  accepted  that  concession, 
and  would  withdraw  the  opposition 
which  he  had  intended  to  offer  to  the 
right  hon.  Ghentleman's  proposals. 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  make  many  observa- 
tions upon  the  Bill ;  but  as  he  had  placed 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Paper  directed 
against  every  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
should  be  sorry  not  to  avail  himself  oft  ^ 
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the  opportunity  of  saying  a  word  upon 
the  measure.  The  Amendment  was  to 
the  effect  that  no  alteration  in  the  exist- 
ing fiscal  arrangements  could  be  satis- 
factory which  tended  to  benefit  the 
foreign  producer  at  the  expense  of  the 
home  producer.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  there  ever  was  a  time  when  any- 
thing which  had  that  tendency  would  be 
more  undesirable  than  at  the  present 
moment.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  laying  his  financial  proposals  before 
the  House  he  made  use  of  these  words — 

'*  On  the  other  hand,  pauperism  appears  to  me 
to  be  beginning  to  increase ;  and  there  is  an  in- 
creasing desire  to  emigrate  by  no  means  con- 
fined to  Ireland.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  do 
not  agree  with  Prince  Bismarck  in  concluding 
that  this  is  evidence  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
country.  Since  last  year  there  has  been  a  still 
more  serious  fall  in  Railway  Beoeipts ;  and 
these  are,  to  my  mind,  an  unfailing  barometer 
of  the  condition  of  the  country.  Having,  then, 
last  year  framed  my  Estimate  on  evidence  of  a 
not  altogether  unfavourable  state  of  matters, 
as  affecting  both  the  consumer  and  the  payer 
of  Income  Tax,  and  that  Estimate  having  been 
entirely  justified,  this  year  I  shall  not  take  quite 
so  hopeful  a  view.  I  shall  estimate  on  the  basis 
of  a  moderately  decreased  consumption,  a 
slight  fall  in  the  average  of  wages,  and  a  sta- 
tionary income  for  the  middle  and  higher 
classes.'*— (3  Hamard^  [297]  lUl.) 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
well  anticipate  such  a  disadvantageous 
state  of  things.  Any  hon.  Member  who 
took  the  trouble  to  examine,  with  the 
care  they  deserved,  the  Board  of  Trade 
Eetums  for  trade  and  navigation  for 
each  succeeding  month  since  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  would  find  that  there 
had  never  been,  at  least  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  such  a  serious  state  of 
manufactures  and  of  exports  as  these 
figures  revealed.  He  would  only  refer 
to  one  of  them,  which  was  the  last 
issued  —  namely,  the  Eeturn  for  the 
month  of  April,  1885.  From  that  Ee- 
turn it  would  be  found  that  although 
the  imports  had  increased  in  all  but  two 
of  the  nine  classes  in  which  they  were 
set  forth,  the  exports  showed  a  decrease 
in  every  single  one  of  the  olasFCs. 
Moreover,  the  imports  showed  an  in- 
crease in  the  very  things  which  the  in- 
dustries of  this  country  might  naturally 
wish  that  an  increase  should  not  be 
shown — ^that  was  to  say,  in  manufac- 
tured articles.  Nothing  could  be  more 
striking,  and  nothing  could  be  more 
convinoinff,  than  those  figures,  given 
forth  as  they  were  by  the  QoTemment 
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month  after  month,*  of  the  decrease  in 
the  manufacturing  industries  of  the 
country,  and  the  rapid  strides  with 
which  foreign  countries  were  overtaking 
the  home  industries  of  this  country.  He 
would  not  enter  at  length  into  particii- 
lars;  but  in  order  to  show  how,  in 
detail,  this  matter  worked,  he  would 
ask  the  House  for  a  few  moments  to 
consider  the  condition  of  one  industry 
with  which  France  was  competing  with 
England.    In   The  Eeonomist — a  news* 

gaper  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ad  thought  fit  to  criticize  that  afternoon 
— he  found  in  the  monthly  trade  supple- 
ment for  February  these  words  with 
regard  to  the  silk  trade — 

"  In  Coventry  daring  the  best  period  of  the 
ribbon  trade  about  40,000  persons  were  depen- 
dent upon  it,  whereas  now  not  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  that  number  derive  their  Uving  from 
that  source.  In  London,  including  Spital- 
fields,  6,000  persons  used  to  be  engaged  in  that 
industry,  where  there  are  now  oSoly  abcNit 
4,000 ;  and  in  other  districts  a  similar,  althooxh 
not  so  great,  falling  off  has  taken  place.  In 
regard  to  imports,  in  1860  we  imported 
£9,200,000  of  raw  silk,  while  in  1883  the 
imports  amounted  only  to  £3,200,000 ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  imports  of  silk  rnann* 
factured  goods  increased  in  the  same  period 
from  £3,344,000  to  £10,500,000." 

That  was  the  commercial  relation  be- 
tween this  country  and  France  in  re- 
gard to  an  important  branch  of  industry. 
The  other  country  he  wished  to  refer  to 
was  Germany,  and  the  branch  of  trade 
which  set  forth  the  commercial  relations 
between  the  United  Kingdom  and  Ger- 
many was  best  exemplified  in  the  oase 
of  the  iron  and  steel  wire  trade.  A 
trade  circular  from  an  important  Lon- 
don and  Liverpool  firm  contained  this 
statement — 

*'  We  foreshadowed,  in  our  last  yearly  Re* 
port,  that  there  must  be  a  reduction  made  in 
the  wages  of  the  wire  drawers.  If  we  are  to 
retain  an  important  share  of  this  trade  ** 

— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself  admitted 
that  he  looked  forward  to  a  reduotioti 
of  wages  generally  throughout  the 
country — 

<*  a  reduction  of  26  per  cent  ought  enabk  G«r 
manufacturers  to  meet  the  foreign  oompeCitioB 
to  some  extent.  Even  now  the  prices  in  Gcr» 
many  are  below  ours,  and  even  in  the  liTCfpeol 
deliyer^  the  German  manafacturers  eaa  oob- 
pete  with  us  sucoeaifuUy,  seeing  thai  thtsi 
prices  are  not  higher,  but  in  some  osess  oobh 
siderably  below  ours.  The  falling  off  la  shipo 
ments  is  very  noticeable,  and  it  will  be  mm, 
that  (Germany  has  taken  oske*half  of  e«r  Oole-^ 
Dial  trade." 
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He  asked  the  House  to  give  attention  to 
a  short  series  of  figures,  which  showed 
how  the  trade  had  been  affected  during 
the  last  five  years.  In  1881  we  im- 
ported into  the  Australian  Oolonies 
38,000  tons  of  wire ;  in  1882  the  amount 
rose  to  50,000  tons ;  in  1883  it  fell  to 
26,000  tons;  and  in  1884  to  22,000 
tons.  What  were  the  Germaiis  doing 
during  the  same  period?  How  were 
they  competing  with  the  English  manu- 
facturer in  those  markets  which,  pre- 
viously, this  country  had  almost  entirely 
to  itself.  In  the  case  ofiron  wire,  Germany 
exported  in  1881,  188,000  tons;  222»000 
tons  in  1882;  233,000  tons  in  1883; 
and  254,000  tons  last  year.  In  steel 
wire  the  increase  was  still  more  remark- 
able. In  the  four  years  the  figures 
were— in  1881,  4,000  tons;  1882, 10,000 
tons;  1883,  58,000  tons;  and  in  1884, 
124,000  tons.  Germany,  therefore,  had 
beaten  us  entirely  out  of  the  field  so  far 
as  a  large  portion  of  the  trade  was  con- 
cerned. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  l£e  Exchequer  had  de- 
cided, in  spite  of  the  increase  of 
pauperism,  in  spite  of  the  stationary  in- 
comes of  the  middle  and  richer  classes, 
and  in  spite  of  the  falling  off  which  he 
himself  anticipated  in  wages  throughout 
the  country,  to  place  before  the  House 
proposals  which  involved  the  favouring 
of  the  foreign  producer  at  the  expense 
of  the  home  producer.  The  branches 
of  the  trade  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman selected  for  his  attack  were  the 
beer  and  the  spirit  industries.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  thought  the  beer  industry 
had  a  very  fair  ground  of  complaint 
against  the  present  Government  in  this 
respect,  because  in  the  year  1880,  in 
the  month  of  June,  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  explaining  his  proposal  to  change 
the  tax  upon  malt  into  a  Beer  Duty, 
said — 

'*  Ai  I  eetimated  the  chanp^e,  it  will  be  in 
favour  of  the  public,  and  with  an  outlay  of 
£1,100,000  we  ihall  obtain,  after  defraying 
some  temporary  charges,  between  £300,000  and 
£400,000  a-jear  solid  Revenue,  perfectly  unex- 
ceptionable in  its  character,  and  which  is  due 
from  la3ring  the  duty  on  a  manufactured 
article  instead  of  upon  raw  material.  The 
brewing  trade  represented  to  us  that  we  should 
make  a  much  larger  sum  of  money  than  we 
•uppoeed,  and  it  is  with  the  view  of  testing 
that  operation  that  I  wish  to  reserve  any  judg- 
ment on  details ;  because  I  admit  we  are  not 
entitled  to  make  any  such  addition  to  the 
Bevenue  as  they  presume  we  should  be  making 
by  levying  on  tiie  same  quantity  of  material  a 
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very  considerably  higher  tax,  while  we  profess 
to  be  levying  a  tax  which  it  is  worth  their 
while  to  pay  in  consideration  of  their  relief 
from  the  Malt  Duty  and  its  accompaniments — 
the  only  exception  to  that  being  that  the  turn 
in  cases  of  this  kind  is  very  properly  given  in 
favour  of  the  Revenue."— (3  Santardf  [asa] 
732-3.) 

What  had  been  the  effect  of  the  change  ? 
The  effect  had  been  this—that  whereas 
the  original  charge  upon  beer  was  the 
Malt  Tax  of  £1  1«.  8^^^.  a-quarter,  and 
the  Hop  Duty,  afterwards  commuted  by 
the  payment  of  U,  a-quarter  upon  malt, 
making  the  total  charge  £1  2«.  S^d,,  it 
had  since  been  increased  to  what  was 
equivalent  to  £1  4«.  GJrf.    The  Govern- 
ment,  therefore,   obtained    more    than 
they  bargained  for  to  the  extent  of  2s, 
a-quarter  on  malt.    If,  therefore,  any 
change  were  to  be  made  in  respect  of 
the  Beer  Duty,  such  change  ought  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  half-promise 
made  by  the   present   Prime  Minister 
when  he  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  1880,  and  such  change  should 
be  a  reduction  rather  than  an  increase. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  now  proposed  to  in- 
crease the  Beer  Duty  to  £1   8«.  5}i. 
That  proposal   appeared  to   him  f  Mr. 
O'Connor)  to  involve  something  which 
amounted,  he  would  not  say  to  a  breach 
of  faith,   but,  at  any  rate,   something 
which  furnished  a  very  fair  and  reason- 
able ground  of  complaint  on  the  part  of 
the  beer  industry.    If  that  were  so  in 
the  case  of  beer,  he  thought  the  com- 
plaint of  the  spirit  producers  was  even 
better  founded.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
told  the  House  that  he  would  put  such 
words  into  his  Bill  as  would  make  it 
appear  that   the    Beer    Duty  was  not 
intended  to  last  beyond  next  year ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  held 
out  the  same  comforting  assurance  to 
the    spirit  producers,   and  he  thought 
they  might  rest  satisfied  that  when  once 
this  tax  was  imposed  it  was  not  at  all 
likely  that  it  would  be  easily  removed. 
Therefore,  if  they  wanted  to  prevent  a 
permanent  increase,  now  was  the  time 
for  taking  a  determined  stand  against 
it.     It  appeared  to  him  that,  even  as 
things  were  at  present,  the  producers  of 
the  country  haii  very  good  ground  of 
complaint  against  the  unfair  competition 
of    the   foreign  producers.     He  would 
say  nothing  of  the  degree  of  alcoholic 
strength  at  which  wine  was  to  be  ad- 
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mitted  from  Spain;  but  if  things  re- 
mained as  they  were,  and  42  degrees  of 
alcoholic  strength  were  to  be  taxed  to 
the  amount  of  2«.  dd.,  while  the  same 
amount  of  alcoholic  strength  in  the 
productions  of  our  home  industry  was 
to  be  taxed  at  5«.,  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  up  to  the  strength  of  42  degrees 
the  British  or  home  producer  was 
handicapped  to  the  extent  of  2s,  6d, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  foreigner.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  talk  about  Free 
Trade— and  he  was  quite  as  prepared  to 
support  Free  Trade  as  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  that  House,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  see  our  Customs  and  Excise 
Duties  abolished  altogether — but  to  talk 
of  Free  Trade,  and  then  to  handicap 
our  own  producers  in  favour  of  the 
foreigner,  appeared  to  him  to  be  Free 
Trade  in  a  wrong  direction — ^Free  Trade, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  ruin.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  indulged  in  a  criticism 
of  certain  articles  in  The  Economist 
newspaper. 

The  CHANCELLOE  opthe  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  that  he  had 
not  discussed  any  arguments  or  articles 
in  The  Economist^  but  had  corrected  a 
table  of  calculations  as  to  the  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duties  set  out  in  that  paper. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
he  would  not  say,  then,  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  criticized  the 
articles,  but  that  he  had  corrected  the 
figures.  He  would  be  glad,  however,  if 
somebody  would  elucidate  the  figures  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  be- 
cause they  were  certainly  somewhat 
remarkable,  and  he,  for  one,  confessed 
that  he  was  not  able  to  understand  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at 
them.  According  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  increase  of  2«.  in  the 
Spirit  Duty  would  yield  only  £900,000  ; 
while  the  increase  of  It.  would  yield 
£600,000.  Now,  an  increase  of  2«.  on 
the  present  consumption  of  36,000,000 
gallons  ought  to  give  £3,600,000  ;  and 
an  increase  of  It.  ought  to  give 
£1,800,000,  whereas  it  was  to  give 
only  one  third  of  that  sum.  There 
was  only  one  explanation  of  the 
Estimate  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  it  was  this — ^that  he 
anticipated  a  diminished  consumption 
and  a  diminished  production.  Very 
well;  it  followed  that  he  was  delibe- 
rately  aiming   a   blow  at   the   home 
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industry  at  the  same  time  that  he  was 
proposing  to  benefit  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer. According  to  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman's  figures,  and  assuming  that 
there  was  a  diminution  of  production 
which  was  to  account  for  them,  the 
House  could  only  arrive  at  the  coa- 
elusion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
anticipated  a  diminution  of  no  less  than 
12  or  13  per  cent  in  the  production  of 
this  particular  branch  of  industry.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  wondw  tiiat 
that  was  so,  because  the  Commission 
which  sat  upon  the  Revenue  as  fai  baek 
as  1860  reported  that  an  inerease  of 
Is.  lid,  per  gallon  had  resulted  in  a 
decrease  to  the  Revenue  of  £500,000. 
The  Commissioners  further  reporied 
that  the  rate  of  duty  charged  had,  in 
all  probability,  reached  a  point  whicJi  it 
would  not  be  found  desirable  to  go 
beyond  for  the  purposes  of  Rerenae. 
He  thought  it  was  a  pity  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  before  deciding 
upon  the  present  increase,  had  not  eare- 
fully  considered  the  grounds  for  that 
opinion,  and  the  force  of  the  Report 
presented  25  years  ago  by  the  Commis- 
sion. Well,  then,  the  result  of  the  fiscal 
arrangements  of  the  ChanoeUor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  that  the  poor  man  was 
taxed  in  his  drink,  as  had  been  stated 
by  several  hon.  Members,  much  more 
heavily  than  the  rich  man  already. 
Take  spirits  at  30  or  26  degrees  of 
alcoholic  strength.  A  duty  of  U.  onj^ 
was  charged  upon  sheny  of  the  same 
amount  of  strength  as  whisky  and  water, 
whereas  the  latter  was  charged  3s 
Then,  again,  if  they  looked  at  the  tax 
from  an  ad  valorem  point  of  view,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  home  produotioii  was 
taxed  200  per  cent,  while  sherry  of  30 
degrees  alcoholic  strength  was  cmljr 
taxed  6}  per  cent,  and  champagne  only  3^ 
per  cent.  Could  anjrthing  oe  more  maak^ 
strous  ?  The  poor  man's  drink  was  beer 
and  spirits,  the  rich  man's  was  daiet  and 
champagne.  Claret  and  champagne  were 
taxed  3  per  cent,  or  6  per  cent  ad  vslarMi, 
while  the  poor  man's  drink — spirits — 
was  taxed  at  200  per  cent.  And  what 
did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
propose  ?  He  proposed  to  increase  the 
tax  on  the  alreaay  exoessively-taxed 
poor  man's  drink,  and  to  redme  the 
taxation  on  the  rich  man's  herersM. 
The  worst  of  it,  however,  was  that  Uie 
rich  man's  beverage  was  prodnoed 
abroad  by  the  foreign  producer,  whsfsai 
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tbe  poor  man's  beverage  was  a  home 
production.  He  bad  already  said  tbat 
be  was  prepared  to  substantiate  bis 
statement  by  tbe  quotation  of  figures 
tbat  tbe  borne  producer  was  handicapped 
to  tbe  extent  of  some  2«.  7d,  per  geulon. 
He  quite  agreed  tbat  tbe  proposal  of 
tbe  Ubancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  would 
tend,  if  carried  out  fully,  to  tbe  impor- 
tation of  inferior  foreign  spirits,  which, 
fortified  in  this  country,  would  unques- 
tionably be  used  to  undersell  the  honest 
home  production ;  and  tbe  articles  which 
would  come  into  greater  consumption 
than  they  had  yet  reached  would  be  in- 
ferior articles  made  of  deleterious  ma- 
terials, and  which,  while  not  tending 
properly  to  bring  about  any  increase  of 
Kevenue,  would  certainly  not  tend  to 
diminish  drunkenness.  But  the  fall  in  tbe 
consumption  tbe  Ohancellor  of  tbe  Exche- 
quer looked  forward  to  was  not  limited 
to  tbe  manufactured  article.  A  fall  in 
the  consumption  of  whisky  meant  a  fall 
In  tbe  consumption  of  the  raw  material 
of  which  whisky  was  made,  and  tbe 
agricultural  interests  of  tbe  Three  King- 
doms were  consequently  directly  affected 
by  this  atrack  of  tbe  Government  on  an 
imx)ortant  branch  of  manufacturing  in- 
dustry. The  agricultural  interests  of 
Ireland  were  particularly  affected,  and 
not  only  would  tbe  farmers  of  Ireland 
suffer,  but  also  those  who  looked  to  the 
farmers  for  their  rent.  Tbe  area  of 
bu-ley  in  Ireland  was  a  very  important 
item  in  tbe  agricultural  economy  of  the 
country.  Tbat  area  bad  been  for  years 
steadily  dinlinisbing.  In  1880  tbe  area 
under  barley  in  Lreland  was  213,000 
acres ;  in  1881  it  was  210,000  acres  ;  in 
1882  it  was  187,000  acres;  in  1883  it 
was  183,000  acres;  and  in  1884  it  fell 
to  166,000  acres.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
languishing  industry ;  it  was  a  crop 
which  was  getting  less  and  less  every 
year ;  and  he  had  beard  only  that  day 
tbat  this  very  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer  bad  already  had  the 
effect  of  diminishing  tbe  marketable 
▼alue  of  barley,  in  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land, to  the  extent  of  1«.  Tbat  was  a 
▼ery  serious  thing  for  a  struggling  com- 
munity like  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
lie  found  that  a  number  of  the  best  in- 
formed of  the  farmers  in  his  county  and 
tbe  borders  bad  agreed  that  tbe  blow  to 
tbe  manufacturing  industry  was  nothing 
like  so  serious  as  it  was  likely  to  prove 
to  many  of  tbe  small  farmers  of  tbe 


district.  He  might  say  this— that  in 
Queen's  County,  or,  at  any  rate,  in  parts 
of  Queen's  County,  and  in  many  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  the  small  farmer  looked 
to  his  barley  crop  for  tbe  means  of  pay- 
ing bis  rent ;  and  if  tbe  barley  crop  was 
to  be  depreciated  in  value,  and  if  the 
market  it  now  found  was  to  be  restricted, 
all  the  judicial  rents  in  Ireland  would 
have  to  be  revised,  because  it  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  for  the  farmers  of 
Ireland  to  continue  to  pay  tbe  rents  they 
were  now  saddled  with  by  the  Land 
Courts  if  the  value  of  their  output — asso- 
ciated with  foreign  competition  and  all 
tbe  other  adverse  circumstances  they 
bad  to  contend  with — was  diminished. 
He  thought  be  had  said  enough  to  show 
— [**Hear,  hear!  "/row  the  Minitterial 
Benches] — be  dared  say  be  bad  said  too 
much  for  those  who  were  prepared  to 
support  the  Qovemment,  in  season  or 
out  of  season,  whether  they  were  right 
or  whether  they  were  wrong — but 
be  thought  he  bad  said  enoueh  to 
show  tbat  be  bad  good  grounds  for 
placing  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to 
protest  against  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  unquestionably  tended 
to  benefit  tbe  foreign  producer  at  the 
expense  of  tbe  home  manufaofurer. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childees)  :  I  do  not  at 
all  complain  of  the  speech  of  tbe  bon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  On 
tbe  contrary,  I  listened  to  him  with 
interest.  But  there  was  one  point  in 
the  speech  of  the  bon.  Member  on 
which  I  will  make  an  observation. 
He  said  that  the  duty  on  spirits  at 
10«.  would  produce  so  much,  and  he 
then  went  on  to  say  that  the  duty  at 
12«.  ought  to  produce  proportionally 
so  much  more,  and  tbat  the  increase 
estimated  in  the  Budget  on  tbe  He- 
venue  from  spirits  ought  to  have  been 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  more  than  I 
bad  stated.  Now,  the  bon.  Member 
must  know  tbat  in  any  calculation  of 
this  kind,  unless  disappointment  is 
courted,  considerable  allowance  must 
always  be  made  for  tbe  falling  off  of 
consumption  when  an  increase  of  duty 
is  proposed ;  and  it  has  been  more  than 
once  made  a  matter  of  complaint  against 
some  of  my  Predecessors  that  the  allow- 
ance in  this  respect  which  they  have 
made  has  not  been  sufficient.  All  I 
can  say  is,  tbat  in  framing  tbe  present 


1479         Custom  and  Inhnd  [COMMONS} 


Bevenue  Bill, 


1480 


officers  of  the  Revenue,  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  falling  off  in  con- 
sumption due  to  higher  rates  of  duty ; 
and  the  figures  which  we  arrived  at, 
in  respect  both  of  the  Spirit  Duty  and 
the  Beer  Duty,  were  not  arrived  at 
carelessly,  but  after  the  fullest  conside- 
ration of  what  the  probable  outcome  of 
the  duty  would  be.  I  only  make  that 
remark  now  upon  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  do  not 
think  I  heard  it  from  any  other  speaker, 
or,  at  any  rate,  in  such  plain  terms. 
In  fact,  from  other  quarters  exactly  an 
opposite  objection  was  made.  I  could 
name  several  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
told  us  that  I  should  get  no  increase  of 
Bevenue  whatever  from  the  increase  of 
duty  ;  and  therefore  I  will  pair  off  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  take  gloomy  views 
against  the  too  sanguine  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House.  Now,  let  me  come  to  the 
Motion  and  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Glouces- 
tershire (Sii*  Michael  Hicks  -  Beach). 
When  I  read  the  Motion,  the  first  part 
of  which  i 


*^  That  the  House  regards  the  increased  duty 
on  beer  and  spirits  as  inequitable  in  the  absence 
of  a  corresponding  addition  to  the  duties  on 
wine," 

I  concluded  that  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  tell  the  House  was 
that  he  did  not  object  to  the  increase  of 
the  duty  on  spirits  and  beer  in  itself ; 
that  he  thought  such  a  method  of  ob- 
taining more  Eevenue  at  the  present 
time  was  fair  and  reasonable ;  but  that 
it  was  inequitable  because  there  was  not 
a  corresponding  addition  to  the  duty  on 
wine.  I  fully  expected,  as  anyone  who 
had  read  the  Notice  would  be  entitled 
to  expect,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  addressed  himself  to  the 
proposition  he  had  laid  down  in  his  Mo- 
tion, and  that  it  would  be  to  the  absence 
of  the  additional  duty  on  wine,  and  to 
that  question  alone,  that  he  would  have 
specially  referred  in  objecting  to  the 
increase  of  the  duty  on  spirits  and  beer. 
But  the  House  must  have  been  surprised 
to  hear  that,  though  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  allude,  after  he  had  spoken 
for  some  time,  to  the  absence  of  any  in- 
crease of  the  duty  on  wine,  he  addressed 
himself,  in  the  early  part  of  his  speech, 
exclusively  to  the  increase  of  the  duties 
on  spirits  and  beer  as  wrong  in  them- 
selves ;  and  he  urged  all  the  stock  ob- 

The  Cimncellor  of  the  Exchequer 


jections  to  the  increase  of  duty  on  either 
of  those  articles — such  as  that  we  should 
get  no  additional  Bevenue  from  the  addi- 
tional duty  on  spirits ;  that  the  brewers 
would  water  the  beer  or  use  sugar  in  its 
manufacture;  and  that  the  makers  of 
spirits  would  give  us  an  unwholesome 
liquor,  and  in  other  ways  injure  the  con- 
sumer for  the  sake  of  making  up  for  the 
increased  duty.  But  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  some  way  in 
his  speech  he  did  not  enter  at  all  upon 
the  proposition  contained  in  the  b^in- 
ning  of  his  Motion — ^namely,  the  un- 
fairness of  not  dealing  with  wine  at  the 
same  time  as  with  spirits  and  beer. 
But  I  am  happy  to  say  that  he  did 
not  stop  here;  because  he  put  before 
the  House  a  proposal  which  assumed 
the  shape  of  an  alternative  Budget.  He 
admitted  that  we  were  right  in  pro- 
posing to  raise  a  considerable  part  of 
the  Bevenue  by  ^uties  upon  articles  of 
consumption;  but  he  said — "Why  in- 
crease at  bML  the  duties  on  beer  and 
spirits ;  why  do  you  not  go  to  tea  ?  "  And 
he  set  up  tea  as  a  proper  article  on  which 
the  duty  should  be  increased.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  present 
duty  of  %d,  in  the  lib.  on  tea  was  a  very 
moderate  rate  of  duty.  But  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Li^al 
Government  Board  (Sir  Charies  W. 
Dilke)  conclusively  answered  that  arga- 
ment,  showing  that  the  duty  on  tea,  in- 
stead of  being  moderate,  was  between 
twice  and  three  times  as  hea^,  in  pro- 
portion to  the  value  of  the  artide,  asthe 
duty  on  beer.  I  may  at  once  join  issne 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this 
question  of  the  Tea  Duty.  I  said,  in  my 
Financial  Statement,  on  Uie  30th  of  April, 
and  I  distinctly  repeat  now,  that  duties 
upon  articles  of  liquor,  such  as  spirits  and 
beer,  are  preferable  to  duties  upon  such 
articles  as  tea  or  sugar,  or  upon  any  of 
those  articles  of  necessary  oonsomption, 
upon  which  the  duty  has  been  reduced 
of  late  years  or  repealed  altogetfier. 
I  adhere  to  that  statement,  and  to  evstj 
word  which  fell  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend  sitting  beside  me  (ffir  Charies  W. 
Dilke),  and  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
clearly  understand  that  the  contest  be- 
tween us  and  the  other  side  is  one  of 
Tea  Duty  vertui  Liquor  Duty.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  dia- 
posed  of  the  first  part  of  the  Amead- 
ment,  went  on  to  complain  that  at  the 
present    time  we   propose   to   impoat 
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taxation  upon  property  passing  from 
one  person  to  another  by  death,  instead 
of  waiting  until  the  question  of  local 
government  and  local  burdens  shall 
have  been  finally  dealt  with.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  vigorously  upbraided 
me  for  my  inconsistency  in  having  in 
April,  1884,  in  the  Financial  Statement, 
made  use  of  expressions  in  regard  to 
ohanges  in  the  Death  Duties  which 
implied  that  I  was  opposed  to  raising 
additional  duties  on  real  property  at 
death,  unless,  at  the  same  time,  the 
House  adopted  a  plan  of  local  govern- 
ment ;  and  I  think  he  said  that  I  al- 
most gave  a  pledge  not  to  propose  such 
duties.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  in  1884  I^was  of  opinion  that,  as 
there  seemed  to  be  no  prospect  of  carry- 
ing through  Parliament  a  plan  for  the 
relief  of  local  burdens  and  ^e  arrange- 
ment of  local  government,  it  was  not  ne- 
coBsary,  there  being  no  want  of  Eevenue 
at  the  time,  to  bring  in  then  a  Bill  for  in- 
creasing the  Death  Duties  on  real  pro- 
perty. But  the  measure  which  I  had 
then  to  consider  was  a  very  difiPerent  one 
from  that  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
If  the  relief  of  local  burdens  were  to 
be  simultaneous  with  the  imposition  of 
conmiensurate  Death  Duties  on  real 
estate,  a  far  more  radical  and  complete 
plan  than  the  one  which  I  now  propose 
would  have  to  be  carried.  Let  me  point 
out  to  the  House  what  the  nature  and 
scope  of  that  measure  would  be.  Real 
property  would  then  have  to  be  subject 
to  Probate  Duty,  levied  in  the  same 
manner  as  it  is  levied  in  the  case  of 
personal  property;  that  is  to  say,  in- 
stead of  waiting,  as  we  propose,  for 
four  or  five  years  before  the  burden  on 
real  property  has  reached  its  full  height, 
we  should  have  at  once  to  place  upon 
real  property  a  charge  in  respect  to 
Probate  Duty  analogous  to  that  which 
is  now  placed  upon  personal  nroperty, 
and,  instead  of  the  mere  trifle  which 
under  our  plan  will  be  derived  from 
real  estate  during  the  present  year,  we 
should  have  had  to  impose  on  real  pro- 
perty, in  the  first  year,  a  charge  of 
something  like  £1,000,000.  It  is  mani- 
festly far  better,  in  the  interests  of  the 
owner  of  land,  to  propose  a  substitute 
for  Probate  Duty,  in  the  shape  of  a 
Saccession  Duty  spread  over  four  years, 
than  to  adopt  the  more  drastic  arrange- 
ment of  placing  at  once  real  property  in 
respect  of  Probate  Duty  on  the  same 


basis  as  personal  property.  When  I 
said  last  year,  in  the  circumstances  that 
then  existed,  that  I  did  not  then  pro- 
pose to  introduce  an  immediate  assimi- 
lation of  the  duties  on  real  and  personal 
property,  I  did  not  debar  myself  from 
adopting,  at  a  future  time,  this  very 
gradual  and  moderate  plan,  for  choosing 
which,  instead  of  the  more  drastic  alter- 
native, those  who  are  interested  in  the 
transmission  of  real  property  ought  to 
thank  me.  I  will  now  pass  to  the  other 
speakers.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
was  very  indignant  at  the  line  which  wo 
have  taken  in  respect  of  the  Wine  Duties, 
because,  in  refusing  to  place  an  additional 
tax  upon  wine,  we  have  had  regard  not 
only  to  the  commercial  interests  of  our 
exporters  to  foreign  wine-growing  coun- 
tries, but  also  to  the  interests  of  our 
wine-growing  Colonies.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  I^cal  Go- 
vernment Board  alluded,  among  these, 
specially  to  New  South  Wales  ?  What  did 
the  noble  Lord  say?  **What  is  to  us 
this  regard  for  the  Colony  of  New  South 
Wales?  The  Eadical  Party  are  the 
friends  of  every  country  except  their 
own."  I  hope  the  Colonies  will  remem- 
ber that  that  is  the  way  in  which  they 
are  spoken  of  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Our  Colonies  are  part  of  our  own  coun- 
try, and  it  is  our  duty,  so  far  as  it  is  in 
our  power,  to  cultivate,  as  I  have  al- 
ways endeavoured  to  do,  their  interests. 
They  are  not  foreign  countries  to  us. 
[''Oh!"]  Yes;  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  contemptuously 
spoke  of  the  Eadical  Party  as  oaring 
for  the  interests  of  New  South  Wales. 

tSir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  dissented.] 
beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon. 
The  noble  Lord  quoted  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  reference  to  the  Colony  of  New 
South  Wales,  and  said  that  the  Eadical 
Party  were  the  friends  of  every  country 
except  their  own.  I  think  it  will  be  a  great 
disappointment  to  the  Colonies  to  find 
that  they  are  not  to  number  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  among  their  friends,  after 
all  the  professions  which  have  been  of 
late  BO  lavishly  made.  The  noble  Lord 
also  referred,  in  supporting  the  present 
Amendment,  to  questions  of  financial 
policy  which  are  hardly  within  its  scope. 
He  repeated,  what  he  has  more  than 
once  said,  both  in  and  out  of  this  House, 
about  the  increase  in  the  Expenditure  of 
the  present  GKivemment,  and  about  ex< 
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cessive  Supplementary  EstimateB.    To  a 
certain   extent    I    sympathize  on    this 
subject  with  the  noble  Lord,  for  there 
is   nothing  that    a    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  so  anxious  to  keep  down 
as   Supplementary    Estimates.     There 
is    nothing    he    more  desires  than  to 
prevent  the  growth  of  this  most  in- 
convenient form   of  Estimates.    But  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
was   not    happy    in    the    illustrations 
which  he  gave  of  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, and  he  gave  them  at  some  length. 
He  spoke  of  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates of  1882  and  1884  as  excessive. 
But  the    **  excessive"    Supplementary 
Estimates  of  1882  and   1884  were  not 
Supplementary  Estimates  at  all,  in  the 
common  acceptation  of   the  term,  but 
were  analogous  to  Votes  of  Credit  for 
special  wars.  Although  they  were  called 
Supplementary  Estimates,  as  a  matter  of 
form,  they  were  really  sudden  and  un- 
expected demands  made  upon  the  coun- 
try for  expenditure  connected  with  war ; 
and  I   have  never  before  heard    such 
Votes  classed  with  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates properly  so  called.  The  noble  Lord 
then  went  through  our  general  financial 
arrangements,  andhe  said  that  since  1 8  80, 
excluding  the  demands  made  in  connec- 
tion with  war,  we  have  raised  the  ordi- 
nary Expenditure  of  the  country  by  some 
£4,000,000  or  £6,000,009  a-year— I  did 
not  catch  the  exact  figure.    Now,  this 
question  was  discussed  at  length  last 
year,  and  in  1883;  and  it  was  shown 
unmistakably  that   part  of   the  addi- 
tional   expenditure    had    reference    to 
the  Debt  arrangements,  not    of   our- 
selves,  but  of    our  Predecessors,  that 
part  of  it  had  reference  to  education, 
the  charge  for  which  had  steadily  in- 
creased   of   late    years,   and    that  the 
largest  part  of  the  expenditure  had  re- 
ference to  military  and  naval  charges 
urgently  pressed  upon  us  by  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Members  opposite.    Much  of 
the  expenditure  was  rendered  necessary 
by  the  extraordinarily  low  Estimates  of 
1879  and  1880,  which  provided  most  in- 
suflficiently  for  the  construction  of  our 
armour-clad  Fleet  and  guns.     [**  Oh !  "] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  say  "  Oh!  '*  but  that 
is  no  answer.    We  have  shown  that  we 
have  been  obliged  to  increase  our  ordi- 
nary military  and  naval  charges  for  ships 
and  guns  during  the  last  three  or  four 
years  in  consequence  of  the  insufficient 
Estimates  of  the  last  two  years  of  the 
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late  Government;   and  no  one  will,  I 
conceive,  dispute  the  fact  of  the  con- 
stant pressure  put  upon  us  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  hon. 
Members  opposite,  to  increase  that  class 
of  expenditure  in  order  to  strengthen 
our  Fleet.      I  have  always  wished  to 
steer  clear  of  politics  in  this  matter; 
but  it  is  hard  upon  us  that  a  noble 
Lord    sitting    on    that   Bench    should 
throw  in  our  teeth  this  additional  ex- 
penditure, of  which  he  and  his  Party 
were  the  cause,  first,  through  their  un- 
wise economy  in  1879  and  1880,  and 
since  then  through  their  constant  pres- 
sure for  extravagant  Estimates.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van)  has  questioned  the  accuracy  of  oer- 
tain  figures  which  I  have  given  the  House 
in  correction   of  an  utterly  erroneous 
statement  which  has  been  wid^y  cir- 
culated.    I   can  only  say  that    those 
figures  are  perfectly  accurate.     I  hope 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  takes  so 
much  interest   in  finance,  will  criticijse 
them  carefully;  and  I  shall  be  happy 
to  hear  from  him  the  result  of  his  in- 
vestigations.     I   think,    however,   the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  rather  hard  upon 
me  when  he  said  that  the  object  of 
the  Budget  was  to  crush  Sootch  and 
Lish  trade  for  the  benefit  of  foreign 
trade.      We   have   no    object  of    the 
kind ;   our  one  object  is  to  obtain  a 
sufficient  amount  of  Revenue  from  the 
consumer  for  his   share  of  the  large 
charge  which  falls  upon  us  this  year. 
So  far  from  wishing  to  crush  or  injure 
Scotch,  Irish,  or  English  trade,  I  can 
only  say  that  no    one    regrets  inter- 
ference with  trade  more  than  any  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  must  do.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
has  told  us  we  should  do  well  to  take 
warning  by  the  declaration  of  the  Inland 
Eevenue  Authorities  in  1860  as  to  the 
limit  beyond  which  the  Spirit  Duties 
could  not   be  raised.    It  is  25  years 
since  that  opinion  was  given  by  those 
gentlemen;    and   the    very    laz^   ex- 
perience  they  have  had   since   places 
them  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  warn* 
ings  of  1860  do  not  now  apply,  and  thai 
we  may  raise  the  duty  in  the  way  we 
propose  with  perfect  safe^  to  the  Be- 
venue,  and  without  risk  of  enoooraging 
smuggling  or  illicit  distillation.     I  am 
much  obHged  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
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for  the  assistance  he  has  given  us  in  this 
debate,  and  for  the  very  fair  and  tem- 
perate way  in  which  he  has  stated  the 
objections  of  the  brewers  to  anything 
like  a  permanent  increase  in  the  duty 
on  beer.  I  may  also  add  that  what  he 
said  about  myself — that  I  did  not  ex- 
press myself  with  sufficient  clearness  on 
the  30th  of  April — may  not  be  without 
some  foundation,  although  I  was  not 
conscious  of  the  fact.  I  was  asked,  quite 
at  the  end  of  the  Sitting,  whether  I  in- 
tended to  treat  the  new  duty  as  a  war 
tax.  What  I  intended  to  say  was  that 
we  should  in  the  present  Bill  treat  it  as 
any  other  proposal  involving  increased 
taxation,  and  that  I  wished  to  put  the 
increased  Beer  Duty  on  the  same  footing 
as  that  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  placed  the  increased  Tobacco 
Ihity.  Some  years  since  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  increased  the  Tobacco 
Duty;  and  he  said,  at  the  time,  that 
he  hoped  the  increased  duty  would 
not  be  required  long.  A  year  or  two 
afterwards  he  expressed  the  same  opi- 
nion in  reply  to  a  written  question.  He 
said  that  he  hoped  that  the  additional 
4d.  would  be  required  for  a  short  time 
only;  but  he  could  not  put  any  actual 
limit  to  the  time  during  which  it  would 
be  levied.  When  I  was  asked  the 
question  as  to  the  Beer  Duty,  I  had 
in  view  the  careful  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as  to 
the  Tobacco  Duty,  and  I  tried  to  ex- 
press myself  in  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible the  same  terms.  I  wish  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  I  perfectly  re- 
cognize the  accuracy  and  propriety  of 
the  reservation  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  when  the 
Beer  Duty  was  substituted  for  the  Malt 
Tax — that  was  to  say,  that  the  Beer  Duty 
might  become,  what  the  Malt  Duty  could 
not  well  be,  a  second  special  instrument 
to  be  used  when  a  large  increase  of 
Bevenue  was  required  to  meet  an  emer- 
gency. Making  so  large  an  addition  as 
we  do  to  the  Income  Tax,  I  think  we  may 
fairly  have  recourse  also  to  the  Beer  Duty 
merely  as  a  mode  of  raising  the  Bevenue 
required  for  an  emergency.  I  have 
done  my  best  to  answer  the  questions 
put  to  me;  but  before  I  sit  down  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  the  character  of  the  Budget,  in 
so  far  as  it  has  been  impugned,  in  order 
that  the  House  can  have  no  doubt  what- 
ever as  to  the  object  and  the  intentions 


of  the  changes  which  we  propose.  When 
it  became  necessary  to  raise  a  large  sum 
for  an  emergency,  not  of  actual  war,  but 
of  preparation  for  war,  such  as  we  have 
had  during  the  present  year,  we  con- 
sidered that  it  was  right  to  have  resort, 
for  a  part  of  that  Eevenue,  to  articles 
of  consumption.  Whether  we  were  right 
or  not  to  go  to  spirits  and  beer,  or  whe- 
ther we  might  have  gone  to  tea  or  sugar, 
or  some  other  article  of  general  con- 
sumption, is  not  the  main  question. 
My  nrst  object  was  the  paramount  duty 
of  enforcing  that  principle,  and  especially 
of  enforcing  it  at  the  present  time.  Now, 
I  am  very  glad  to  recognize,  whatever 
may  be  the  cause,  that  neither  on  the 
dOth  of  April,  nor  in  any  remarks  since 
then,  has  anyone  in  this  House  come 
forward  to  dispute  the  propriety  of  that 
principle.  In  that  I  think  that  a  great 
deal  has  been  gained.  I  think  that  this 
year  we  have  laid  down  that  principle 
with  precision;  and,  therefore,  I  hope 
that,  whatever  may  be  the  controversy 
as  to  the  particular  articles  to  be  selected 
for  taxation,  the  principle  is  admitted 
that,  where  a  considerable  amount  of 
additional  taxation  is  required,  the  whole 
of  the  charge  should  not  fall  upon  pro- 
perty, but  that  some  portion  of  it  should 
fall  upon  articles  of  consumption.  Why, 
then,  did  we  have  recourse  to  spirits  and 
beer  ?  I  might  name  several  reasons, 
but  I  will  give  only  two.  In  the  first 
place,  when  we  consider  the  large  ex- 
penditure'which  is  annually  entailed  upon 
the  country  by  drink,  I  tlunk  it  is  logi- 
cally undeniable  that  it  should  be  a 
special  subj  ect  of  taxation.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  have  ever  used  violent  lan- 
guage on  the  subj  ect  of  liquor ;  but  who 
can  fail  to  recognize  that  intoxicating 
liquor  does  cause  a  large  part  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  ?  It  is  there- 
fore fair  to  go  to  it  for  additional  taxa- 
tion. But  there  is  another  reason  why, 
on  this  occasion,  beer  and  spirits  should 
be  the  source  of  increased  taxation  in- 
stead of  any  other  articles.  Not  many 
years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  Statford  Northcote),  when 
OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  found  it 
necessary  to  raise  more  Bevenue  from 
articles  of  consumption,  and  he  had 
recourse  to  tobacco,  the  duty  on  which 
he  raised.  The  increase  in  the  Beve- 
nue which  he  expected  may  not  have 
been  entirely  fulfilled;  but,  whether 
that  is  the  case  or  not,  he  had  recourse 
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to  tobacco  to  the  extent  of  what  is 
now  nearly  £1,000,000  a-year,  and  did 
not  increase  the  tax  upon  liquor.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  turn  of  liquor 
has  now  come.  What  we  have  pro- 
posed is  a  moderate  increase ;  the 
amount  we  have  asked  the  public  to 
contribute  through  this  channel,  com- 
pared with  the  amount  of  taxation 
upon  property,  is  not  excessive;  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
look  favourably  at  the  principle  of  our 
proposal.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  endea- 
voured to  answer  the  questions  which 
have  been  put  to  me,  and  to  state  in 
a  brief  manner  the  reasons  why  we 
adopted  this  particular  method  of  add- 
ing to  the  amount  of  indirect  taxation. 
I  have  answered  also  the  personal  ob- 
jection raised  against  my  being  the  pro- 
poser of  the  increased  Death  Duties;  and 
I  now  sit  down  in  the  hope  that  the  House 
will  receive  these  statements  favourably, 
and  will  afi&rm  the  proposals  we  have 
made. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  sure  that  the  House  will  have  lis- 
tened with  interest  to  the  closing  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which 
he  has  explained  to  the  House  what  he 
considers  to  be  the  principle  and  charac- 
ter of  the  Budget.  He  has  said  that  the 
characteristic  of  the  Budget  was  that, 
when  it  should  become  necessary  to  raise 
a  large  sum  for  purposes  such  as  those 
which  have  rendered  it  necessary  to  raise 
a  large  sum  now,  the  Government  of  the 
day  should  have  recourse  for  the  ways 
and  means  to  meet  the  Expenditure,  not 
only  to  taxes  upon  property,  but  partly 
to  taxes  upon  articles  of  consumption. 
He  has  given  us,  in  brief,  some  of  the 
reasons — I  can  hardly  think  that  he  has 
given  the  whole  of  the  reasons  —  for 
choosing,  as  the  article  of  consumption 
upon  which  such  taxation  is  now  to  be 
imposed,  the  article  of  liquor.  Now,  I 
am  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 

?ut  the  matter  upon  that  footing,  because 
hope  that  when  we  come  to  a  decision 
upon  the  Vote  presently,  we  may  find 
ourselves  able  to  decide  upon  mature 
and,  if  I  may  so  say,  scientific  fiscal 
grounds,  and  not  upon  other  considera- 
tions which  are  foreign  to  the  matter. 
I  confess  that  I  listened  with  very  great 
satisfaction  to  a  part,  at  all  events,  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron).  It  seemed  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member,  who  addressed 
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the  House  some  time  ago,  spoke  veiy 
sensibly  and  well  as  to  the  propriety  of 
treating  this  question  as  a  fiscal  one.  I 
think  that  that  is  the  ground — ^namely, 
that  it  is  a  fiscal  question — upon  which 
we  should  deal  wi^  it.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  taking  fiscal  considerationB  as 
being  the  first  to  which  weight  should 
be  given  by  us,  the  explanations  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  are  a  little 
surprising  to  me.  He  has  given  as  one 
of  the  reasons,  and  as  a  main  reason,  for 
selecting  liquor,  beer,  and  spirits  as  the 
particular  articles  of  consumption  on 
which  taxation  should  be  raised,  that 
the  Revenue  derived  from  those  aiiicleB 
has  fallen,  while  the  Revenue  from  other 
articles  has  advanced.  Now,  I  have 
always  thought,  in  my  innocence,  that  it 
was  a  canon — a  fiscal  canon — that  yoa 
ought  not  to  lay  taxes,  as  a  fiscal  mea- 
sure, on  a  falling  Revenue,  and  that 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  is  not  an  opera- 
tion that  is  likely  to  be  suocesafol ;  and, 
undoubtedly,  I  listened  with  great  sor- 
prise  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when, 
instead  of  apolog^izing,  as  I  thought  be 
ought  to  have  done,  for  committing  such 
a  solecism  in  finance  as  laying  further 
taxation  on  articles  whieh  have  falleii 
in  their  productiveness  within  the  last 
eight  years  to  an  extent  of  no  less  than 
£3,000,000,  he  actually  took  credit  for 
it,  and  gave  it  as  a  reason  for  selecting 
these  particular  articles. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thxEXCHE- 
QU£R  (Mr.  Childbbs):  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  exouse  me  if 
I  did  not  make  my  meaning  sufficiently 
clear.  What  I  meant  to  say  was,  that 
the  efiPect  of  putting  additional  duties 
on  articles  of  consumption  would  be  to 
diminish  the  amount  of  their  consump- 
tion. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
perfectly  understand  that.  That  was 
the  answer  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  who 
had  made  a  somewhat  exaggerated  esti- 
mate of  what  the  result  of  the  new  daties 
would  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentloman 
answered,  with  perfect  truth,  that  the 
effect  of  new  taxation  was  not  to  fnodnoe 
an  equivalent  amount  of  increased  Re- 
venue, but  that,  on  the  contrary,  taxing 
a  falling  Revenue  would  not  be  a  prcK 
ductive  operation.     That,  I  have  no 
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doubt,  would  be  the  case;  but  I  was 
going  to  observe  that  it  was  very  curious 
that,  although  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  gave  as  a  reason  why  he 
should  lay  a  further  duty  on  beer  and 
spirits  that  the  Eevenue  had  fallen  within 
the  last  few  years,  he  said  nothing  about 
wine,  as  to  which  the  same  thing,  I  be- 
lieve, is  true.  According  to  his  doctrine, 
it  would  be  only  a  reasonable  and  a  fair 
thing  that  he  should  add  to  the  duties 
on  wine  as  well  as  to  the  duties  on  beer 
and  spirits.  And  that  was  the  particu- 
lar point  of  the  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  used  the  word  **  in- 
equitable "  on  this  ground — ^that  if  you 
have  now  a  tolerably  fair  and  equal  appor- 
tionment of  duties  on  the  different  kinds 
of  liquor,  beer,  and  spirits,  if  you  are 
going  to  raise  the  duties  on  some  of 
those  articles  without  raising  them  on 
the  others,  you  disturb  what  now,  ac- 
cording to  that  hypothesis,  is  a  fair  and 
reasonable  balance,  and  disturb  it  by 
making  an  inequitable  arrangement. 
That  is  a  proceeding  which,  I  think, 
requires  considerable  explanation;  and 
I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  explanation 
which  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
offers  when  he  represents  this  proceed- 
ing as  one  of  a  purely  fiscal  character. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  argued  that  if  you 
were  dealing  with  this  matter  purely  on 
fiscal  principles,  you  would  not  select 
those  particular  articles  on  which  the 
Bevenue  is  falling,  as  they  are  not  the 
articles  best  fitted  to  effect  the  object 
that  you  say  you  have  in  view  in  laying 
taxation  on  articles  of  consumption.  And 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  mentioned 
the  Tea  Duty,  he  mentioned  it  as  an 
illustration  of  his  argument— namely, 
that  if  you  have  before  you  for  considera- 
tion how  you  will  best  lay  on  a  duty 
which  will  apply  to  all  classes  of  con- 
sumers, you  would  not  lay  it  on  the 
articles  of  wine,  beer,  and  spirits,  and 
certainly  not  on  beer  and  spirits  without 
wine,  but  on  some  article  of  more  gene- 
ral consumption.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
instanced  tea,  not  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  eagerly  sup- 
posed, for  the  sake  of  pitting  tea  against 
beer.  I,  myself,  had  a  sharp  argument 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
when  I  argued  for  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  tea,  and  he  withstood  me  some 
20  years  ago  with  some  favoured  theories 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  we  shoidd  deal 


with  such  taxation.  But  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  fastened 
on  that  illustration  the  false  issue  which 
they  themselves  chose  to  raise  out  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  speech,  and  they  say 
— **  You  are  pitting  tea  against  beer," 
That  is  an  entire  misrepresentation  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  argument.  No, 
Sir ;  my  right  hon.  Friend  put  that  as  a 
part  of  an  argument,  the  second  part  of 
which  has  also  been  considerably  twisted, 
or,  at  all  events,  misrepresented.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said,  and  I  repeat  the 
argument — **  Your  object,  your  inten- 
tion, and  your  motive  in  selecting  the 
articles  of  beer  and  spirits  as  the  sub- 
jects of  increased  taxation  is  not  a 
purely  fiscal  object.  Your  reason  is 
that  you  may  produce  another  impres- 
sion— an  impression  on  the  public  mind 
that  you  are  in  some  way  or  other 
forwarding  the  cause  of  temperance  and 
adopting  a  measure  that  is  to  punish  or 
put  some  kind  of  penalty  upon  those 
whom  you  regard  as  the  authors  of  what 
you  call  a  warlike  or  a  Jingo  policy." 
If  that  is  so,  it  is  one  of  the  greatest 
fallacies  that  can  well  be  put  forward. 
It  is  one  which  we  have  heard  coming 
from  time  to  time  from  the  Bench  oppo- 
site, and  from  the  Prime  Minister.  It 
is  a  very  plausible  and  a  very  captivat- 
ing theory  that  there  are  certain  persons 
or  classes  in  this  country  who  have  it 
in  their  power  and  in  their  wicked  will 
to  be  continually  plunging  the  country 
into  warlike  expenditure  and  all  sorts 
of  mischief.  It  is  said  that  the  only  way 
to  keep  the  people  down  is  to  make 
them  feel  the  burdens  borne  by  the 
country,  and  to  make  them  pay,  in  fact, 
for  their  wicked  proceedings.  Now,  I 
say  that  that  is  an  illegitimate  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  question  as  a  fiscal 
question  ;  and,  moreover,  it  is  a  foolish 
mode,  because  who  are  they  that  have 
the  power  to  bring  about  all  these 
wicked  things?  It  is  the  Ministry  of 
the  day,  who  must  be  supported  by  some- 
body. Now,  by  whom  is  it  that  they 
are  supported  ?  The  hypothesis  is  that 
they  must  be  supported  by  these  wicked 
people.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says  in 
the  present  instance — **You  have  this 
war  expenditure  brought  upon  you  by 
the  Government;  they  are  the  persons 
responsible  ;  and  if  anybody  is  to  be 
punished,  it  is  the  persons  who  put  them 
in   power."    Who   are  these   people? 
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Are  they  the  Jingoes,  or  are  they  what 
my  right  hon.  Friend  playfully  called 
the  **  Eadical  teetotallers  ?  "  It  is  really 
perfectly  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  any 
argument  can  be  founded  on  such  a 
doctrine.  I  would  also  like  to  point  out 
how  absurd  it  is  with  reference  to  the 
immediately  coming  future.  You  are 
going  to  have  a  new  Parliament,  whicb 
is  to  be  elected  very  largely  by  the 
lower  classes  of  the  people.  Those  are 
the  persons  who  are  exempt  from  direct 
taxation ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  it  is  desirable  that  there 
should  be  some  check  placed  on  those 
people,  in  order  that  they  may  be  made 
to  feel  the  burden  which  they  place 
upon  the  country  if  they  pursue  any 
wild  or  extravagant  foreign  policy.  Very 
good ;  but  who  is  to  press  them  ?  It  is 
they  themselves  who  will  have  the 
power,  according  to  your  doctrine,  in 
their  own  hands;  and  do  you  expect 
that  they  are  going,  in  the  first  place, 
to  call  for  an  extravagant  policy,  and 
then  to  say,  in  order  to  punish  them- 
selves— '*  We  are  going  to  propose  that 
duties  should  be  imposed  on  articles  of 
consumption  rather  than  on  property  ?  " 
It  is  very  like  telling  a  soldier  to  give 
himself  1,000  lashes.  He  would  take 
very  good  care  that  the  punishment  was 
administered  very  lightly.  I  trust  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say,  without  offence,  that 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  this  was  a  year 
in  which  we  had  a  right  to  expect  a 
very  careful  and  a  very  well-conceived 
Budget.  There  were  many  reasons  why 
this  should  be  so.  It  is  a  year  long 
marked  out  as  an  important  one  on 
account  of  the  falling  in  of  certain  great 
annuities,  which  would  completely  alter 
a  certain  portion  of  the  finances  of  the 
country.  It  was  a  time  when  the  great 
question  of  Local  and  Imperial  Taxation 
appeared  to  be  ready  for  discussion  and 
settlement ;  it  was  a  time,  too,  when  we 
observed  that  the  Expenditure,  on  the 
one  hand,  was  increasing,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  the  number  of  taxes 
upon  which  it  depended  was  diminish- 
ing ;  and  it  was  a  time  when  it  seemed 
that  it  would  be  only  reasonable  that 
the  House  or  the  Government  should, 
by  some  means  or  other,  make  an  in- 
vestigation very  carefully,  by  proper 
inquiry,  into  the  real  position  and  rela- 
tive bearings  of  different  portions  of  our 
fiscal  system.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  condition  of  the  country,  the  condi- 
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tion  of  trade,  and  the  condition  of  agri* 
culture,  all  tended  to  increase  the  im- 

Eortance  of  making  such  arrangements, 
y  looking  carefully  into  the  condition 
of  the  country,  by  having,  as  it  were,  a 
diagnosis  of  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try, in  order  that  we  might  say  what  is 
the  real  bearing  on  one  part  of  our 
system,  and  what  on  another,  and  what 
are  the  proper  relations  between  the 
different  parts  of  the  system  upon  which 
the  burdens  of  taxation  are  thrown.  I 
undertake  to  say,  when  we  come 
fairly  to  examine,  if  we  ever  do,  the 
question  of  the  relative  burdens  on  land 
and  houses,  and  upon  personal  property, 
the  balance  will  be  against  Land  and 
houses  even  to  a  greater  extent  than  is 
now  supposed.  Jii  all  the  caloolations 
which  are  made,  we  hear  about  the  looal 
taxation  which  is  thrown  upon  land  and 
houses ;  but  we  do  not  hear  of  the  ex- 
ceptional burdens  they  hate  to  bear. 
We  hear  nothing  of  the  Land  Tax,  the 
House  Tax,  and  other  burdens.  These 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration; 
and  if  they  are,  I  believe  it  will  appear 
that  land  and  houses  fully  bear  already 
their  equal  share  of  the  burdens  of  taxa- 
tion, without  looking  into  the  questioa 
of  local  burdens  at  ail.  That  is  a  reason 
why  we  should  look  into  this  question* 
and  all  the  more  because  we  are  at  the 
end  of  the  old  Parliament.  We  are  now 
approaching  an  entirely  new  system, 
under  which  we  are  to  Imve  a  new  Par- 
liament, which  will  have  to  take  up  these 
matters  without  guidance  and  without 
assistance ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
we  not  only  ought  to  have  had  a  full, 
careful,  and  important  financial  re> 
arrangement  this  year,  or  at  least  within 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  but  we  had 
every  reason  to  expect  from  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Government,  from  the  lan- 
guage used  by  them  before  coming  into 
Office  and  afterwards,  and  by  the  energy 
with  which  the  Prime  Minister,  aa  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  holding  the 
double  Office  because  there  was  import- 
ant work  to  be  done,  and  throwing  him- 
self into  the  making  of  a  new  Budget 
before  he  was  a  month  in  Office->I  ny 
we  had  every  reason  to  suppoae  that  this 
was  going  to  be  a  time  of  very  importjuit, 
serious,  and  good  financial  work.  SVell» 
Sir,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  much  to  rejoice  over  in  the  Erst 
Budget  which  he  so  hastily  ondertook. 
There  is  a  curious  similarity  or  parallel 
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between  the  first  Budget  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  1880  and  the  present  Budget 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Both  began  upon  the  question  of  the 
Wine  Duties.  Both  began  with  the 
question  of  a  Commercial  Treaty.  Both 
have  failed  to  secure  that  Treaty.  The 
Oovemment  are  not  fortunate  in  their 
Commercial  Treaties;  unhappily,  they 
are,  in  fact,  most  unfortunate  in  their 
Commercial  Treaties,  and  it  would  be  not 
uninteresting  if  an  inquiry  were  held 
as  to  the  reason  why  their  attempts  to 
conclude  Commercial  Treaties  are  so 
unsatisfactory.  With  regard  to  wine, 
they  attempted  to  conclude  a  Treaty 
with  Spain,  and  have  been  unable  to 
complete  it.  They  seem  now  to  desire 
to  keep  wine  as  an  equivalent  for  some- 
thing else  they  cannot  get,  and  to  tax 
other  articles  of  strong  drink — spirits 
and  beer.  They  are  now  proposing  to 
raise  the  additional  Kevenue  they  re- 
quire by  placing  additional  taxation 
upon  those  articles,  and  leaving  wine 
untouched.  We  have  been  disappointed 
by  the  whole  financial  career  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
at  all  out  of  place  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  cast  a  glance  back  over  that 
career,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
this  must  be  the  last  Budget  of  this 
Parliament,  and  having  regard  to  the 
failures  of  the  Government  which  have 
occurred  for  some  time.  The  Govern- 
ment have  never  proceeded  on  broad 
principles;  they  have  all  along  been 
fidgetting,  and  their  fidgetting  has 
generally  resulted  in  failure.  I  will 
not  go  into  detail ;  their  plans  with  re- 
gard to  the  Wine  Duties,  the  Silver 
Plate  Duty,  the  Carriage  Tax,  and 
their  attempt  at  the  conversion  of 
the  Debt  are  all  instances  of  their 
fidgetiness,  and  of  their  failure  upon 
failure.  The  result  of  all  these  different 
policies  has  been  to  cause  great  uneasi- 
ness and  uncertainty  as  to  what  the 
Government  are  doing,  and  are  going 
to  do,  and  what  the  result  will  be.  At 
the  present  moment  we  have  an  illus- 
tration of  the  extremely  unsatisfactory 
character  of  the  finance  of  the  year  in 
the  means  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  taken  to  reconcile  the 
taxpayers  to  the  fate  he  has  prepared 
for  them.  In  the  first  place,  he  was 
unfortunate  in  the  very  bringing  for- 
ward of  the  Budget.  It  was  brought 
forward  very  late,  and  it  is  being  dis- 


cussed at  an  unprecedentedly  late  date 
— the  8th  of  June.  In  the  second  place, 
there  have  been,  in  the  interval  of  six 
weeks  since  the  Financial  Statement 
was  me^de,  a  large  amount  of  spirits 
taken  out  of  bond,  and  consumers  have 
been  charged  on  account  of  the  extra 
duties  that  were  to  have  been  imposed. 
I  do  not  know  how  much  spirits  have 
been  taken  out  of  bond ;  but  we  now 
find  that  at  the  last  moment  some 
awkward  arrangement  is  being  made  to 
rectify  the  mistake  that  has  occurred ; 
and  that  fact  alone  is  condemna- 
tory of  the  system  that  has  been  pur- 
sued. It  is  practically  introducing  a 
new  principle  into  the  Budget  Bill  with 
regard  to  the  Beer  Duty.  Is  it  intended 
that  the  Beer  Duty  shall  become  an 
annual  tax  like  the  Income  Tax,  to  be 
settled  each  year  according  to  the  neces- 
sities of  the  Government  ?  If  so,  I  say 
that  nothing  can  be  more  distressing, 
nothing  more  injurious  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  people  must  be  taught  temperance ; 
but  if  the  Beer  Duty  is  intended,  as  has 
been  suggested,  to  be  an  Educational 
Tax  in  that  sense,  I  say  you  are  going 
on  entirely  wrong  lines,  and  you  will 
not  make  it  in  that  way  the  means  of 
educating  the  people  to  temperance. 
But  if  you  do  intend  it  for  that  pur- 
pose, why  do  you  go  back  from  what 
you  proposed?  Even  if  the  reason  is 
that  you  have  need  of  less  money,  or 
that  you  want  to  extract  a  little  less 
money,  I  still  ask,  why  do  you  lay  aside 
your  morality,  and  make  the  Beer  Tax 
an  annual  tax  ?  I  believe  that  the  real 
meaning  of  this  is  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  get  rid  of  a 
difficulty  for  a  moment,  at  all  events, 
and  to  carry  it  on  to  the  next  Parlia- 
ment, just  as  some  persons  have  sug- 
gested that  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act  may  be  carried  over.  That  is  a 
course  which,  I  must  say,  will  not  re- 
dound very  much  to  the  credit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  We  have  been 
asked — **  What  are  the  principles  which 
you  recommend  with  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  the  country?"  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  anything  very 
novel  or  magnificent  in  the  principles 
which  I  should  venture  to  recommend, 
but  they  are  principles  which  I  have 
always  put  forward  and  always  adhered 
to.     My  principles  with  regard  to  taxa- 
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tion  are  that  you  ought  to  raise  the 
money  which  you  have  to  raise  in  a 
form  that  is  most  for  the  advantage  and 
least  for  the  disadvantage  of  the  coun- 
try ;  and  that  you  ought,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  keep  your  taxation  Bteady.  I 
am  quite  convinced  that,  especially  in 
circumstances  as  the  country  is  placed  in 
at  the  present  time,  there  is  nothing 
so  important  as  steadiness  in  taxation 
if  you  can  attain  to  it.  I  shall  be  asked 
the  question — **  How  can  you  attain  to 
it  ?  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  you 
can  do  so  absolutely;  of  course,  that  is 
impossible ;  but  I  am  perfectly  convinced 
that  if  you»  in  the  first  place,  begin  by 
getting  a  fair  arrangement  of  taxation, 
if  you  begin  by  establishing  a  fair  ba- 
lance between  the  taxation  of  property 
and  the  taxation  of  consumption  and 
other  sources  of  Bevenue,  if  you  can 
place  the  amount  at  a  sufficient  sum  be- 
yond the  amount  of  your  ordinary  Re- 
venue to  allow  of  your  appljdng  every 
year  a  considerable  amount,  as  we  now 
do,  to  the  reduction  of  Debt,  you  have 
then  a  principle  to  go  upon  when  any 
sudden  emergency  arises,  without  being 
obliged  to  have  recourse  to  any  painful 
and  sudden  or  dislocating  mode  of  taxa- 
tion. Of  course,  there  must  be  cases 
from  time  to  time — and  the  Govern- 
ment have,  to  a  certain  extent,  acknow- 
ledged that  there  will  be  cases— in 
which  large  exceptional  sums  are  re- 
quired, and  when,  if  you  have  your 
system  of  taxation  fairly  adjusted  be- 
forehand, it  is  impossible  to  raise  the 
money  without  throwing  that  system  of 
taxation  out  of  gear.  In  the  late  Go- 
vernment we  raised  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  required,  and  we  met  that  sum  by 
an  annuity  of  £800,000  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  The  Members  of 
the  present  Government,  and  especially 
the  Prime  Minister,  were  extremely 
contemptuous  at  the  proposal,  and  said 
it  was  not  the  way  in  which  we  should 
pay  off  Debt,  and  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed in  the  only  safe  way  by  establish- 
ing Terminable  Annuities.  That  was 
the  line  of  argument  adopted.  [Mr. 
Gladstone:  What  did  I  say?]  1  do 
not  pretend  to  quote  the  precise  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  that 
was  the  tenour  of  his  argument.  I  have 
ventured  to  make  these  remarks,  and  I 
am  aware  that,  in  doing  so,  I  have 
travelled  somewhat  beyond   the  limits 
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of  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend ;  but  we  are  discussing  the 
question  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  although  my  observations 
have  been  mainly  directed  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
I  think  it  right  that  I  should  have  gone 
somewhat  beyond  it  in  considering  the 
finance  of  the  year.  I  hope  the  House 
will  accept  my  right  hon.  Friend's  pro- 
posal, and  I  believe  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  re-adjusting  the  Budget  to 
meet  the  claim  which  he  makes,  especi- 
ally if  attention  is  paid  to  one  point  in 
his  Motion — ^I  mean  the  question  of  the 
Wine  Duties.  But,  whether  in  that 
way,  or  in  any  other  way,  the  House 
wiU  look  at  the  matter  fairly;  and  I 
am  convinced  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  the  Government  carrying 
out  an  arrangement  with  regard  to  it 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  think  it 
must  have  struck  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, as  it  has  undoubtedly  struck  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  there  is  a  very  moderate  degree  of 
connection  between  the  speech  which  we 
have  just  heard  from  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  the  Motion  which  he  in- 
vites the  House  to  accept.  Of  what  does 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
consist?  He  seems  to  apologize  for 
having  made  the  main  part  of  it  with 
reference  to  the  Motion  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ;  but  I  should  say  that  the 
Motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  only 
appeared  by  fits  and  starts  in  his  speech. 
His  speech  consists  of  a  severe  criticism 
of  the  finance  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment ;  of  a  review — a  highly  laudatory 
review — of  the  finance  which  he  him- 
self conducted;  and  an  exposition  of 
general  principles  which  some  might 
call  truisms  and  others  platitude^  with 
only  a  moderate  reference  to  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  near  him. 
The  principal  part  of  that  speech  has 
been  a  determined  attempt  on  the  ptrt 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  destroy 
or  reduce  to  nothing  the  most  important 
and,  I  must  say,  the  most  ingenuoos 
and  honourable  portion  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the 
Amendment.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  he  finds  nothing  in  the 
finance  of  the  Government  except  a 
miserable  series  of  failures;  and  h« 
thinks  that  the  present  year  is  moA 
eminently  favourable  for  a  geneially 
searching  review  and  exposition  of  all 
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matters  oonnected  with  the  financial 
state,  powers,  and  prospects  of  the  coun- 
try, so  as  to  prepare  the  way  and  get  a 
food  body  of  instructions  for  the  new 
'arliament.  That  is  the  doctrine  which 
is  laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to-night.  But,  Sir,  there  is  one 
portion  of  that  work  which  we  could  not 
induce  the  House  to  undertake.  We 
have  used  our  best  efforts  to  induce  the 
House  to  act  upon  the  Besolution  of 
last  year,  and  to  establish  Committees 
for  Uie  purpose  of  examining  into  the 
state  of  tne  Expenditure  with  a  view  to 
retrenchment,  and  those  efforts  have 
been  baffled  and  intercepted  by  the  op- 
position offered  to  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  and  his  Friends,  and  by 
the  determination  expressed  on  their 
part  that  although  those  Committees 
had  been  decided  upon,  yet  they  should 
not  be  appointed  without  the  devotion 
of  a  considerable  time  to  the  discussion 
of  the  subject.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  hear 
me  know  perfectly  well  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Business  that  is  equivaJent 
to  saying  that  these  Committees  should 
not  be  appointed  at  all.  And  yet,  in 
that  state  of  things,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tells  us  that  this  is  the  year  in 
which  you  ought  to  have  undertaken 
an  inyestigation  of  the  finance  of  the 
country  with  the  view  of  preparing  use- 
ful material  for  a  future  Parliament  to 
deal  with.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  there  has  been  nothing 
but  a  series  of  failures  on  the  part  of 
the  (Government.  Sir,  I  must  venture  to 
make  a  comparison  as  regards  the  finance 
upon  which  he  looks  back  with  so  much 
complacency.  He  came  into  Office  in 
1874  with  a  surplus  of  £6,000,000  ;  he 
presented  six  Budgets  to  the  House, 
and  out  of  that  number  four  were  in 
deficiency.  I  think  I  am  strictly  correct 
in  that  statement.  His  habituad  finance 
when  he  got  rid  of  the  surplus  with 
which  he  was  originally  provided  was  a 
finance  of  annual  deficits.  What  has 
been  the  finance  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  present  (Government  ?  For  four 
years,  although  we  have  had  great 
emergencies  to  meet — emergencies  the 
responsibility  for  which  I  will  not  now 
enter  upon — and  for  these  four  years, 
with  their  series  of  failures  spoken  of 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  author 
of  habitual  deficit,  down  to  the  present 
year,  we  have  presented  a  surplus  of 
Bevenue  over  Expenditure.    Then  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  these  ideas 
of  what  constitutes  failure  and  what 
constitutes  sound  finance,  proceeds  to 
criticize  our  finance,  and  I  must  say  that 
I  cannot  feel  the  smallest  objection  to 
its  being  made  the  subject  of  his  criti- 
cism. I  have  been  obliged  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  so  far  in  mat- 
ters which  hardly  belong  to  the  discus- 
sion of  to-night.  Let  us  glorify  our- 
selves as  much  as  we  can  on  these  occa- 
sions, but  do  not  let  us  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  with  the  effect  of  with- 
drawing our  attention  from  the  really 
important  matters  which  are  to-night 
before  us  for  debate.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  this 
Amendment  did  it  in  a  perfectly  manly 
and  candid  as  well  as  straightforward 
speech,  in  the  course  of  which  he  found 
fault  with  me  for  having,  on  a  former 
occasion,  described  this  Motion  as  a 
Vote  of  Censure.  I  admit  my  error ;  it 
is  not  a  Vote  of  Censure ;  it  is  simply 
for  the  (Government  a  question  of  ufe 
or  death.  My  error  was,  however,  rather 
of  form  than  of  substance,  and  we  feel 
that  the  Motion  is  one  aimed  at  the  life 
of  the  Government;  and.  Sir,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net quite  fairly  and  frankly  accepted  the 
consequence  which  attaches  to  such  a 
Motion,  and  did  not  attack  our  finance 
without  propounding  his  own.  That  I 
propose  to  deal  with  later  on;  but,  in 
the  meantime,  let  us  consider  a  little 
how  we  stand.  I  shall  decline  to  dis- 
cuss, at  this  moment,  the  causes  of  the 
extraordinary  Expenditure  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  Whether  that  Expenditure 
is  such  as  the  country  ought  to  incur, 
and  we  are  responsible  for  its  having 
been  incurred,  and  all  matters  con- 
nected with  that  chapter  of  politics,  I 
shall  omit  from  the  present  debate, 
though  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  very 
naturally  went  upon  it,  finding  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  subject  of  debate 
afforded  him,  from  his  point  of  view,  no 
consolation  or  resource  in  the  difficulty 
in  which  it  placed  him.  Sir,  this  is  a 
most  important  matter;  and,  for  my 
part,  while  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  that  it  is  a  very 
bad  thing  to  have  an  unsteady  and 
fluctuating  taxation,  yet  I  am  very  glad 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  proposes  to 
make  the  Beer  Duty  terminable  next 
year,  very  much  on  this  ground — that  it 
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cannot  fail  of  having  an  effect  in  assiet- 
ing  materiallj  and  almost  inducing  the 
new  Parliament  to  consider  seriously 
what  I  hope  it  may  be  inclined  to  con- 
sider on  many  other  grounds — ^namely, 
the  general  scale  of  the  Expenditure  of 
the  country,  and  the  tendency  which 
prevails  in  that  respect.  The  arrange- 
ment will  have  the  effect  of  assisting 
the  views  of  those  in  the  new  Parlia- 
ment who  may  wish  to  have  an  effective 
review  of  our  own  Expenditure.  But 
that  is  not  the  subject  to-night.  A 
certain  amount  of  charge  has  been 
sanctioned  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  amount  of  charge  presents  the  sum 
of  £18,000)000,  which  has  to  be  pro- 
vided for.  It  has  been  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  make  propositions  upon 
that  subject.  Has  the  general  structure 
of  their  Budget  been  extravagant  in  any 
particular,  or  regardless  of  any  of  the 
main  considerations  which  it  ought  to 
have  embraced?  The  first  question 
which,  of  course,  arises  in  a  case  where 
there  is  so  vast  a  sum  to  be  provided  is 
whether  that  sum  ought  to  be  provided 
by  taxation,  by  borrowing  money,  or  by 
arresting  the  prepayment  of  Debt,  or  in 
what  proportions  those  different  methods 
of  proceeding  ought  to  be  applied  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  Well, 
Sir,  have  we  submitted  to  the  House  an 
extraordinary  or  unreasonable  plan  in 
that  respect?  When  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
first  proposed  his  Budget,  with  the  Ex- 
penditure as  it  then  stood,  he  proposed 
to  take  one  full  moiety  by  taxation ;  he 
proposed  to  make  no  provision  for  the 
other,  but  to  allow  it  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  sums  which  are  applied  to  the  re- 
duction of  Debt.  It  is  quite  true  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  take  the  entire 
sum  away  from  the  reduction  of  Debt 
this  year,  and,  technically,  he  said  he 
would  leave  a  portion  of  it  to  stand 
against  the  Debt — ^to  be  taken  out  of 
the  Debt  of  the  following  year.  That 
is  really  a  mere  question  of  account  and 
of  practical  convenience.  My  right  hon. 
Fnend  did  not  disguise  the  fact  at  all 
by  saying  he  was  going  to  spread  it 
over  BO  many  years ;  ne  simply  said  this 
— **  Having  this  great  deficit  to  provide, 
I  propose  to  take  £7,500,000  by  taxa- 
tion ;  1  propose  to  leave  about  £7,000,000 
more  not  to  be  provided  by  taxation, 
and  therefore  to  be  withdrawn  in  some 
way  or  other  from  the  repayment  of 
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Debt,  or  else  added  to  Debt."  I  do  not 
think  that  was  an  unreasonable  propo- 
sition. It  certainly  was  not  an  extrava- 
gant amount  that  he  asked  in  the  shape 
of  taxation  ;  at  least,  if  the  House  does 
think  it  an  extravagant  amount,  it  is 
very  desirable  that  the  doctrines  of  those 
who  so  think  should  be  plainly  and 
unequivocally  stated  and  brought  to  the 
front  that  they  may  be  examined,  and 
that  it  may  be  considered  how  far  those 
doctrines  are  compatible  with  a  safe 
and  prudent  system  of  finance.  I  pre- 
sume there  was  nothing  veiy  improper 
in  the  first  and  capital  proceeding-— as 
to  the  general  outline  of  ohoioe  betireen 
taxation  and  non-taxation  —  between 
taxation  and  the  arrest  of  the  repayment 
of  Debt  for  meeting  the  wants  of  the 
year.  Well,  Sir,  if  l^t  was  so,  the  next 
question  was  the  apportionment  of 
taxation  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  been  good 
enough  to  praise  faintly  my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  having  recognised  and  adopted 
as  his  own  principle  of  action  that  the 
entire  burden  should  not  be  laid  npoa 
property,  but  that  a  portion  should  be 
raised  upon  articles  of  consumption— a 
division  in  that  way  being  made  in  the 
incidence  of  the  burden  upon  the  several 
classes.  Well,  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  so  far  been  fortunate  in  at* 
tracting  the  approval  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite;  but,  I  must  own,  I 
cannot  compliment  them  upon  the  pra- 
dence  of  the  course  they  are  now  par- 
suing.  In  my'opinion,  the  Motion  wnidi 
they  have  made,  however  it  may  be 
accompanied  with  compliments  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  for  reoognisiBg  the 
principle  of  indirect  taxation,  is  a  veiy 
heavy  blow  at  the  proceedings  of  Chsn- 
cellors  of  the  Exchequer  who  shall  st- 
tempt  to  act  upon  that  principle.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  made  a  komi  JUe 
attempt  to  assert,  against  many  popolsr 
opinions,  this  great  view — ^that  taxatiott 
ought  to  be  divided  between  direct  ssd 
indirect  taxation  when  an  oooasion  soob 
as  that  of  the  present  year  has  aiisM^ 
But,  instead  of  being  met  by  a  adld  cnd- 
cism — ^instead  of  being  met  by  a  Motioi 
for  refusing  some  one  of  the  taxes  tbst 
he  offers,  and  substituting  some  oth«^ 
he  is  met  by  the  most  obetraotive  of  sH 
proceedings — a  proceeding  most  of  ^ 
calculated  to  damase  his  method  of  p^ 
oeeding,  and  the  basis  irinch  be  ms 
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cboaen  for  Iiimself  and  of  which  they 
approve — he  is  met  by  an  adverse  Mo- 
tion on  the  second  reading  of  his  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill.  Sir,  I  am 
very  much  mistaken,  if  the  day  comes — 
it  probably  will  come — when  an  Ad- 
ministration is  formed  from  the  ranks 
of  those  who  sit  opposite,  if  they  do  not 
oome  to  repent  of  the  step  they  are 
taking  to-night,  as  well  as  of  many 
more  that  they  have  taken  while  they 
have  been  in  Opposition.  That  is  the 
principle  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
that  is  the  principle  upon  which  we 
atand.  It  has  been  said  that  I  have 
laid  down  the  doctrine  that  we  should 
always  pay  our  way,  and  that  conse- 
quently it  is  most  inconsistent  on  my 
part  not  to  ask  for  the  whole  of  this  sum 
firom  taxation.  I  have  laid  down  the 
doctrine  of  **Pay  your  way,"  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  finance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in 
opposition  to  the  system  of  habitual 
denoitunder  circumstances  comparatively 
easy.  That  is  the  basis  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  finance,  and  it  is 
against  that  finance  that  I  put  up  the 
principle  **Pay  your  way."  I  have 
often  said,  and  I  say  it  now,  that  in  a 
country  like  this  which  is  self-governing, 
and  where  the  prevailing  ideas  of  the 
nation  as  to  the  scale  of  the  Expendi- 
ture will  and  must  determine  what 
that  scale  shall  be,  it  is  not  so 
very  important  whether  £1,000,000  or 
£2,000,000,  more  or  less,  are  spent  by 
the  nation  in  its  own  free  will  and 
judgment,  even  if  in  error-^that  is  much 
less  important  than  that  the  principle 
**  Pay  your  way  "  should  be  adhered  to. 
But  when  we  come  to  a  year  of  extra- 
ordinary demands  —  to  a  year  when 
£15,000,000  or  £13,000,000  are  wanted 
for  some  special  Imperial  service  —  it 
would  be  a  pedantic  strain  of  a  sound 
financial  principle  to  hold  that  the  whole 
of  that  sum  ought  to  be  paid  by  taxa- 
tion. So  much  for  the  general  structure 
of  the  Budget  as  far  as  the  Government 
are  concerned.  Now,  what  is  the  posi- 
tion in  which  we  stand  to-night  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  GFloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  with  great  honour  to  himself, 
makes  counter  proposals.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  does  not 
like  the  counter  Budget  ;  he  will 
Jiave  nothing  to  do  with  the  counter 


proposition  ;  he  says  that  the  tax 
upon  tea  is  a  mere  illustration,  and 
that  one  illustration  is  as  good  as  an- 
other. Well,  Sir,  we  shaJl  come  to 
that  by-and-bye.  I  will  now  ask  my- 
self what  is  the  cause  of  this  tremendous 
opposition  to  the  Budget  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  which  will  not  allow  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  raise  their  points 
in  Committee,  but  compels  them  to  do 
what  I  have  very  rarely  known — ^namely, 
to  make  an  adverse  Motion  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Ee- 
venue  Bill  ?  Well,  Sir,  I  own  my  belief 
is  the  secret  of  it  all  is  not  in  the  omis- 
sion to  tax  wine,  it  is  not  in  the  com- 
passion for  the  drinker  of  beer,  it  is  not 
in  the  anomaly — ^if  there  is  an  anomaly 
—of  the  taxation  of  spirits ;  it  is  in  the 
Death  Duties.  It  is  because  in  the 
Death  Duties  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
invaded  the  sanctuary  of  landed  pro- 
perty. So  sensitive  are  they  with  regard 
to  anything  that  looks  like  public  burden 
that  it  has  to  be  defended  by  most  extra- 
ordinary measures.  Therefore,  Sir,  the 
Death  Duties,  though  modestly  retiring 
to  the  second  place,  do  in  reality,  if  I 
am  able  to  comprehend  the  case,  con- 
stitute the  ground  and  basis  of  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings  to-night ;  and 
if  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  taxed  wine, 
and  if  he  had  forborne  to  tax  spirits 
and  beer,  there  would  have  been  no  mo- 
dification of  the  opposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  fSir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  and  those  who  feel  with 
him,  because  of  this  fatal  blot  in  the 
profane  attempt  to  modify  the  Death 
Duties  to  the  disadvantage  of  landed 
property.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  quoted  expressions 
used  by  me  in  the  year  1853,  showing 
a  disposition  to  deal  tenderly  with 
landed  property  on  account  of  special 
burdens.  He  was  quite  justified  in 
making  the  quotation ;  but  1  am  aston- 
ished at  the  antiquarian  tasto  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  going, back  to  remote  speeches 
without  considering  what  has  occurred 
during  the  interval.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  quote 
what  I  have  said  during  the  interval — 
during  the  last  30  years.  \^Ironical  ohem's,'] 
I  could  understand  the  disinclination 
to  hear  quotations  from  my  speeches 
if  that  disinclination  were  impartial; 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no- 
thing in  tnis  House  so  popular  as  quota* 
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tions  from  my  speech es  whicli  are  se- 
lected by  speakers  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  for  their  own  convenience 
— there  is  nothing  which  draws  such 
ringing  cheers  as  a  quotation  from  my 
speeches  made  for  a  purpose.  I  am  en- 
tled  to  say  that  if  my  speeches  are  to  be 
quoted,  they  must  be  quoted  not  frag- 
mentarily,  but  with  reference  to  the  con- 
tinuity. In  short,  I  may  say  this — that 
in  1853  the  grand  crusade  against  the 
Consolidated  Fund  availing  itself  of  the 
heavy  and  grievous  taxation  of  towns 
for  local  purposes,  under  cover  of  the 
pretext  to  obtain  large  relief  for  the  land, 
had  not  begun.  When  that  crusade 
began,  I  gave  immediate  notice  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  their  course 
must  inevitably  lead  to  a  re-adjustment 
of  taxation  on  realty  and  other  taxation, 
and  that  the  re-adjustment  might  not 
ultimately  be  agreeable  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  That  is  my  answer  to  the 
quotation  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  am  very  sorry  to  find  hon. 
Gentlemen  follow  such  an  intemperate 
policy,  but  they  have  done  so  with  their 
eyes  open.  But  now  we  come  to  this, 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  proposed 
a  plan  under  which  a  nominal  equality 
is  to  be  established  in  a  form,  as  I  shall 
show,  of  extraordinary  mildness  between 
the  taxation  on  land  through  the  Death 
Duties  as  compared  with  taxation  on 
personal  property.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  explained  that  what  he  proposes  is 
a  much  milder  arrangement,  because  of 
its  gradual  operation,  than  it  would  have 
been  if  he  had  waited,  say,  until  next 
year,  when  the  whole'  subject  of  the 
re-adjustment  of  local  taxationjmay  be 
undertaken ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  urged  that  the  proposal  he  now 
makes  is  a  much  milder  proposal,  ex- 
tending, as  it  does,  over  a  long  series  of 
years,  than  would  have  been  a  proposal 
to  give  a  sweeping  and  summary  appli- 
cation to  the  principle.  But  it  is  not 
true  that  equality  will  be  really  estab- 
lished by  the  plan  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Nor  is  it  true  that  the  whole 
of  this  £200,000,  which  is  to  come  in 
this  year  and  which  is  to  increase  in 
future  years,  is  to  be  drawn  from  realty; 
a  considerable  portion  of  it  is  to  be 
drawn  from  personalty.  It  is  a  tax 
upon  property,  and  undoubtedly  it  does 
go  to  the  removal  of  one  anomaly  as 
regards  the  incidence  of  the  Death  Du- 
ties upon  real  property.    But  there  are 
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a  great  many  points  in  which  it  is 
quite  plain  that  equality  will  not  be 
established  by  the  adoption  of  this 
proposition.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
indicated  one  of  diem  when  he  said  that 
realty  is  generally  left  for  lives  and  per- 
sonalty is  generally  left  in  fee;  con- 
sequently, the  advantage  of  having 
realty  taxed  upon  the  life  will  prevent 
it  from  being  taxed,  upon  passage  by 
death,  at  the  same  rate  as  personalty. 
But  that  is  by  far  from  being  the  only 
important  point  in  our  law  which  is 
studiously  and,  I  must  say,  almost  art- 
fully constructed  in  favour  of  realty. 
There  is  the  mysterious  subject  of  the 
consanguinity  scale.  That  scale  was 
devised  in  favour  of  realty  and  to  secure 
the  passing  of  the  great  mass  of  real 
property  on  death  at  Sie  1  p«r  cent  duty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Ifiehael 
Hicks- Beach)  fell  into  a  oomplete  error 
on  this  subject.  He  said  tmly  that  the 
proceeds  of  the  Succession  Duties  were 
estimated  at  £2,000,000  a-year ;  but  an 
error  has  been  made  in  the  oaloulatioii, 
although  the  calculation  was  made  in  a 
Department  as  efficient  and  aa  honour- 
able and  as  distingpiished  as  any  De- 
partment ever  intrusted  with  the  finan- 
cial concerns  of  the  country.  The  enor 
was  gross.  At  this  moment  the  tax, 
which  I  estimated  in  1853  at  £2,000,000 
a-year,  and  which  I  was  laughed  at  and 
soofiPed  at  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  op- 
posite Benches  for  not  estimating  it 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  a-year,  has 
not,  down  to  this  date,  produced 
£1,000,000  a-year,  and  what  is  the  rea- 
son? The  reason  is  this — that  when 
the  Estimate  was  made  the  inddeoce 
of  the  consanguinity  scale  upon  land 
was  assumed  and  believed  to  be  the 
same  as  upon  personalty,  whereas  a 
very  much  larger  percentage  of  the  land 
^es  into  the  1  per  cent  list  than  goes 
into  the  higher  list.  That  was  the  ex- 
planation of  it ;  and  aa  long  aa  the  con* 
sanguinity  scale  subdsta,  yon  need  not 
be  afraid  you  will  have  no  eqnali^ 
in  the  taxation  upon  death  between  laod 
and  personalty.  There  are  manyothff 
points  on  wluch  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  now.  The  House  ia  aware  that 
about  five  years  are  allowed  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Sucoeaaion  Duty.  It  that 
no  boon  to  land  aa  compared  with  pff^ 

Digitized  by  N^UUVLC 


1505         Cusiotns  and  Inland         {June  8,  1885} 


Revenue  Bill. 


150G 


sonalty?  Not  only  so,  but  suppose 
another  death  occurs  during  the  five 
years,  then  the  duty  falls  altogether, 
and  the  new  life  begins  to  run.  This  is 
a  subject  upon  which  it  is  not  possibles 
now  to  enter  in  full.  It  is  a  total  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  very  mild  pro- 
posal made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
goes  anywhere  near  to  the  point,  al- 
though it  makes  an  approximation  to 
the  point  of  equality  between  the  Death 
Duties  and  the  duties  on  personalty. 
Well,  Sir,  objection  is  taken  with  re- 
spect to  the  non-taxation  of  wine,  and  I 
do  not  deny  tuat,  upon  the  surface  of 
the  case,  that  is  a  very  tempting  object 
and  a  yery  fair  object  for  criticism.  But 
what  is  the  real  state  of  the  case  now 
with  respect  to  the  taxation  upon 
wines?  Would  it  have  been  prudent 
to  tax  wines  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
said  repeatedly,  and  amidst  great  and 
cordial  cheering  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  this  is  an  attempt  to 
favour  the  foreigner.  Allow  me  to  say 
that  there  is  no  article  in  our  tariff 
which  has  done  so  much  to  promote  the 
interests  not  of  the  foreigner,  but  of 
the  trade  and  industry  at  home,  as  the 
article  of  wine.  It  stands  in  that  re- 
spect in  a  different  category  from  every 
other  article.  There  has  not  been 
another  case  of  duty  with  respect  to  which 
it  would  have  been  possible  to  attain 
such  results ;  and  I  have  not  the  least 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  reduction  of 
the  Wine  Duties  effected  principally  in 
I860  has  not  only  had  the  effect  of 
enormously  cheapening  the  wine  at 
home,  has  not  only  had  the  effect  of 
putting  an  end  to  all  the  worst  kinds  of 
adulteration  at  home,  and  enabling 
people  all  over  the  country  to  obtain 
fair  wines  at  moderate  prices,  but  espe- 
cially it  has  had  the  effect  of  securing 
an  opening  for  British  industry  of  many 
millions  of  trade  per  annum.  The  re- 
sult must  depend  upon  very  J  delicate 
machinery,  and  therefore  it  is  a  serious 
matter  to  touch  the  trade  in  wine  in 
that  view.  I  do  not  say  it  ought  never 
to  be  touched.  If  a  great  necessity 
came  on  the  country,  it  is  quite  clear  it 
ought  to  be  touched ;  but  the  question 
is  whether  in  an  arrangement  of  this 
kind,  in  which,  with  regard  to  spirits, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  does  not  make  his 
proposition  too  extreme,  and  with  re- 
gard to  beer  he  has  impressed  upon  it 
a  temporary  character — the  question  is, 

YOIi.  OOXOyill,    [thibd  skriss.] 


would  it  have  been  wise  to  touch  the 
Wine  Duties  ?  I  am  astonished  to  hear 
some  Gentlemen  say  that  the  taxation 
upon  wines  would  have  afforded  easy 
means  of  re-adjusting  the  Budget.  Have 
those  Gentlemen  considered  what  the 
taxation  upon  wine  is,  and  what  the 
value  of  the  commodity  is  ?  The  value 
of  the  commodity  is  not  first  rate.  In 
volume  it  is  not  one  of  those  commodi- 
ties on  which  you  raise  Eevenue  by 
fives  and  tens  of  millions,  and  of  which 
you  consume  many  hundreds  of  millions  * 
of  gallons.  It  is  a  commodity  of  limited 
consumption  and  of  limited  capacity  as 
to  taxation;  and  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  taxed  It  in  the  proportion  that  he 
has  taxed  beer,  he  would  have  had  a 
very  insignificant  return — ^in  fact,  if  he 
had  gone  considerably  beyond  that  pro- 
portion, he  would  only  have  got  a  return 
of  £200,000  or  £300,000  a-year,  having 
no  important  bearing  on  the  balance  of 
this  Budget,  but  at  the  same  time  rais- 
ing serious  rieks  with  regard  to  our 
foreign  trade,  which  risks  may  be  neces< 
sary,  may  even  be  expedient  in  some 
future  generation,  but  which,  at  the 
present  moment  and  for  so  small  an 
object,  it  would  not  have  been  well  to 
run.  There  is  another  very  curious 
circumstance  with  regard  to  \vine  which 
is  really  worth  the  attention  of  the 
House — the  figures  are  few  and  simple, 
but  they  are  interesting.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memoer  for  North 
Devon  (^Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  seemed 
to  impute  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the^ 
doctrine  that  when  the  Eevenue  from' 
an  article  is  falling  it  is  a  good  time  to 
catch  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend  had  no 
intention  of  giving  utterance  to  such  a 
doctrine  as  that.  Let  us  observe  how 
the  matter  stands  in  the  case  of  wine. 
Now,  in  the  case  of  spirits  and  beer, 
the  retardation  of  the  upward  move- 
ment or  backward  movement,  if  there 
has  been  one,  has  really  been,  in  the 
main,  owing  not  to  diminished  means  of 
consumption  on  the  part  of  the  masses 
of  the  people,  but  to  the  progress  of  the 
temperance  movement.  There  is  some- 
thing very  singular  indeed  in  the  case 
of  wine.  I  doubt  if  the  falling  Revenue 
from  wine  has  been  so  much  affected  b^ 
the  temperance  movement.  In  1869,  the 
year  before  the  change  of  duty,  the 
Revenue  from  wine  was  £1,761,000. 
Under  the  operation  of  the  changed 
duty,    the    Kevenue,.g.,fel|^y^^^gle 
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£1,100,000.  After  that  it  went  on  in- 
creasing steadily  and  most  satisfactorily 
until  1874,  when  the  reduced  duty 
yielded  £1,789,000.  From  that  time 
there  has  been  a  continuous  decline. 
One  cannot  say  that  the  decrease  began 
in  1874,  or  for  some  time  afterwards; 
but  here  is  a  remarkable  fact — that  the 
decline  of  the  Wine  Duty  has  been 
constant,  and  has  been  far  greater  than 
the  decline  in  the  case  either  of  spirits 
or  of  beer,  although  the  Kevenue  from 
that  source  is  likely  to  have  been  less 
affected  by  the  temperance  movement. 
In  1879  the  Eevenue  from  wine 
amounted  to  £1,466,000;  since  that 
year  it  has  gone  down  year  by  year, 
and  it  is  now  £1,213,000,  I  think. 
What  resource  is  there  here?  It  is 
extremely  doubtful  whether,  in  such 
a  case,  you  could  dare  safely  to  propose 
a  sensible  addition;  and,  as  1  have 
pointed  out,  there  are  reasons,  not  in 
the  interest  of  the  foreigner,  but  of 
British  trade,  which  forms  a  consider- 
able element  in  the  matter,  and  which 
should  cause  us  to  act  in  the  matter  with 
a  great  deal  of  caution.  At  this  mo- 
ment the  tax  which  is  levied  upon  wine 
is  considerably  heavier  than  the  tax 
which  is  levied,  under  our  present  law, 
on  beer,  the  tax  on  beer  amounting  to 
20  per  cent,  and  that  on  wine  to  25  per 
cent.  These  are  two  of  the  objections 
which  are  taken  to  the  Budget — one 
with  regard  to  the  Death  Duties,  and 
the  other  with  regard  to  the  non-taxa- 
tion of  wines.  But  there  remains  a 
•third,  because  the  House  is  asked  to 
refuse  to  us  the  taxes  which  we  ask  for 
upon  spirits  at  the  rate  of  Is.  a-gallon, 
and  upon  beer  at  the  rate  of  Is.  upon 
36  gallons  for  a  little  more  than  one 
year,  but  not  quite  for  one  year  from 
the  date  at  which  I  speak.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that,  although  this  Motion  is 
made  by  the  Conservative  Opposition, 
and  though  rash  and  daring  proposals 
— ^unprecedented  proposals— are  some- 
times supposed  to  proceed  from  moving 
and  advanced  Parties,  I  do  not  think 
that  it  has  been  well  considered  how 
very  strong,  I  might  say  how  very 
violent,  certainly  how  very  unusual,  a 
proposal  this  is.  A  great  necessity  has 
come  upon  the  country.  With  the  ques- 
tion who  is  responsible  we  have  now 
nothing  to  do.  There  has  been  urgent 
necessity  for  great  military  preparations, 
which  have  had  it  in  view  to  ward  off  a 
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great  and  serious  danger  impending  over 
the  Empire.  We  now  hope  that  that 
danger  may  pass  away ;  but  we  are  not, 
at  this  moment,  able  to  say  that  it  has 
passed  away.  It  would  be  premature  to 
say  it,  and  we  are  still  asking  you  to 
grant  us  the  pecuniary  means  for  bear- 
ing the  cost  of  preparations  required,  in 
the  main,  by  a  great  danger  that  has 
been  impending  over  the  Empire,  and 
the  absolute  cessation  of  which  we  are 
not  yet  in  a  condition  to  affirm.  On 
the  very  first  day  we  are  in  a  oonditicm 
to  affirm  it  we  diall  only  be  too  happy 
to  do  so.  Now,  Sir,  what  has  hap- 
pened? The  preparations  have  been 
sanctioned ;  the  charge  has  received  the 
unanimous  approbation  and  support  of 
the  House ;  we  ask  you  for  one  moiety 
of  it — ^for  it  is  little  mc^re  than  a  moiety 
—by  taxation  to  provide  £7,000,000 
by  resorting  to  taxation,  as  against 
£6,000,000  that  are  to  be  found  without 
resort  to  taxation — and  the  regular  Op- 
position, the  loyal  Opposition,  the  Na- 
tional Opposition,  the  patriotic  Oppo- 
sition, the  Constitutional  Opposition,  re- 
fuse us  the  money.  I  say  that  is  a 
strong— I  believe  it  is  an  unprecedented 
— proceeding.  I  want  to  know  where 
the  precedents  are  to  be  found  ?  I  knov 
them  not.  So  far  as  my  recoUe^on 
goes,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  pages  of 
Parliamentary  history  exhibit  a  single 
one.  I  have  known  the  Conservative 
Opposition  assume  a  very  different  atti- 
tude. When,  in  the  early  part  of  I860, 
we  proposed  to  repeal  the  Paper  Duty, 
and  when  later  in  the  year  it  was  eri- 
dent  that  there  were  to  be  hostilities  is 
China,  and  we  had  to  make  provision 
for  those  hostilities,  we  did  not  feel  that 
we  could  withdraw  the  virtual  pledge 
which  we  had  given  to  the  trade  wii^ 
respect  to  the  repeal  of  the  duty.  But 
the  Opposition  denounced  us  for  taking 
away  the  resources  of  the  country  i& 
the  face  of  war,  and  the  patriotism  of 
the  House  of  Lords  took  the  unhapjNr 
direction  of  inducing  it  to  reject  the  BiB 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Paper  Duty.  Bat 
that  was,  however,  a  line  which,  if  sa 
excess,  was  an  excess  in  the  right  diree- 
tion.  The  Opposition  in  tluMS  days 
shrank  from  war ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  may  almost  say  it  abhorred  the  idea 
of  withholding  the  means  necessary  for 
military  preparations,  those  militaiy  pre- 
parations having  been  recognixed  as  re- 
quired by  the  honour  of  the  ooontry. 
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What  does  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  do  now  ?  He  refuses 
us  those  means,  and  he  suggests  no  others. 
He  says  that  any  others  which  may  have 
been  suggested  have  only  been  suggested 
by  way  of  illustration.  The  virtual 
meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in  referring 
to  a  tax  upon  tea,  was  only  **  an  illus- 
tration." There  was  no  real  intention 
of  su^esting  an  additional  tax  upon 
tea.  ODusequently,  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman does  this-— he  recognizes  and 
supports  the  Yote  of  Credit  of 
£11,000,000  for  warlike  preparations, 
mainly  and  partly  for  warlike  expendi- 
ture ;  and  having  done  that,  as  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  he  comes  down  to 
this  House  and  refuses  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  the  means  which  they  ask  for 
meeting  the  charge,  and  he  proposes  no 
substitute  for  those  means.  He  says 
that  the  Budget  will  be''' easily  re-ad- 
justed.'' Is  that  a  course  worthy  of  the 
position  held  by  those  Gentlemen  who 
daim  still  to  discharge  the  functions 
which  in  other  times  were  performed  by 
men  like  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Lord  Derby, 
and  Sir  James  Graham?  I  know  of 
no  case  in  the  slightest  degree  approach- 
ing this,  and  I  wish  to  hold  it  up  to  the 
country  that  there  may  be  judgment 
passed  upon  it.  Are  all  the  intelligent 
and  approved  modes  of  Parliamentary 
Opposition  to  be  abandoned,  and  to  be 
abandoned  by  the  Party  which  calls 
itself  sometimes  ''Conservative"  and 
Bometimes  "  the  Tory  Democracy."  So 
much,  Sir,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  But  such  was 
not  the  conduct  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment.  He  was  deliberate  and 
perfectly  intelligible  in  his  arguments. 
Me  useid  expressions  again  and  again 
which  had  out  one  meaning — "  xou 
ought,"  he  said,  "to  cast  your  net 
wider — you  ought  to  cover  a  broader 
circle,"  and  he  showed  his  meaning 
when  he  said — "  You  ought  to  lay  a  tax 
upon  tea ;  the  tax  upon  tea  is  so  mode- 
rate, surely  it  will  bear  increasing." 
Twenty  per  cent  upon  beer  he  looks 
upon  as  enormous,  and  the  addition  of 
3  per  cent  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
proposes  he  looks  upon  as  intolerable. 
What  is  the  tax  upon  tea  ?  It  is  not 
less — I  believe  it  is  more— than  48  per 
cent  at  this  moment — 48  per  cent  at  the 
least.    And  what  is  proposed?    It  is 


proposed  to  sweep  away  the  tax  upon 
spirits  and  the  tax  upon  beer — ["No!"] 
— ^the  additional  tax  upon  spirits  and 
the  increment  upon  beer,  ^ut  these 
two  increments  together  are  estimated 
to  bring  in  £1,350,000  a-year.  In  order 
to  obtain  that  sum  from  tea,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  you  must  lay  a 
tax  upon  it  of  not  less  than  Zd,  a-pound, 
in  addition  to  the  present  tax  of  6d. — 
that  is  to  say,  you  must  raise  the  tax  of 
48  or  50  per  cent  to  75  per  cent  upon  a 
useful  beverage  of  universal  consump- 
tion by  the  people,  because  you  will  not 
allow  us  to  lay  an  additional  tax  of  3 
per  cent,  in  addition  to  an  existing  20 
per  cent,  upon  beer. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN:  And  400  per 
cent  upon  whisky. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  spoke  of  beer. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  :  I  spoke  of 
whiskv. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  My  speaking 
was  orderly,  and  the  hon.  GenUeman's 
speaking,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  dis- 
orderly. I  am  perfectly  ready  to  speak 
with  the  hon.  Oentleman  on  whisky  if 
he  desires  it.  I  was  going  to  say  this 
when  he  interrupted  me — ^that  so  long 
as  I  can  recollect,  on  every  occasion 
when  I  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, at  all  times  that  the  subject  had 
been  touched  upon,  it  has  been  univer- 
sally held  and  admitted  in  this  House 
that  with  regard  to  the  article  of  spirits 
they  did  differ  somewhat  from  other 
articles  of  taxation,  inasmuch  as  it  was 
desirable,  in  point  of  reason,  to  lay 
upon  it  as  much  taxation  as  was  reason- 
ably possible.  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  figures  completely  disproved 
the  allegation  that  any  injustice  will  be 
brought  about  in  Scotland  and  Ireland 
by  the  proposal  now  made.  I  have 
now  done.  I  have  no  occasion  to  detain 
the  House  longer  —  I  have,  I  think, 
shown  that  fundamental  objections  exist 
to  the  idea  of  laying  this  tax  on  tea.  I 
have  only  one  word  more.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  it  is  easy  to 
readjust  the  Budget.  If  it  is,  why  did 
he  not  tell  us  how?  Why  was  he  so 
absolutely  silent?  Why  was  he  re- 
duced to  an  illustration  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  what  he  felt  to  be  inconvenient  ? 
If  it  is  so  easy  to  re-adjust  it,  why  did 
he  not  tell  us  how  the  re-adjustment  was 
to  be  made  ?    It  is  idle  to  talk  of  re-ad- 
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justment.  What  are  you  going  to 
tax  ?  Are  you  to  tax  the  raw  materials 
of  industry  ?  Are  you  to  impose  pro- 
tective duties  ?  If  you  are  not  going  to 
do  either  of  those  things— and  I  believe 
you  have  not  yet  reached  that  point  of 
retrogression  —  what  are  you  to  tax? 
You  may  tax  alcoholic  liquors  if  you 
want  a  considerable  amoimt  of  money, 
or  you  may  tax  tea,  or  you  may  impose 
a  tax  upon  sugar.  [Lord  Eandolph 
Chukchill  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  rejoice, 
Sir,  when  I  come  across  these  frank  an- 
tagonists who,  when  you  discuss  their 
proposals,  do  not  shrink  and  cover 
themselves  behind  the  assurance  that  it 
would  be  quite  easy  to  re-adjust  the 
Budget,  but  meet  you  in  the  light  of 
day.  Let  them  show  us  what  other  sub- 
jects there  are  that  can  be  taxed,  or 
that  we  are  unreasonable  in  asking  for 
this  taxation.  If  you  will  not  have 
protective  duties,  if  you  will  not  have 
a  tax  on  raw  materials,  am  I  not  right 
in  saying  that  you  have  nothing  to 
choose  between  laying  the  tax  for  the 
considerable  sum  required  on  alcoholic 
liquors,  tea,  or  sugar  ?  That  is  the  issue 
before  us.  That  is  the  issue  before  the 
country.  That  is  the  issue  upon  which 
we  have  made  up  our  minds ;  it  is  the 
issue  on  which  we  are  attacked.  It  is  a 
question  of  life  or  death.  As  such  we 
accept  it,  and  as  such  we  do  not  envy 
those  who  if  they  gain  the  victory  will 
have  to  bear  the  consequences. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dmded:^AjeH  252 ;  Noes 
264:  Majority  12. 
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Laing,  S. 

Lambton.  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lea,T. 
Leake,  B. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,H. 

L6feTTe,rt.  hn.  G.  J.  8. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclirer,  P.  8. 
M'Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M'Arthor,  A. 
MCoan,  J.  0. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Minniea,  J.  G. 
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Martin,  R.B. 
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Mason,  H. 
Maxwtdl-Herai,  Oapt 

J.  M. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Mellor.  J.  W. 
Monk,  O.  J. 
Moreton,  Loid 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  0.0. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  J. 
Morley,  8. 
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Norwood,  C.  M. 
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Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pea•^SirJ.  W. 
Pease,  A. 
Peddie,J.  D. 
Pennington,  F. 
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Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,  rt.hn.SffL. 
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Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid.  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Roe,T. 
Rogers,  C.  C. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rothschild,  SirN.M.  de 
Roondell,  0.  S. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  T. 
Ruston,  J. 
Rylands,  P. 
8t.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Sellar,  A.C. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 

Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 

Slag^»  J. 

Smith,  Lieut-Col.  G. 

Smith,  £. 

Smith,  S. 

Stanley,  hon.  £.  L. 

Stansfeld.  rt.  hon.  J. 

Stanton,  W.  J. 


Steble,Lieut-CoLR.F. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stuart,  J. 
Summers,  "W. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Torrens.  W.  T.  M. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Himbury- 
Trevelyan,  rt.  hn.  G.O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Walker,  S. 
Walter,  J. 
Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  J. 
West,  H.  W. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wodehouse,  £.  R. 
Woodall,  W. 

TELLBBS. 

Grosvenor,  right  hon. 

LordR. 
Kensington,    rt.     hn. 

Lord 


NOES. 


Ackers,  B.  St.  J. 
Allsopp,  C. 
Amherst.  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Barry,  J. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  G.  De  U  P. 
Biddell,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Ck>l.  J.  I. 
Boord,T.W. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  K. 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T.  C. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bazt«n/8ir  R.  J. 


Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chrwtie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 
Coddin^ton,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Commins,  A. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  riffht  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Major  hon.  M. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,Ck>l.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
Dawson,  C. 
Deasy,  J. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Colonel  hon.  E. 
Digby,  J.  K.  D.  W. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 

H. 
Baton,  H.  W. 


Eckerslev,  N. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Eloho,  Lord 
Elliot.  G.  W. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Eml3m,  Viscount 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finch-Hatton,  hon.  M. 

E.G. 
Findlater,  W. 
Fitz-Wygram,  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  0.  T.  W. 
Fort,  R. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
French-Brewster,  R.  A. 

B. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
GKbson,  right  hon.  £. 
Giffard.  Sir  H.  S. 
Giles,  A. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Gunter,  Col.  R. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

LordG. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Harris,  W.  J. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  E. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
HiU,LordA.  W. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt.-C3ol.  D.  M. 
Hope,  right  hon.  A.  J. 

B.  B. 
Houlds worth,  W.  H. 
Jaclraon,  W.  L.    • 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Kennard,  C.  J. 
Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
King-Harman,  Colonel 

£.  R. 


Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightlev,  Sir  R. 
Lacon,  Sir  £.  H.  K. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawrance,  J.  C 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Leahy,  J. 

Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H . 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  Sir  6. 
Loighton,  S. 
Lennox,righthB.  Lord 

H.  G.  C.  G. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Levett,  T.  J. 
Lewisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Lloyd,  S.  S. 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
liowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lynch,  N. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M*Carthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Mahon,  E. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  T. 
Meagher,  W. 
Miles,  Sir  P.J.  W. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Milner,  Sir  F. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Monckton,F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
0*Beime,  Colonel  F. 
O'Brien  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Onslow,  D.  R. 
O'Sullivan,  W.  BL^i ^ 
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Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hon.  Col.  F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Strutt,  hon.  C.  H. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Sykes,  0. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Thomson,  H. 
ThomhiU,  A.  J. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.  F. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  General  0. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuaxi- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  H.  W. 
Yorke,J.  Ja. 

TBLLBBS. 

Thomhill,  T. 
Winn,  R. 


Paget,  R.  H. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  Coch- 

ran- 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
PeU,  A. 

Pemberton,  £.  L. 
Percy,  rt.  hon.  Earl 
Percy,  Lord  A.  M. 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phippe,  P. 

Plnnket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 

Price,  Oaptain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikee,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Rankin,  J. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Salt,T. 

6clater-Booth,rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.  J. 
Seyeme,  J.  £. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheil,E. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  ''regards  the  in- 
crease proposed  by  this  Bill  in  the  Duties  levied 
on  Beer  and  Spirits  as  ine<^mtable  in  the  absence 
of  a  corresponding  addition  to  the  Duties  on 
Wine,  and  declines  to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on 
Real  Property  until  effect  has  been  given  to  its 
Resolution  of  17th  April  1883  and  of  28th 
March  1884,  by  which  it  has  acknowledged 
further  measures  of  relief  to  be  due  to  rate- 
payers in  counties  and  boroughs  in  respect  of 
local  charges  imposed  on  them  for  National 
services. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  going 
through  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  if  we 
went  through  them  now,  would  be 
merely  nominal.  No  real  Business  could 
be  taken  to-night,  although  I  could  not 
absolutely  pledge  myself  to  say  that  of 
every  description  of  Business  without 
looking  over  the  list.  The  best  thing, 
therefore,  is  that  I  should  now  move 
the  adjoiimment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Oladitone.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
Defore  Two  o'clock. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  BiLU^Seeond  lU§iin9 
—  Local  Government  Provisional  Orden 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •  (123). 

Second  Reading —Order  discharged  ^Seatitierj 
forJScotland*  (117);  Women's  Sufti«e» 
(37);  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's 
Sister*  (110);  Burial  Boards  (Contested 
Elections)  •  (106). 

Committee — Order  discharged — Submarine  Tels- 
graph  Cables  •(104). 

Report — Order  diseharged—litUMcy  Acts  Amsod- 
ment  *  (60) ;  Parliamentary  Elections  (Bedis- 
tribution)*(129). 

Third  Reading— Jjooal  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Public  Health  Act) 
(No.  2)  •  (S3) ;  Metropolis  (Hngfaes  Fie&da, 
Deptford)  Provisional  Order  Confiimatioo* 
(82) ;  Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Newington) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  *  (81),  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading— Order  discharged^Bui  India 
Unclaimed  Stocks  •  (113). 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT— KE- 
SIGNATION  OP  MINISTERS. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  not  only  from  the 
ordinary  means  of  communication,  but 
also  by  the  Minutes  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  communicated 
to  this  House,  of  what  took  place  in  that 
Assembly  last  night.  In  consequence 
of  that  event,  I  have  to  move  that  your 
Lordships  do  adjourn  until  Friday.  It 
will,  perhaps,  be  conyenient  that  the 
Provisional  Order  Bills  should  be  taken 
before  I  make  the  Motion. 

The  Orders  of  the  Day  haTing  beoi 
disposed  of, 

Eael  GRANVILLE  said:  I  now  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
till  Friday.  I  may  state  that  the  Sit- 
tings will  be  continued  for  the  pvirpow 
of  Judicial  Business,  and  also  for  Private 
Bill  Committees. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  adjourn 
until  Friday."— (7%<j  JSarl  GramiiU.) 

Lord  BALFOXTB  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  the  Committee  of  Privilege* 
will  meet  to-morrow  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Yes. 

Lord  DENMAN,  who  hadaNoftiee 
on  the  Paper  to  move  the  second  reacting 
of  the  Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  said,  that 
this  subject  had  been  Wore  their  Lord* 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


1517 


Parliament — 


{June  9,  1885} 


Adjournment, 


1518 


Bbips  for  several  years,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  proceed  with  it  at 
once. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Hoiue  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleren  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  9th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'BiLiA^Sewmd  Beading^ 
Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  (No.  2)*[192] ;  Local 
Goyemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  5j* 
[196] ;  Local  (Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  6)  •  [197T ;  Local  Government  Provi- 
lional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  9)  •  [198]. 

PARLLOIENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OP  MINISTERS-STATE- 
MENT  OP  MR.  GLADSTONE  — AR- 
RANGEMENT OP  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Immediately  on 
having  arrived  at  the  hour  when  Public 
Business  usually  commences,  I  am  de- 
sirous of  addressing  a  very  few  words  to 
the  House— and  I  do  so  before  any  (Ques- 
tions have  been  addressed  to  my  Col- 
leagues or  to  myself,  on  the  ground  that 
I  perceive  that  some  or  many  of  these 
Questions  relate  to  the  intentions  and 
views  of  responsible  Ministers;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  House  concurs  in  the 
views  I  entertain  of  the  present  situa- 
tion, these  (Questions  are  obviously  of  a 
nature  which  had  better  be  deferred. 
In  consequence  of  the  division  of  last 
night,  the  House  will  not  be  surprised 
when  I  state  that  the  Cabinet  which  as- 
sembled to-day  have  thought  it  their 
duty,  through  me,  to  submit  a  dutiful 
communication  to  Her  Majesty.  It 
would  be  altogether  premature  on  my 
part,  were  I,  at  present,  to  allude  par- 
ticularly to  the  nature  of  that  communi- 
cation. But  I  will  say  to  the  House,  as 
has  been  said  on  former  occasions — what 
indeed  is  obvious — that  some  few  days 
must  elapse  before  the  result  of  that 
communication  can  be  arrived  at,  so  as 
to  be  made  known  to  the  House.  Ob- 
vious reasons,  both  of  convenience  and 
propriety,  and  I  think  invariable  custom, 
have  established  the  rule  that  during 


intervals  of  the  nature  of  that  which  is 
now  before  us  the  House  refrains  from 
the  transaction  of  its  ordinary  Business. 
I  propose,  Sir,  to  act  upon  that  prin- 
ciple myself,  by  making  a  Motion  to 
the  efiPect  that  the  House,  at  its  rising, 
do  adjourn  until  Friday  next.  I  make 
that  Motion  before  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  allow  an 
interval  between  them — first,  because  it 
is  no  right  of  mine  to  proscribe  the 
transaction  of  Business  should  the  House 
be  inclined  to  attempt  it ;  but  I  humbly 
venture  to  recommend  that  the  usual 
prsu^tice  should  be  adhered  to.  It  would 
be  unnecessary,  I  think,  that  we  should 
go  through  the  form  of  postponing  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  because,  by  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  those  Orders  which 
are  on  the  Paper  in  the  interval  would 
re-appear  as  dropped  Orders  when  the 
House  re-assembled  ;  and  it  would  then 
be  the  pleasure  of  the  House,  without 
doubt,  to  make  suitable  arrangements 
with  respect  to  them.  It  would,  how- 
ever, be  desirable  that  the  usual  Motion 
shoidd  be  made  to  allow  the  Sittings  of 
Committees  to  continue — therein  also 
adhering  to  the  established  practice  of 
Parliament.  Sir,  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  I  have  no  more  to  say, 
except  to  make  the  Motion,  ''  That  this 
House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House 
this  day,  adjourn  till  Friday  next." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Friday 
next."— (Jfr.  Gladitone.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  that  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  is, 
as  he  says,  both  convenient  and  usual. 
The  only  question  which  I  wish  to  ask 
him  is  this.  I  did  not  quite  understand 
whether  it  is  his  intention,  as  soon  as 
this  Motion,  '*  That  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  will  adjourn  till  Friday,"  shall 
have  been  adopted,  immediately  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  or  whe- 
ther he  proposes  that  other  Business 
should  be  carried  on?  I  should  also 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  he  considers 
that  there  is  any  Business  which  would 
be  likely  to  be  of  special  importance  to 
be  transacted  in  connection  with  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribu- 
tion) Bill  in  the  other  House  ?  I  do 
not  know  whether  that  is  a  matter  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  pre^ 
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piece  of  Business,  notwithstanding  the 
adjournment  of  Uie  House  under  pe- 
ouliar  circumstances ;  and  the  other,  tnat 
we  were  of  opinion  that  those  peculiar 
circumstances  were  such  that  the  need 
for  going  forward  speedily  with  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Eedistribution) 
Bill  was  so  urgent  as,  when  taken  in 
connection  with  the  general  concurrence 
of  opinion  as  to  every  important  matter 
of  principle  embraced  in  the  Bill,  might 
possibly  render  it  our  duty  to  raise  the 
question  notwithstanding  the  pecnliaritj 
of  the  position  in  which  we  stand.  That 
question,  however,  I  think  I  had  better 
reserve  for  the  present,  inasmuch  as  it 
cannot  arise,  unless  it  be  in  consequence 
of  proceedings,  which  may  or  may  not 
be  taken  in  the  other  House,  witii  re- 
spect to  which,  of  course,  I  ha?e  no 
authentic  information.  Authentic  in- 
formation is  more  likely  to  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  right  hon.  Gmitieman 
opposite  than  in  mine;  but,  so  far  as 
any  information  has  reached  me,  it  was 
not  to  the  effect  that  the  House  of  Lords 
was  likely  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  the 
interval  which  has  to  elapse  between  this 
time  and  Friday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  now  to 
move,  <<  That  all  Committees  have  lea? • 
to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  ic. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  And,  Sir,  inter- 
preting the  silence  of  the  House  to  mean 
consent,  I  beg  leave  to  move, ''  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Five  o'clock  tiU  Pridey. 
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pared  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion ;  but  I  put  that  question  because, 
as  the  House  is  aware,  the  question  of 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistri- 
bution) Bill  is  a  question  in  which  days 
are  of  importance. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  May  I  be  al- 
lowed,  Sir,  to  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  I  did 
intend  to  make  myself  clear  to  this  effect 
— that  although  I  have  no  right,  and  it 
would  bfl  going  out  of  the  usual  course, 
to  make  a  Motion  for  the  purpose  of 
forcibly  putting  aside  Business  which  is 
on  the  Paper — yet  certainly  the  recom- 
mendation I  ventured  to  submit  to  the 
House  was  that  it  should  entertain  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  before  the  regular  Business  is 
commenced.  The  only  reason,  as  far  as 
my  views  are  concerned,  for  any  interval 
at  all,  after  the  first  Motion,  which  is 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  is 
simply  this — that  it  is  usual,  and  conve- 
nient to  make  a  Motion  to  allow  Commit- 
tees to  sit  notwithstanding  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  a  point  of 
considerable  importance,  which  has  not 
escaped  my  attention — namely,  whether 
we  shall  reserve  to  ourselves  a  discre- 
tion to  ask  the  House  to  proceed  with 
any  matter  relating  to  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill,  in 
case  occasion  should  arise.  That  sub- 
ject, Sir,  had  not  escaped  our  attention ; 
and  what  I  have  to  observe  upon  it,  in 
the  first  place,  and  principally,  is  that  it 
does  not  depend  upon  us,  but  upon  the 
House  of  Lords,  to  regulate  the  proceed- 
ings in  such  a  way  as  to  bring  the  sub- 
ject before  us  or  not.  If  the  House  of 
Lords  should  think  fit  to  carry  forward 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Eedistri- 
bution) Bill  so  as  to  cause  it  to  reach 
this  House  at  the,  time  when  we  re- 
assemble on  Friday,  it  certainly  would 
then  be  our  duty  to  consider  and  to  ad- 
vise the  House  to  the  best  of  our  ability 
as  to  the  propriety  of  proceeding  to  deal 
with  any  Amendments  which  have  been 
made  by  the  House  of  Lords.  That 
would  be  imdoubtedly  an  unusual  pro- 
ceeding, and  it  would  be  one  which  could 
only  be  justified  by  a  joint  reference  to 
two  considerations,  one  of  them  that  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  had  thought 
fit  to  make  a  precedent,  on  the  ground 
of  what  it  conceived  to  be  urgent  public 
reasons,  for  proceeding  with  a  particular 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8. 
Wednesday,  lOth  June,  1886. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Businesa  only. 

House  adjourned  at  half  pait  Fear 

o*clock  tfll  To-moRW* 

EUren  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  Wth  June,   1885. 


Their  Lordships  met ; — 

PABLIAMENTABY  ELBCTIONS   (REDISTRI- 
BUTION)  BILL. 

Report  of  Amendmenta  to  be  received  To' 
morrow  ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to 
be  considered  in  order  to  its  being:  dispensed 
with. 

And  haying  gone  through  the  Busi- 
ness on  the  Paper  without  dehate, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  \2th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Rtf/)r^ww^««iw  leer  for  Scotland 
—The  Earl  of  Lindsay,  v.  The  Earl  of 
Selkirk,  deceased. 

Took  the  OaM— The  Earl  of  Lindsay. 

Public  Bills— FiV»^  J^tforfiW— Real  Property 
Registration*  (132). 

Committee— OtA  Provisional  Orders  (No.  I)» 
(108).  ^ 

Committee^ Report — Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)*  (123). 

Select  Committee—Report — Poor  Law  Guardians 
(Irehmd)  [No.  130]. 

Meport—VooT  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  ♦  f31- 
131).  '      ^ 

Rtport^Third  Reading  —  Parliamentary  Elee- 
tions  (Redistribution)  (129),  and  paeted, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION     OP     MINISTERS  — 
STATEMENT    OF     EARL     GRAN- 
VILLE— ARRANGEMENT  OF  PUB- 
LIC BUSINESS. 
Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  in 
regard  to  what  I  had  the  honour  to  state 
at  the  last  Sitting  of  the  House — Tues- 
day, the  9th— to  your  Lordships,  I  have 
now  to  inform  the  House  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone has  tendered  his  resignation  and 
that  of  his  Colleagues  to  Her  Majesty, 
and  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  accept  that  resigna- 
tion, and  has  summoned  the  noble  Mar- 


quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  who 
I  believe,  is  at  this  moment  at  Balmoral. 
Qnder  these  circumstances,  your  Lord- 
ships, I  am  sure,  will  feel  that  it  would 
not  be  right  to  proceed  with  any  ordi- 
nary Business ;  but  there  is  one  excep- 
tion, and  that  is  in  regard  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (B^stribution)  Bill ; 
and  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley), 
who  has  charge  of  that  Bill,  will  ex- 
plain the  arrangement  which  has  been 
entered  into  between  himself  and  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  in  that  course  I 
understand  that  the  noble  Viscount 
opposite  (Viscount  Oranbrook)  will  pro- 
pose that  the  House  do  concur. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECJTIONS  (REDI8- 

TRIBQTION)  BILL.— (No.  129.) 

[The  Earl  of  Kimberlei/,) 

BEPOBT. 

Beport    of    Amendments    eomidered 
(according  to  order). 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  mov- 
ing  that  the  Beport  of  Amendments  be 
received  and  agreed  to,  said,  that  al- 
though the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  was  not  present,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  believed  he  was 
anxious  that  the  consideration  of  the 
present  stage  should  be  taken  at  once, 
for  the  arrangement  which  had  been 
come  to  would  be  one  for  the  public  con- 
venience in  regard  to  the  Bill  coming 
into  operation,  and  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  some  delay  to  its 
progress,  and  the  consequent  amount  of 
inconvenience,  which  would  be  very  con- 
siderable, arising  from  it.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  Motion  would  meet  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  House.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  were  such  that 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  all  minor 
matters  in  regard  to  the  names  of  divi- 
sions would  not  be  pressed  by  his  noble 
Friends,  as  they  were  not  of  vital  im- 
portance. Of  the  Amendments  he  had 
to  propose,  the  most  important  was  one 
to  enable  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament  to 
take  place  after  the  7th  of  November 
next.  That  was  intended  to  have  been 
dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill,  which  had 
been  prepared  by  the  Government ;  but 
it  had  been  suggested  to  him  (Lord 
Salisbury)  that  it  would  be  a  great 
convenience  to  insert  the  necessary  pro- 
visions in  the  present  Bill     There  were 
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also  other  proyisions  intended  to  meet 
the  case  oi  some  boroughs  which  had 
been  disfranchised,  and  which  were 
situate  in  two  counties.  There  was  a 
precedent  in  the  proceedings  of  1868 
for  what  he  now  proposed  to  do.  The 
clauses  were  to  meet  technical  difficul- 
ties, and  some  of  the  Amendments 
which  he  would  propose  would  be  verbal 
only,  and  such  as  he  had  no  doubt  their 
Lordships  would  find  no  difficulty  in 
agreeing  to. 
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Movedf  "  That  the  Beport  of  Amend- 
ments be  received  and  agreed  to." — 
{The  Earl  of  Kimlerhy.) 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  said,  that  in 
the  absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  he  had  been  re- 
quested by  his  noble  Friend  to  state 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  course 
proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  noble  Earl ; 
while  as  to  Amendments  of  a  minor  cha- 
racter, he  (Viscount  Oranbrook)  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  act  on  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley),  and  agree  to  the  Report 
being  received,  in  order  to  carry  the 
Bill  to  a  successful  issue. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Kim- 
BERLET,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — ^Title,  pagA  1 ,  leave  out  ( *  *  relative 
thereto");  Clause  17,  page  8,  line  1, 
after  (**  arising  out  of")  insert  (**  suc- 
cessive occupation  or  ") ;  line  12,  insert 
at  end  of  clause — 

(**  and  where  the  Area  of  the  const itaency  of 
which  such  place  before  such  change  formed  part 
becomes,  after  such  change,  part  of  two  or  more 
constituencies,  each  of  such  two  or  mote  con- 
stituencies shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this  section, 
bo  deemed  to  have  included  the  whole  of  the  said 
area"); 

Clause  19,  page  9,  line  21,  leave  out 
(*< of  counties") ;  lines  22  and  23,  leave 
out — 

(«  make  such  order  as  may  be  necessary  '*)  and 
insert  ('*  by  order  alter  or  ?ary  such  polling  dis- 
tricts and  the  polling  places  for  such  districts  in 
such  manner  as  appears  to  him  necessary  or 
desirable  ") ; 

Clause  23,  page  11,  line  18,  leave  out 
from  (** districts")  to  (**and")in  line 
19  ;  and  in  page  12,  line  44,  after 
("  county  ")  insert  (**  at  large  "). 

Page  14,  after  Clause  28,  insert  the 
following  clauses : — 

The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


PART  IV. 

AccELEBATiox  OF  Begistration  15  1885. 
(Power  to  appoint  additional  barristers.) 

"  If  in  the  present  year  it  is  made  to  appear  to 
any  judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  sitting 
in  chambers  at  any  time  after  the  fifth  day  A 
September,  that  the  lists  of  ▼otert  for  any  Parlia- 
mentary county  or  borough  in  England  eanaoC 
by  reason  of  the  insufficient  number  of  barristers 
be  revised  within  the  period  fixed  by  this  Act, 
such  judge  shall  appoint  one  or  more  duly  qoali- 
fled  barristers  to  act  in  addition  to  the  barruters 
originally  appointed  for  such  county  or  boroogb, 
and  a  barrister  so  appointed  shall  have  the  same 
duties,  powers,  and  authority  at  if  be  had  been 
originally  appointed. 

"  Where  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  or  judge  a|u 
points  in  the  present  year  barristers  for  oooatict 
and  boroughs  on  any  circuit,  be  shall  appoint 
them  to  act  for  all  the  counties  and  boroogha  for 
which  he  has  power  to  appoint  revising  bar* 
risters ;  and  each  barrister,  when  meting  in  or  for 
any  county  or  borough,  shall  have  the  same 
duties,  powers,  and  authority  at  if  be  had  been 
appointed  sole  revising  barrister  for  such  county 
or  borough. 

"  The  duties  of  barristers  so  appointed  shall  be 
distributed  among  them  as  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice or  judge  who  appoints  them,  or,  after  the 
fifth  day  of  September,  any  judge  of  the  Oigh 
Court  of  Justice  sitting  in  Chambers  may  di* 
rect. 

(Dates  for  registration  in  the  year  1885  in  £if« 
laud.) 

*'  With  respect  to  the  registration  of  voters  is 
Parliamentary  counties  and  borooghs  in  Engiand 
in  the  present  year,  the  following  proviaioos 
shall  have  effect : — 

"  (a.)  The  lists  of  Parliamentary  voters,  aad 
the  lists  of  burgesses  which  are  revised  together 
with  the  lists  of  Parliamentary  voters,  shall  be 
revised  between  the  eighth  day  of  September  and 
tho  eighth  day  of  October  both  inelnsive,  and 
shall  be  revised  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
seventh  day  of  September,  and  the  eighth  day  of 
September  shall  be  substituted  in  the  Acts  rout- 
ing to  the  registration  of  Parliamentary  votan 
for  the  15th  day  of  September ;  and  the  deeUra- 
tions  under  section  ten  ol  the  Ceonty  Voters  Re- 
gistration Act,  1865,  and  section  tweaty-lber  of 
the  Parliamentary  and  Monioipai  Rcgiatratioe 
Act,  1878,  shall  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  I'esee 
or  town  clerk  on  or  before  the  fifth  day  of  Sep- 
tember. 

"  [b,)  The  printed  book  or  register  eoataisiaf 
the  lists  of  voters,  when  revised,  shall  be  delifsred 
to  the  returning  officer  for  the  Parliaaeatsfy 
county  or  borough  to  whioh  soeh  book  or  legisisr 
relates  on  or  before  the  seventh  day  of  Nuiaa 
her,  and  shall  be  the  register  of  pstseas  eetttlsd 
to  vote  for  the  county  or  borough  at  any  sfaciioa 
of  a  member  to  serve  in  Parliament  wbieli  takes 
place  after  that  day,  or  if  this  present  Parlifser 
is  not  then  dissolved,  then  alt«r  the  dale  of  sesk 
dissolution,  and  before  the  first  day  of  JaasaiT 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  aad  eighlj^aevea. 

*'  (£.)  In  sections  sixty-two  and  sixty-tkns  ef  tbe 
Act  of  the  session  of  the  sixth  aad  seiftbysar* 
of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Msjsetj,  chaftv 
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eighteen,  relating  to  appeals  from  rerieing  bar- 
riiiteri  in  England,  *  the  Michaelmas  sittings  of 
the  High  Ooart  of  Justice '  shall  be  substituted 
for  '  Vat  Michaelmas  term/  and  forthwith  afler 
the  fourth  day  of  the  Miohselmas  sittings  a  court 
or  courts  shall  sit  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  such 
sppeals,  and  those  appeals  shall  be  heard  and  de- 
termined contiooouslj  and  without  delay,  and  any 
statement  by  the  barrister  for  the  purpose  of  any 
such  appeal  made  in  pursuance  of  section  forty- 
two  of  the  said  Act  may  be  made  at  any  time 
within  ten  days  after  the  conclusion  of  the  re- 
vision, so  that  it  be  made  not  less  than  four  days 
before  the  first  day  of  the  said  Michaelmas  sit- 
tings, and  the  statement  need  not  be  read  in  open 
court,  but  shall  be  submitted  to  the  appellant, 
who  shall  sign  the  same  as  directed  by  the  said 
section,  and  return  the  same  to  the  barrister. 

(35  A  36  Vict.  0.33.) 
"  (cT.)  In  section  fire  of  the  Ballot  Act,  1872* 
relating  to  polling  districts,  the  first  day  of 
October  shall  be  substituted  for  the  first  day  of 
NoTcmber,  as  respects  the  date  at  which  orders 
relating  to  polling  districts  apply  to  registers  of 
Toters. 

(Date  for  registration  for  1885  in  Scotland.) 
**  In  Scotland,  notwithstanding  anything  con- 
tained in  section  thirteen  of  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act,  1884,  the  register  of  voters 
made  in  the  present  year  shall  come  into  force  on 
the  first  day  of  November  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty^fire." 

(Dates  for  revision  in  Ireland  in  1885.  13  dt  14 
Vict.  c.  69.  ss.  46.  47,  64,  76.) 

*<  In  Ireland,  in  the  present  year 

'*  (a.)  The  lists  of  voters  shall  be  revised  be- 
tween  the  fourth  day  of  September  and  the  eighth 
day  of  October,  both  inclusive,  and  shall  be  re- 
vised as  soon  as  possible  after  the  fourth  day  of 
September,  and  that  day  shall  be  substituted  in 
the  Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland)  Act  for 
the  eighth  day  of  September. 

**  (6.)  Notice  of  the  holding  of  a  revision  court 
may  be  given  by  the  chairman  or  revising  barrister 
to  the  clerk  of  the  peace  at  any  time  not  less  than 
five  days  before  the  holding  of  the  court,  and  shall 
be  pablisbed  and  posted  by  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
forthwith. 

**  (c.)  The  book  or  books  constituting  the  re- 
gister  of  voters  for  every  county  and  borough 
shall  be  signed  and  delivered  to  the  sheriff  or 
rttoming  officer  not  later  than  the  seventh  day 
of  November. 

"  Such  register  shall  commence  and  oome  into 
force  on  the  seventh  day  of  November,  or  if  this 
present  Parliament  is  not  then  dissolved,  then  on 
the  day  of  sueh  dissolution,  and  shall  be  the  re- 
gister of  voters  in  force  between  the  day  on  which 
it  commesces  and  the  first  day  of  January  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-seven.*' 

"  (<f.)  In  sections  sefenty-fife  and  seventy-six 
of  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  thirteenth  and 
fourteenth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jesty, chapter  si  sty*  nine,  relating  to  appeals  from 
ebairroen  or  revising  barristers,  *  the  Michaelmas 
sittings  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  IreUnd  ' 
•ball  be  substituted  for  '  the  Michaelmas  term,' 
and  forthwith  after  the  fourth  day  of  the  Michael- 
maa  sitting*,  a  court  or  courts  shall  sit  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  such  appeals,  and  those  appeals 


shall  be  heard  and  determined  continuously  and 
without  delay,  and  any  statement  by  the  chairman 
or  revising  barrister  for  the  purpose  of  any  such 
appeal  made  in  pursuance  of  section  fifty-eight  of 
the  said  Act  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  ten 
days  after  the  conclusion  of  the  revision,  so  that 
it  be  made  not  less  than  four  days  before  the  first 
day  of  the  said  Michaelmas  sittings,  and  the 
statement .  need  not  be  read  in  open  court,  but 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  appellant,  who  shall 
sign  the  same  as  directed  by  the  said  section,  and 
return  the  same  to  the  chairman  or  revising 
barrister. 

(Definitions.) 

"  For  the  purposes  of  this  part  of  this  Act — 

"The  expression  'present  year'  means  the 
year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five. 

"  The  expression  *  parliamentary  county '  means 
a  county  returning  a  member  or  members  to  serve 
in  Parliament,  and  where  a  county  is  divided  for 
the  purpose  of  such  return  means  a  division  of 
such  county. 

(41  &  42  Vict.  c.  26.) 

**  Other  expressions  in  this  part  of  this  Act 
have,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires,  the 
same  meaning  as  in  the  Acts  relating  to  the  re- 
gistration of  parliamentary  voters. 

(Temporary  repeal  of  inconsistent  provisions.) 
"  All  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  in- 
consistent with  the  provisions  of  this  part  of  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  lists  or  register  of 
voters  to  be  made  in  the  present  year  ;  but,  save 
as  aforesaid,  all  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  registration  of  parliamentary  voters  shall 
remain  in  full  force.*' 

Schedule  6,  page  37,  column  2,  line 
24,  leave  out  ("detached");  line  25, 
after  (**  entirely  ")  insert  ("or  nearly.") 

Seventh  Schedule. 

Viscount  BUBY  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, which  in  efiPect  was  that  a  divi- 
sion of  Hampshire  should  be  called 
"The  Lymington"  instead  of  "The 
New  Forest"  Division. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  59,  line 
35,  before  ("New  Forest")  insert 
("Lymington  and.")— (2%^  Vieeount 
Bury.) 

Thr  Earl  of  KIMBEKLEY  said,  he 
objected  to  the  Amendment,  as  the 
matter  had  been  discussed  and  disposed 
of  by  the  House  of  Commons. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  said,  he 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Bury)  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  Renohed  in  the  negative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Ejm- 
BERLBY,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  77,  line  1 7, 2nd  column, 
after  ("Stafford")  insert  ("including 
the  whole  of  the  parish  of  Onosall ")  ; 
lines  18  and  19,  leave  out  ("including 
the  whole  of  the  parish  of  Onosall");    ^ 
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page  90,  line  28,  after  (**  Kilbride") 
insert  ("and  so  much  of  the  parish  of 
Kirkpatrick  juzta  as  may  be  in  the 
county  of  Lanai'k  ") ;  line  36,  leave  out 
("so  much'')  and  insert  the  ("detached 
portion");  page  91,  line  1,  leave  out 
("as")  and  insert  ("which");  page 
103,  lines  11  and  12,  leave  out  ("  North 
Liberties");  page  110,  line  3,  leave  out 
("KilcuUiheen");  and  line  28,  after 
("Dysart")  insert  ("except  the  town- 
lands  of  Ballyote,  Slanebeg,  and  Slane- 
more"). 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  con- 
sidered (according  to  Order),  and  dis- 
pensed with;  Bui  read  3*  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  pro- 
posed that  their  Lordships  should  ad- 
journ during  pleasure,  in  order  that 
they  might  receive  the  Bill  on  its  return 
from  the  Commons  after  the  Amend- 
ments had  been  considered. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he 
should  propose  that  their  Lordships 
should  meet  at  the  usual  hour  on  Mon- 
day ;  but  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
House  to  meet  to-morrow  as  a  Committee 
for  Privileges,  and  therefore  the  Ad- 
journment would  be  formally  until  to- 
morrow. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

On  the  Motion  of  Earl  Oeanville, 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

THE  EARL  OF  LINDSAY. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
delivered  his  certificate  that  the  Earl  of 
Lindsay  had  been  elected  a  Representa- 
tive Peer  for  Scotland  in  the  room  of  the 
Earl  of  Selkirk  deceased. 

REAL  PROPERTY  REGISTRATION  BILL.  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of  real  pro- 
perty in  England  by  establishing  a  general 
system  of  registration  of  title — Was  presented 
by  The  Duke  of  Mablborouoh  ;  read  !•.  (No. 
132.) 

PRIVATE    AXD    PROVISIONAL    ORDER     CON- 
FIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered  that  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72  and 
82  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session. 

House  ai^oumed  at  Five  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  \2th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]-PuBLic  BiLLA—FirBt  Bmimf^ 
Metropolis  rPabard  Street,  Newington)  Vto- 
visional  Order  Confirmation*  [204];  Metro- 
polis (Hughes  Fields,  Deptford)  Provisioiul 
Order  Confirmation  *  [205]. 

Report  of  Select  Committee  —  River  Thamct 
(No.  25»[No.  218]. 

-BdfpoW— Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  • 
[143] ;  Water  Provitional  Orders*  [142] ;  Gts 
and  Water  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  *  [149]. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OF  MINISTERS  — STATE- 
MENT  OF  MR.  GLADSTONE  —  AR- 
RANGEMENT OP  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise.  Sir— ai 
the  House,  I  think,  will  anticipate— for 
the  purpose,  in  the  first  instance,  of 
communicating  what  has  taken  plaee 
since  I  apprised  the  House  on  TuMdsj 
last  that  the  Cabinet  had  submitted  a 
humble  communication  to  Her  Majestj. 
The  nature  of  that  communication, 
although  it  could  not  be  expressly 
stated,  was  perfectly  understood  to  bs 
the  resignation  of  the  Offices  which  we 
held  by  the  f arour  of  the  Crown.  That 
communication  was  made  on  the  9tb, 
and  reached  Balmoral  in  the  regalsr 
course  on  the  afternoon  of  the  KHh. 
Her  Majesty  acknowledged  it  by  tele- 
gram upon  the  10th,  and  Her  Majesty's 
reply — Her  gracious  reply — was  made  on 
the  11th,  accepting  the  resignation  of 
the  Government,  and  announcing,  at  the 
same  time  to  me,  that  she  had  sum- 
moned Lord  Salisbury  to  Balmoral.  In 
that  communication  to  Her  Majesty  of 
the  9th  of  June,  I  stated,  on  the  part  of 
the  Cabinet,  that  their  resignation  giw 
out  of  the  vote  which  had  been  givea 
by  the  House  of  Commons  on  Monday 
night,  and  that  it  sprang  from  that 
source,  and  was  founded  upon  that 
reason  alone.  Sir,  of  Lord  Sidisboiys 
movements  I  have  no  direct  information; 
but  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  thai 
he  left  London  last  night  for  the  porpost 
of  obeying  the  commands  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty ;  and,  if  so,  in  the  regular  ooorts^ 
at  the  moment  I  am  speaking.  Lord 
Salisbury  ought  to  be  at  Balmoral  and 
in  communication  with  Her  Majetty. 
8ir,  under  those  circomstanoes,  aod  in 
his  absence — it  being  impoisiUe  to  hars 
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had  any  oommunination  from  him — ^the 
House  will  feel  that  the  general  argu- 
ments which  induced  the  House  on 
Tuesday  to  refrain  from  entering  on 
Puhlio  Business  are  still  in  full  force. 
If  that  view  is  taken  it  will  not,  in  fact, 
be  necessary  for  me  to  make  a  Motion 
on  the  subject ;  because  the  Motion  that 
I  should  make,  if  any  such  step  were 
necessary,  would  be  that  the  House 
should,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  till  Mon- 
day ;  and  that  is  what  I  believe  will 
take  place  in  the  regular  course  without 
any  Motion  on  the  subject  at  all.  That 
being  so,  Sir,  I  have  still  to  make  a  de- 
viation in  a  particular  case  from  the 
general  rule  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred, and  to  submit  to  the  House 
some  considerations  relating  to  a  par- 
ticular subject  which  was  named  on 
Tuesday  last.  A  question  has  not  un- 
naturally arisen,  considering  the  very 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  whe- 
ther it  might  be  expedient  for  the  public 
interest  and  convenience  that  the  House, 
even  in  the  present  state  of  thines, 
without  having,  in  the  full  sense  of  the 
term,  what  may  be  called  a  responsible 
Government,  should  proceed  to  deal 
with  any  Amendments  that  the  Lords 
may  have  made  in  the  Bill  for  the  Be- 
distribution  of  Seats — presuming  that 
those  Amendments  may  now  be,  as  I 
believe  is  probable,  on  the  point  of 
being  settled  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  may  be  likely  to  reach  this  House  be- 
fore possibly  even  so  short  a  time  as  half- 
an-hour  may  have  elapsed.  Now,  Sir, 
upon  this  subject  I  venture  to  make  a 
recommendation,  with  very  great  de- 
ference to  the  House,  conditional  upon 
several  circumstances,  and  grounded 
upon  reasons  which  may  be  stated  in 
the  shortest  way.  I  make  it  conditionally 
on  the  full  and  unqualified  assent — ^I 
may  almost  say  the  desire— of  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Qentlemen  who  sit  oppo- 
site, and  who  are  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  the  afiTairs  of  what  I  may  call 
the  principal  Opposition  in  this  House. 
I  will  venture  to  assume,  on  the  part  of 
another  important,  although  not  nume- 
rically so  strong,  portion  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, that  there  is  probably  a  desire  in 
that  portion  of  the  House  likewise  that 
the  subject  of  the  redistribution  of  seats 
should  be  settled.  I  assume  that  such 
is  the  case.  Unless  such  be  the  case,  I 
should  not  persevere  in  the  suggestion 
vbioh  I  make.    But,  Sir,  it  is  founded 


on  considerations  of  importance.  In  the 
first  place,  I  believe  I  am  correct  in 
saying  that  there  are  no  difiPerences  of 
principle  touching  the  substance  of  the 
Bill.  I  am  happy  to  think  that,  not 
only  are  none  likely  to  arise,  but  that 
none  can  possibly  arise  in  relation  to 
this  great  subject.  The  goodly  ship, 
whose  voyage  we  have  watched  with 
the  greatest  anxiety,  is  virtually  in  port. 
That  consideration  of  the  absence  or  dif- 
ferences is  one  of  vital  importance,  and 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  recommendation 
which  I  now  make.  But  further,  Sir, 
it  is  well  known  to  the  House  that  there 
was,  on  the  part  of  the  existing  Govern- 
ment, something  in  the  nature  of  a 
compact  with  those  who  constitute  the 
Opposition  in  this  House  having  rela- 
tion to  the  nature  of  that  Bill,  having 
relation  to  their  anxiety  to  have  the 
entire  question  settled  at  once  and 
placed  beyond  the  reach  of  any  adverse 
contingency,  having  relation  to  their 
very  great  desire — a  desire  in  which 
up  to  a  certain  point  we  concur — ^that 
the  new  franchise  should  come  into 
operation  in  connection  with  the  redis- 
tribution of  seats  and  the  new  constitu- 
encies. That  compact,  on  our  part,  as 
well  as  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite— they  have  the  chief  interest  in 
it— is  all  but  fulfilled.  I  feel  that  it  will 
have  been  fulfilled  when  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Eedistribution)  Bill 
has  passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament ; 
and  I  confess  it  is  a  gratification  to  me, 
and  I  believe  to  my  Colleagues,  in  quit- 
ting Office,  if  we  can  look  upon  that 
transaction  as  a  transaction  signed, 
sealed,  and  delivered,  with  nothing  re- 
maining for  the  future.  The  most  im- 
portant consideration,  however,  of  all  is 
that  which  I  have  not  yet  mentioned, 
but  which  is  very  familiar  to  the  minds 
of  all  who  hear  me.  It  is  that  already, 
owing  to  the  necessity  of  the  case,  the 
time  has  run  so  short  that  it  will  impose 
considerable  difficulties  upon  the  local 
officers  throughout  the  country  charged 
with  the  important  business  of  registra- 
tion to  dispose  of  that  duty  in  a  satisfac- 
tory manner ;  and  I  do  not  exaggerate 
when  I  say  that,  as  far  as  I  understand 
the  case,  every  day  is  of  great  importance, 
and  that  every  day  lost  is  a  serious 
public  inconvenience  and  evil.  Now, 
Sir,  in  putting  these  circumstances  to- 
gether, if  I  find  that  I  am  right  in  my 
impression  that  there  is  a  general  d^ 
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sire,  and  particularly  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  those  with  whom  we  formerly 
communicated  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bedistribution  of  Seats  BiU,  that  this 
Bill  should  be  dealt  with  at  once,  not- 
withstanding the  pendency  of  a  regular 
Government,  I  should  certainly  adyise 
that  that  course  should  be  taken,  and 
that  this  House,  if  so  disposed,  shall 
wait  until  the  Lords'  Amendments  have 
been  oommunicated,  and  shall  then  at 
once  proceed  to  consider  them.  There 
is  nothing  unusual  in  that  course.  In 
regard  to  the  general  Business,  it  is 
more  customary  that  we  should  haye 
Notice  ;  but  if  Notice  were  interposed, 
we  should  haye  to  wait  until  Monday 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  this 
subject;  but  if  we  determined  that, 
upon  the  whole,  we  ought  to  set  aside 
the  main  difficulty  which  arises  from 
the  position  of  the  Ooyemment,  it  is 
quite  obyious  that  we  ought  to  tfJce  the 
full  advantage  which  we  are  to  gain,  the 
prospect  of  which  has  led  us  to  set  aside 
that  objection,  and  ought  at  once  to 
proceed  to  dispose  of  these  Amend- 
ments. That  is  all  that  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  say ;  and  I  have  no  Motion  to 
make,  haying  submitted  this  statement 
by  indulgence,  which  indulgence,  I  have 
no  doubt,  will  be  extended  in  like  man- 
ner to  those  who  may  have  to  inform  the 
House  whether  my  suppositions  and 
assumptions  as  to  the  general  feeling  on 
this  subject  are  correct.  If  that  be  eo, 
I  trust  Uie  justification  will  be  ample  lot 
me  in  submitting  the  communication 
which  I  have  ventured  to  make— that, 
by  following  a  mode  not  very  unueiud, 
we  should  await  the  time  when  the 
Lords'  Amendments  may,  in  the  regular 
course,  reach  us,  and  should  then  pro- 
ceed to  deal  with  them. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE: 
Sir,  I  am  desirous  that  the  Bill  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  should 
proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and,  as 
far  as  I  am  aware,  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  Amendments  made  in  the  House 
of  Lords  should  not  receive  the  assent  of 
this  House;  but  we  are  in  a  peculiar 
position  through  not  having  the  Amend- 
ments printed  and  put  before  us,  and 
though  my  own  feeling  was  originally 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  proceed 
with  them  at  once,  yet  commumcations 
have  reached  me  from  di£ferent  parts  of 
the  House,  from  which  I  understand 
that  there  is  some  doubt  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Gladstone 


It  is  not  a  case  in  which  we  ought  to 
proeeed  if  there  is  any  doubt,  and  I 
think  we  had  better  not  proceed  until 
the  Amendments  are  printed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  certainly 
bound,  and  I  am  not  indisposed,  to  ac- 
cede to  the  wish  which  has  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  am 
sorry  that  we  should  lose  the  time  until 
Monday ;  but  still  we  should  gain  the 
most  part  of  what  it  is  desired  to  gain, 
and  tnerefore  I  withdraw  any  sugges- 
tion as  to  proceeding  to-day;  but  I 
would  still  suggest  that  the  sitting  of 
the  House  shoidd  not  be  brought  to  a 
close,  but  that  the  Amendments  should 
be  brought  down  to  this  House  and  laid 
upon  the  Table,  after  which  they  could 
be  printed  and  taken  into  oonsideratioa 
on  Monday  next. 

House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  a 
quarter  to  Five  of  the  Clock. 

House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  a  quarter 
past  Five  of  the  Clock. 

PARLIAMENTAKY  ELECTIONS  (RE- 

DISTRIBUTION)  BILL. 

OONSIDBRATION    OF   LORDS'    AMSimiOEHTS. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Ohaelxs  W. 
DiLKE,  Lords'  Amendments  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
prtntod.    [Bill  202.] 

HouM  a^iomned  at  a  qwrtv 

after  fire  o'dock  tiO 

MondajMst 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
Saturday^  Uth  June,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  tfie  dmptikk 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adioQTned  at  Two  o*okck, 

to  Monday  next,  a  (raartc 

bef ore  Elafran  o^dobk. 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
Mondayy  I5tk  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]- Public  Bnut    Km 
Toricahirs  RngistrWia*  (153). 
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Secmd  Reading^Viet  and  Harbour  Provisional 
Orders «  (114);  Burial  Boards  (Contested 
Elections)  •  (105). 

Report^CtHA  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  ♦  (108). 

Third  Beadinff^IjoeaX  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  •  (123),  andpawerf. 

GLASGOW  CORPORATION  TRAMWAYS 

BILL. 

THIBD  EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  he  now  read  3V" 

The  Eael  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
i£AK  of  Committees)  in  moving  the 
postponement  of  the  Order,  said,  his 
eround  for  doing  so  was,  that  the  Post 
Office  authorities  had  written  complain- 
ing that  certain  clauses  which  they 
wished  inserted  had  not  heen  put  before 
the  Ck)mmittee. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Order  be  post- 
poned."*-(7%tf  £arl  of  Eedeidale,) 

The  Dtjkb  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOBDON  said,  he  objected  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  beine  postponed  on 
that  account.  He  was  Onairman  of  the 
Committee  before  whom  the  Bill  came ; 
and  as  the  Post  Office  officials,  who  had 
had  ample  time  for  the  purpose,  had 
not  replied  to  the  promoters  regarding 
the  clauses  to  which  they  objected,  the 
Committee,  after  carefully  considering 
ihQ  matter,  in  the  absence  of  any  com- 
munication from  them,  took  it  for 
granted  that  the  Post  Office  was  satisfied, 
and  were  not  going  to  take  any  further 
steps.  The  Committee,  therefore,  pro- 
ceeded with  the  Bill,  and  inserted  several 
clauses  which  they  knew  the  Post  Office 
desired ;  but  they  rejected  others  which 
they  did  not  think  ought  to  be  intro- 
duced. After  the  Committee  had  dis- 
posed of  the  Bill,  a  note  was  received  by 
the  promoters'  solicitors  from  the  Post 
Office,  objecting  that  certain  clauses  had 
not  been  inserted ;  but  the  Committee 
refused  to  re-open  the  case,  as  the  Post 
Office  officials  had  had  sufficient  time  to 
make  their  wants  known  before  the  Bill 
left  the  Committee.  If  the  matter  was 
of  sufficient  importance,  the  Bill  could 
Btill  be  amended  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  the  clauses  desired  by  the 
Post  Office  considered.  On  those  grounds 
he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not  in- 
sist upon  postponing  tbe  third  reading. 

The  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
HAK  of  CoMiOTTSSs),  in  withdrawing  the 


Motion,  said,  that  he  hoped  that  what 
had  occurred  would  be  a  lesson  to  Gb- 
vemment  Offices. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
drawn. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3'  accordingly,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT- 
RESIGNATION  OF  MINISTERS. 
MOTION. 

ViscouKT  CB  ANBBOOK :  My  Lords, 
in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  House  do  adjourn  until  Fri- 
day next,  upon  which  day  it  is  pro- 
bable that  my  noble  Friend  will  make 
a  statement. 

Earl  GBANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  as  a 
question  had  been  put  to  me  on  the  sub- 
ject of  moving  the  Adjournment,  I  wrote 
to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  to  ask  what  were  his  wishes ; 
whether  he  desired  the  Adjournment  to 
be  moved  by  his  own  Friends,  or  from 
that  (the  Treasury)  Bench  ?  In  reply, 
he  was  good  enough  to  tell  me  that  his 
Friends  or  himself  would  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House.  He  has  ac- 
cordingly selected  one  of  his  own  Friends 
for  the  purpose ;  and  although  I  think 
the  precedents  are  the  other  way,  I  do 
not  intendto  make  any  Motion  whatever. 
I  can  only  say  that  I  agree  with  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Viscount. 

The  Mabquess  op  BIPON  :  I  hope  I 
may  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
that  stands  in  my  name — the  Honorary 
Freedom  of  Boroughs  Bill. 

ViscouOT  CBANBBOOK :  I  have  no 
objection  to  withdraw  my  Motion  for  the 
moment,  if  there  is  any  Business  which 
can  be  proceeded  with. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOE:  In 
point  of  form,  the  House  would  adjourn 
till  to-morrow,  to  allow  of  the  Judicial 
Business  being  proceeded  with ;  it  being 
understood  that  the  House  will  not 
meet  till  Friday  for  Legislative  Business. 

Viscount  CBANBBOOK :  Of  course 
that  will  be  understood. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mih- 
drawn. 

After  an  interval,  during  which  several 
Bills  were  advanced  a  stage. 

Viscount  CBANBBOOK :  I  now  beg 
to  move  that  the  House  do  adjourn  for 
ordinary  Business  until  Friday  Q^^t.     f 
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PUBLIC   OFFICES— THE  NEW  ADMI- 
RALTY AND  WAR  OFFICES— THE 

MODELS.— QUESTION. 
The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  Before  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  is  put,  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  Question  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(the  Earrof  Eosebery),  if  I  may  so  call 
him.  It  relates  to  the  models  of  the 
new  War  OflSce. 

Earl  OEANVILLE,  interposing :  In 
accordance  with  the  agreement  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  I  must  object  to 
entering  into  any  question  whatever 
under  the  present  circumstances.  No- 
thing but  necessary  Business  can  be 
taken  before  the  Motion  is  put. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  All  I  want 
is  that  my  noble  Friend  shall  make  some 
arrangement  by  which  persons  interested 
may  be  able  to  see  the  model  of  the  new 
War  OflSce  which  is  to  be  exhibited  this 
T^eek 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY:  My  noble 
Friend  is  aware  that,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, I  am  neither  fish,  flesh,  nor  fowl, 
nor  any  other  product  known  in  natural 
history ;  and  under  the  circumstances  I 
must  decline  to  enter  into  any  arrange- 
ment, or  to  agree  to  the  making  of  any 
arrangement,  on  this  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

YORKSHIRE  REGISTRIES  BILL.     [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Yorkshire  Registries 

Act,  1884— Was  presented  hy  The  Lord  Wbn- 

lock;  read  K    (No.  133.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday  J  \bth  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Bills— Orifer^— Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,  Provisional 
Order.* 

Ordered — First  Beading — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Medical  Relief)  [208]. 

Second  Beading — Local],Goyemment  Provisional 
Order  (Municipal  Corporations)*  [199]; 
Local  (3k>vemment  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
7)  •[201]. 

Committee^Cojpyholi   Enfranohlsement  [26] — 


Lords  Amendments  fon«i'<ferv4^ Parliamentary 
Elections  (Redistribution)  [202]. 

Report — Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)*  ri69];  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
Provisional  Order*  [194 J ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)* 
[183];  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional  Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)* 
[188] ;  Local  (Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)* 
[185];  Local  Government  (Gas)  Provisional 
Orders/  [170] ;  Commons^Regulation  (Drum- 
burgh)  Provisional  Order  *  [173] ;  Oommoni 
Regulation  (Ashdown  Forest)  JProvisional 
Order*  [174];  Commons  Indosore  (IJany- 
byther)  Provisional  Order*  [176]- 

Considered  as  amended-^Tnmwhjs  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  1)*[143J. 

Third  Beading — Gas  and  Water  ProviaioDal 
Orders  (No.  2)*  [149];  Water  Provisional 
Orders  *  [U2];  Princess  Beatrice's  An- 
nuity* [187],  and,  passed. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION  OPi  MINISTERS— STATE. 
MENT  5  OF  MR.  GLADSTONE  —  AR- 
RANGEMENT OF  PUBMCJBUSINESS. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Mrfspeaker,  I 
have  receired  authentic  information  that 
Lord  Salisbury  has  undertaken  the 
formation  of  a  OoTemment,  and  I  hare 
likewise  receired  an  ezpreRsion|of  a  de- 
sire, to  which  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
be  as  ready  to  conform  as  I  am,  that  I 
should  more  to-day  that  the  House,  at 
its  rising,  should  adjourn  until  Friday 
next.  That  accordingly  is  my  intention, 
and  I  belieye  it  will  be  quite  conform- 
able to  precedent,  as  it  is  to  the  reason 
of  the  case,  in  this  necessarily  eariy 
stage  of  the  arrangements.  That  being 
so,  we  have  before  us  the  question  whe- 
ther it  is^desirable  to  proceed  with  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Bedistribn- 
tion  of  Seats  Bill — a  matter  upon  which, 
as  I  have  said  before,  I  am  in  the  hands 
of  the  House.  But  my  opinion  is  that, 
on  the  whole,  it  is  for  tiie  public  interest 
and  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  parties 
that  we  should  proceed  to  deal  with 
them  and  to  complete  the  measora. 
There  is  another  arrangement,  rather 
less  in  magnitude,  but  which,  at  the 
same  time,  touches  matters  of  feeHng  in 
relation  to  Boyalty  of  such  a  nature  at 
makes  it  desirable  for  me  to  submit  to 
the  House  whether  another  exoeptioa 
ought  not  to  be  made  to  the  more  nsoal 
practice.  The  House  will  ;remember 
that  some  time  ago— I  do  not  know 
how  many  weeks  ago — it  was  deter- 
mined, by  a  very  large  majority,  to  in- 
troduce the  usual  Annuity  Bill  liar  tiM 
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marriage  of  Her  Eoyal  Highness  the 
Princess  Beatrice.     That  Annuity  Bill 
has    reached    its    third    reading,   and, 
although  it  is  true  a  limited  opposition 
was  made  to  it  on  its  first  stage,  that 
opposition  has  not  been  revived.     The 
House  has,   therefore,  on  the  various 
stages  of  the  measure,  except  upon  one 
occasion,  given  its  unanimous  assent  to 
the  Bill.  As  there  are  practical  arrange- 
ments connected  with  that  measure,  and 
as  it  touches  the  relation  of  the  House 
towards  the  Throne,  and  the  loyal  feel- 
ings of  the  House,  my  opinion  is  that 
there  will  he  a  general  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  approve  that  course, 
if  I  should  proceed  to  move  the  third  read- 
ing to-day.     There  is  another  portion  of 
the  arrangements  as  to  which  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  a  similar  course,  for 
reasons  which,  I  think,  will  be  obvious. 
The  custom  has  always  been,  besides 
the  Annuity,  to  propose  the  grant  of  a 
capital  sum.     But  towards  the  grant  of 
that  capital  sum  in  the  present  instance 
— which  is  precisely  based  upon  former 
preoedents— owing  to  the  course  of  Busi- 
ness, the  first  stage  which  is  to  procure 
the  voting  of  that  capital  sum  has  not 
yet  been  taken.    I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  that  capital 
sum  will  be  voted  with  the  same  readi- 
ness and  the  same  loyalty  as  was  the 
Annuity.    But  the  House  has  given  no 
decision  upon  it,   and  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  that  point — that  the  House 
has  given  no  decision  upon  it,  and  has 
not  become  a  party  to  it.     The  proposal 
itself  is  a  responsible  act,  and  I  think  it 
is  better,  being  a  responsible  act,  how- 
ever sure  we  may  be  of  the  decision  the 
House  will  give,  that  we  should  pro- 
perly reserve  it  to  the  House,  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  usual  manner,  upon  the  pro- 
posal of  a  responsible  Government.  Con- 
sequently, I  do  not  intend,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  to  take  any  steps  in  regard  to 
that  proposal;  but  with  respect  to  the 
third  reading  of  the  Annuity  Bill,  the 
House  will  probably  be  inclined  unani- 
mously,  as  it  has  been  on  the  later 
stGLges  of  the  Bill,  to  think  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  just  to  make 
that  also  an    exception    to  our  usual 
methods  of  proceeding,  and  allow  the 
Bill  to  go  forward   to    the  House  of 
Lords  by  reading  it  a  third  time  to- 
night.   I  beg  leave  to  move  that  the 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until 
Friday  next. 

VOL.  COXCVIII.  [thikp  series.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Friday 
next."— (1/r.  Gladstone,) 

Sift  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
presume  that  we  may  infer,  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gj-entleman, 
that  he  will  limit  his  proposals  this 
evening  to  taking  the  first  and  fifth 
Orders  of  the  Day,  omitting  the  inter- 
mediate ones,  and  that,  after  the  fifth 
Order  has  been  disposed  of,  he  will  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  May  I 
ask  whether  it  will  be  possible  to  make 
another  exception  in  a  matter  of  great 
interest  throughout  the  country — that  is, 
to  allow  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  for 
the  prevention  of  the  disqualification  by 
reason  of  medical  relief?  I  am  sure 
that  exception  would  be  received  with 
much  gratification  throughout^he  coun- 
try. I  do  ilot  know  to  what  extent  the 
Bill  will  be  opposed  on  either  side  of  the 
House ;  but  it  will  be  simply  carrying 
out  an  act  of  justice  in  preventing  the 
disqualification  of  a  large  number  of 
the  new  voters. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  If  I  may  be 
permitted  to  answer  that  question,  with- 
out giving  an  opinion  on  its  merits,  I 
certainly  should  say  that  I  do  not  see 
how  such  an  exception  could  be  made. 
This  is  a  matter  which  falls  within  the 
category  of  general  legislation,  with 
which  the  House,  I  take  it,  is  not  now 
disposed  to  deal.  No  doubt,  it  is  per- 
fectly competent  to  the  House  to  deal 
with  it — it  is  perfectly  competent  for  my 
hon.  Friend  to  propose  it.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  one  syllable  by  which,  in 
any  degree,  his  proposal  could  be  sub- 
jected to  prejudice.  But  as  regards  the 
important  rule  to  which,  upon  very  spe- 
cial grounds,  we  are  led  to  ask  for  one 
exception,  I  can  see  no  resemblance 
whatever  between  the  two  cases. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  took  a  vote 
on  the  first  reading  of  the  Princess 
Beatrice  Annuity  Bill,  and  was  de- 
feated. I  shall,  therefore,  not  oppose 
the  Bill  on  its  subsequent  stages.  But 
there  is  another  question  which  I  would 
venture  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  is  this.  We  have  recently 
seen,  in  authoritative  newspapers,  state- 
ments that  there  is  some  species  of 
negotiation  going  on  between  the 
Leaders  of  the  present  Opposition  and 
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Her  Majesty's  Goyernment,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  about 
to  give  certain  assurances  to  the  Con- 
servative Party  that  should  they  take 
Office  they  will  not  oppose  them.  In 
The  Staniard  it  is  stated  that  they  must 
do  this  as  patriots,  because  the  present 
Ministry  have  brought  the  country  into 
such  a  deplorable  state  that  they  ought 
to  be  thankful  to  anyone  who  gets  it  out  of 
that  state.  But  in  The  Times  it  is  stated 
that  Ministers  ought  to  take  this  course, 
and,  indeed,  that  they  intend  to  take 
this  course,  and  that  without  it  the  pre- 
sent Opposition  will  not  take  Office, 
because  the  Ministers  themselves  have 
committed  a  species  of  suicide.  Now, 
I  think  it  is  desirable  that  these  state- 
ments should  be  put  to  rest  at  once.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  did  their  best — especially, 
I  believe,  on  Monday  last — to  turn  out 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers,  though 
they  were  warned  beforehand  that,  if 
they  did  so,  they  would  have  to  accept 
Office.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  these  state- 
ments, and  whether  anything  beyond 
that  aid  will  be  afforded  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  Conservative  Party  to  carry  on 
the  Government  which  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  have  afforded  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  ?  It  would  set  at  rest  a  very 
strong  feeling  which  is  felt  in  the  coun- 
try on  the  subject,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  give  some  sort  of  assurance 
that  these  statements,  however  autho- 
ritative they  may  appear,  have  no  sort 
of  foundation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
what  has  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend, 
all  that  I  can  say  is  that  I  have  no 
cognizance  of  any  such  communications  as 
he  has  referred  to.  I  can  commit  no- 
body, I  can  promise  nothing,  I  can  re- 
fuse nothing.  I  simply  state  that  I  am 
absolutely  without  information.  At  the 
same  time,  as  regards  th«  matter  of 
form,  I  may  explain  that  it  may  be  re- 
quisite to  take  a  different  course  with 
regard  to  the  adjournment.  Sub- 
stantially, the  meaning  of  the  Motion 
is  that  no  opportunity  shall  be  given 
for  making  a  House  for  going  on  with 
Business  between  this  time  and  Friday. 
That  is  the  real  object  we  have  in  view. 
We  are  now  going  to  consider,  and  per- 

Jfr.  Lahouchere 


haps  dispose  of,  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bedistribution  of  Seats 
Bill.  They  will  be  returned,  in  the 
shape  in  which  they  may  receive  the 
assent  of  this  House,  at  once  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  think  it  probable, 
from  what  I  hear,  that  the  Hoose  of 
Lords  will  deal  with  them  this  evening, 
or  if  not  this  evening,  at  any  rate  to- 
morrow morning.  |^An  hon.  Mehbeb: 
The  Lords  have  adjourned.]  At  any 
rate,  the  Bill  will  probably  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  receive  the  Boyal  Assent  be- 
fore Friday.  [Lord  Bichabd  Gbosvenor 
here  made  a  commuuication  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.]  I  have  just  received 
intelligence  that  the  House  of  Lords  has 
adjourned.  That  being  so,  I  have  only 
to  say  that  the  original  intention  will 
be  fulfiUed. 

Mb.SPEAKEB:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  Friday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved^  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Friday  next. 

COMMITTEES.— RESOLUTION. 
Ordered,  That  all   Oonunittees    have 
leave  to  sit,   notwithstanding  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. — {Mr.  GUd' 
stone,) 

PARLIA3IENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 

TRIBUTION)  BUiL.— [Bill  102.] 
CONSIDEBATION    OF    LORDS*   AMSirDHXHTS. 

Order  for  OonsideratioQ  of  Lords' 
Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  oe  now 
considered."— (iSir  Charles  W.  Dille.) 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that,  wishing  to  make  a  few  obewa* 
tions  upon  this  subject,  he  would  con- 
clude by  moving  the  adjoommont  of  the 
debate.  There  was  no  responaible  Oo- 
vemment  or  Opposition  in  the  HonsSk 
and  yet  they  were  asked  to  dealwidi 
Amendments  involving  sereral  qnestiofis 
of  a  Constitutional  character.  Ha  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  as  it  had  ooma  down 
from  the  Lords,  because  a  moat  im- 
portant Amendment  had  been  made  in 
the  title,  and  that  Amendment  entiic^ 
altered  the  character  of  the  BilL  Ongi- 
naUy  the  title  was  '<  A  Bill  for  the  Ba- 
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distribution  of  Seats  at  Parliamentary 
Elections,  and  for  other  purposes  rela- 
tive thereto."  The  Lords  had  struck 
out  the  words  "  relative  thereto,"  and 
they  had  evidently  done  so  with  an 
object,  which  was  to  introduce  certain 
clauses  that  were  practically  a  new  Bill. 
They  had  introduced  a  Eegistration  Bill 
into  a  Eedistribution  Bill  in  the  form  of 
a  fourth  part,  the  original  measure  con- 
fiistiug  only  of  three  parts,  the  clauses 
which  formed  the  fourth  part  referring 
to  the  acceleration  of  registration,  a 
subject  with  which  the  original  Bill  had 
nothing  to  do.  It  was  originally  in- 
tended that  these  clauses  should  have 
been  passed  as  an  independent  Eegis- 
tration Bill.  Another  point  of  objection 
was  that  one  of  these  clauses  gave  the 
Judges  the  right  to  appoint  additional 
Eevising  Barristers.  He  maintained 
that  this  clause  was,  indirectly  perhaps, 
but  not  the  less  distinctly,  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 
No  reference  was  made  to  the  salaries 
of  these  additional  Eevising  Barristers ; 
but  it  was  clear  their  ssdaries  would 
have  to  be  provided.  If  these  clauses 
had  been  contained  in  the  original  Bill, 
or  if  they  had  been  embodied  in  a  sepa- 
rate Bill,  they  would  have  gone  through 
all  the  stages  of  first  reading,  second 
reading,  Committee,  and  third  reading 
in  this  House,  which  would  have  had 
ample  opportunity  of  discussing  them  ; 
but,  instead  of  this,  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  was  called  upon  to  pass  them  at 
one  stage,  and  that  the  consideration  of 
the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords. 
This  was  an  infringement  of  the  liber- 
ties of  the  House  of  Commons  so  far  as 
the  provision  of  the  salaries  was  con- 
cerned, and  it  was  done  at  the  instance 
of  a  Liberal  Government.  For  these 
reasons,  and  without  detaining  the  House 
any  longer,  he  moved  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

Motiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  H.  Brummond  Wolff,) 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member's 
statement  that  this  had  been  done  at  the 
instance  of  the  Liberal  Government  ap- 
plied to  all  the  points  he  raised,  or  whe- 
ther he  only  meant  it  to  apply  to  the 
last  one ;  because,  as  regarded  the  more 
important  point  which  he  raised  first,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the 


step  which  had  been  taken  had  not  been 
taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Government. 
It  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

SirH.DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  What 
step? 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  replied, 
that  the  step  of  putting  into  this  Bill  the 
Acceleration  of  Eegistration  Clauses  was 
taken  entirely  at  the  instance  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  or  the  suggestion  of  Lord 
Salisbury.  The  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was,  on  the  whole,  to  have  made 
these  clauses  a  separate  Bill,  and  they 
had  prepared  a  separate  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pose. It  was  the  opinion  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  Party  opposite  that  the  other  was 
the  preferable  course,  and  communica- 
tions were  made  so  strongly  urging  the 
Government  to  place  the  clauses  in  the 
Eedistribution  Bill,  instead  of  in  a  sepa- 
rate measure,  that  they  thought  in  the 
circumstances,  there  being  no  difference 
of  principle,  it  was  desirable  to  do  so. 
Therefore,  he  was  very  much  astonished 
that  that  objection  should  come  from 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  thought  the  matter  was  merely  one 
of  convenience;  but  if  it  was  to  be 
argued  on  its  merits,  it  was  a  different 
question.  As  to  the  point  about  the  ad- 
ditional Eevising  Barristers,  that  was  a 
question  they  might  argue  when  they 
came  to  it.  He  was  not  certain  that  the 
clause  as  to  the  Eevising  Barristers  was 
necessary,  and  whether  what  it  proposed 
to  do  could  not  be  done  without  it ;  but  he 
saw  no  reason  for  refusing  to  consider 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  With  regard 
to  the  main  objection  as  to  the  Accelera- 
tion Clauses,  it  would  have  been  a  most 
improper  thing  to  have  inserted  them 
unless  they  had  been  encouraged  to  do 
so  from  the  other  side;  but  they  had 
been  so  encouraged,  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  see  any  reason 
why  they  should  not  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  the  Amendments. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
that  he  simply  rose  to  confirm  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
A  communication  was  made  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  proposed  to  introduce  a  sepa- 
rate Bill ;  and  it  was  suggested  by  Lord 
Salisbury  that  it  might  be  more  con- 
venient to  introduce  the  clauses  into  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  anyone  could  gravely  find  fault 
with  the  substance  of  these  clauses ;  but 
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they  ought  to  be  careful  that  they  were 
not  doing  something  which  could  be 
drawn  into  an  inconvenient  precedent 
hereafter.  If  the  House  of  Lords  could 
upon  this  occasion  introduce  clauses 
wnich  were  not  directly  germane  to  the 
Bill,  they  might  on  another  occasion  in- 
troduce clauses  which  would  be  objec- 
tionable. He  understood  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  suggest  that  they  should  con- 
sider Amendments  that  were  trifling  and 
unimportant,  so  that  the  Bill  might 
speedily  pass  into  law;  but  they  were 
asked  to  do  a  great  deal  more  than  that, 
and  to  pass  clauses  of  an  unusual  cha- 
racter, introduced,  no  doubt,  with  a  good 
intention,  but  in  a  manner  for  which 
there  was  not  a  precedent,  and  which 
might  be  made  into  a  very  inconvenient 
precedent.  Nor,  in  point  of  time,  was 
there  any  urgency.  The  clauses  did  not 
come  into  effect  until  the  revision  was 
about  to  commence,  about  the  7th  or 
8th  of  September,  and,  therefore,  there 
was  plenty  of  time  for  regular  legisla- 
tion. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  or  some  of  those  at 
whose  suggestion  these  clause  had  been 
inserted,  should  explain  why  there  had 
not  been  time  to  pursue  the  course  in* 
tended  by  the  Government,  of  intro- 
ducing a  separate  Bill,  which  could  have 
been  discussed  in  all  its  stages. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  there  was  no 
hurry  for  proceeding  with  the  Bill.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  begged  to  tell 
the  House  that  there  was  every  reason 
why  a  single  day  should  not  be  wasted 
in  dealing  with  it.  Whether  they  should 
proceed  with  what  were  called  the  ^*  Ac- 
celeration Clauses''  was  not  the  question. 
The  Motion  before  the  House  was  to 
discuss  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the 
whole  Bill,  and  that  had  been  delayed 
too  long  already,  if  they  were  to  do  jus- 
tice to  those  who  would  be  charged  with 
carrying  out  the  measure.  The  moment 
the  Bill  passed,  Town  Clerks  and  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  would  have  to  issue  pre- 
cepts, and  there  was  barely  time  for 
them  to  do  all  the  work  involved  in  the 
registration  of  voters.  Unless  the  House 
considered  the  Amendments  of  the  Lords 
at  once,  a  vast  addition  would  be  made 
to  the  labour  of  these  officials.  It  was 
said  they  must  be  careful  not  to  establish 
an  evil  precedent;  but  the  House  of 

3/r.  Oornt 


Commons  always  had  its  remedy.  If 
the  House  objected  to  these  daases,  it 
could  strike  them  out ;  but,  at  all  events, 
let  the  House  consider  the  clauses,  which 

was  all  it  was  now  asked  to  do, 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  shall  not  be  contradicted  by  anybody 
of  authority  if  I  say  that  the  House  of 
Commons  is  generally  extraordinarily 
careful  and  very  jealous  of  setting  any 
new  precedent  in  procedure  or  the  con- 
duct of  its  Business.  We  are  asked  by 
the  Government  to  make  a  precedent 
for  which  there  is  no  justifleation  what- 
ever. I  shall  be  glad  to  know  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  well 
acquainted  with  many  a  change  of  Go- 
vernment and  many  an  interregnum, 
whether  he  can  adduce  any  precedent 
whatever  for  Parliament  or  the  House 
of  Commons  proceeding  with  important 
questions  in  the  absence  of  responsible 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  ?  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  there  is  any  precedent  what- 
ever. Are  the  Government  prepared  to 
contend  that  the  delay  of  Business  for 
a  few  days — namely,  till  Friday — will 
really  cause  the  country  any  incon- 
venience ?  Unless  they  are  prepared  to 
lay  that  down  with  all  the  force  thej 
can  bring  to  bear,  the  proposition  is  one 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  enter- 
tain, in  view  of  the  great  danger  of 
creating  a  new  precedent  for  the  conduct 
of  Business.  But  as  regards  the  new 
clauses,  it  is  obvious  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  proceed,  because  the  House 
of  Lords  has,  no  doubt  ig^iorantly,  at 
the  instance  of  the  Government,  imposed 
a  pecuniary  burden  upon  the  people.  Is 
it  not  curious  ?  Here  you  have  a  libe- 
ral Government,  which  is  indised  to 
take  a  most  derogatory  view  of  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Lorda,  using  that 
House  to  impose  fresh  burdens  upon 
the  people.  That  is  a  position  they 
cannot  controvert;  and  to  propoee,  in 
the  absence  of  any  responsible  Adristit 
of  the  Crown,  that  the  House  should 
consider  such  an  extraordinary  inno- 
vation on  the  Constitution  of  the  countiy 
is  monstrous,  and  ought  not  to  be  enter- 
tained. But  even  supposing  that  the 
country  does  suffer  inconvenience  fraa 
being  unable  to  proceed  at  the  preeeat 
moment  with  the  Lords'  Amendmenta, 
whose  fault  is  it,  I  should  like  to  know  ? 
Who  has  thrown  the  country  into  thia 
state  of  confusion  ?  Aye,  not  only  throvm 
the  country  into  this  state  of  oonf^sios. 
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but  deliberately,  and  I  will  sayof  mulice 
aforethought,  prepared  the  inconveni- 
ence under  which  the  House  is  now  suf- 
fering. Is  it  not  a  notorious  thing  that 
the  whole  of  the  events  of  Monday  night, 
the  inconvenience  of  which  we  are  now 
suffering  from^^ 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
perfectly  entitled  to  give  reasons  against 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  which  is 
the  immediate  Question  before  the 
House ;  but  the  noble  Lord  is  now  going 
beyond  the  Question. 

Lord  RANDOPH  CHURCHILL :  I 
fully  recognize,  Sir,  the  force  of  your 
observation.  I  will  only  point  out  that 
I  was  endeavouring  to  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  on  the  ground 
that  the  argument  of  the  Government 
that  the  adjournment  would  create  in- 
convenience is  not  one  that  can  have  any 
weight  with  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
wiJl,  however,  pursue  the  point  no  fur- 
ther, but  will  simply  say  that  the  matter 
before  the  House  is  a  serious  disagree- 
ment between  the  Lords  and  Commons. 
As  to  the  contents  and  scope  of  the  Bill 
— and  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  no 
precedent  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
under  such  circumstances,  proceeding 
with  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  without 
having  at  its  command  responsible  Ad- 
visers— I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Leader 
of  what  is  called  the  Constitutional 
Party  in  this  country  will  not  sanction  a 
precedent  which,  some  day  or  other, 
will  have  most  inconvenient  and  dan- 
gerous consequences. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  should  like  to  ask, 
as  a  point  of  Order,  whether  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  House  of  Lords,  on  a 
Constitutional  question,  to  send  down  to 
this  House  clauses  in  a  Bill  entailing 
a  fresh  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  look  at  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  he  will  find  that  in 
the  form  of  it  there  is  no  charge  on  the 
people  of  this  country.  There  is  a  pro- 
vision for  appointing  fresh  officers  in 
case  of  need ;  but,  of  course,  the  provision 
for  those  officers  will  have  to  be  made 
in  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the  year, 
when  the  House  will  have  full  control 
over  the  matter.  The  Amendment  makes 
no  provision  for  the  payment  of  these 
officers. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  We  are,  it 
appears  to  me,  putting   together  two 


questions  which  are  entirely  distinct. 
Observations  have  been  made  upon  the 
merits  of  the  Lords'  Amendments  with 
respect  to  one  set  of  clauses,  that  it  is 
travelling  too  far  beyond  the  precincts 
of  the  Bill  as  it  went  up  from  this  House, 
and  ought  not  to  be  entertained ;  to 
another  set  of  clauses,  that  it  imposes 
charges  on  the  people  and  ought  not  to 
be  entertained.  Upon  the  last  I  can 
only  say  that  to  a  certain  extent  I 
sympathize  with  those  who  dislike  the 
practice  which  has  g^own  up  of  late 
years  of  inserting  in  the  House  of  Lords 
clauses  which  do  not  impose  charges 
directly,  but  which  do  so  as  a  natural 
consequence.  But  that,  I  am  afraid, 
has  become  a  settled  practice.  If,  how- 
ever, they  are  to  be  rejected — and  I  do 
not  say  the  House  is  not  free  to  reject 
them — why  not  do  so  when  we  come  to 
them,  if  the  arguments  produced  be 
sufficient  to  justify  that  course?  But 
these  are  really  matters  only,  in  my 
opinion,  partially  relative  to  the  main 
question.  The  main  question  I  freely 
admit,  is  one  not  without  importance, 
and  it  is  whether  this  subject  shotdd  be 
entertained  at  all  in  the  absence  of  a 
full,  responsible  Government.  That  is 
a  fair  question  to  raise  and  entertain ; 
but  in  order  that  it  might  be  fairly  con- 
sidered we  must  consider  what  is  the 
scope  and  view  of  those  who  ask  for  an 
adjournment.  They  ask  for  an  adjourn- 
ment till  Friday,  and  say  that,  after  all, 
there  can  be  no  very  great  evil  in  that. 
I  believe  we  are  prepared  to  show  that 
oven  adjourning  till  Friday  will  very 
greatly  aggravate  the  present  inconve- 
nience. But  what  I  wish  to  observe 
particularly  and  press  upon  the  House 
is  that  an  adjournment  till  Friday  can- 
not possibly  suffice— that  there  can  be 
no  responsible  Government  in  the  full 
sense  of  the  word  on  Friday  next.  The 
utmost  that  can  happen,  I  apprehend, 
is  that  Lord  Salisbury  will  be  in  any 
position  which  will  enable  him  and  his 
Friends  to  come  down  to  Parliament  not 
in  propriis  personis,  but  through  their 
proper  agents,  and  move  certain  Writs 
for  the  re-election  of  certain  Members ; 
but  until  the  Gentlemen  honoured  by 
the  choice  of  Her  Majesty  have  been 
returned  and  have  taken  their  places 
there  will  be  no  means  of  meeting  the 
objection  that  there  is  not  a  responsible 
Government.  I  do  not  know  how  long 
that  will  be;  but  speaking  in  the  rough  I 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVlV:: 


1547    Pa/rUamntary  Elections       {COMMONS}        {Redistrihution)  Bifl.         1548 


should  think  this  day  fortnight  will  be  the 
very  earliest  day  on  which  it  is  possible 
to  entertain  this  subject  with  a  re- 
sponsible Government  fully  installed  on 
the  Treasury  Benches.  Is  it  worth 
while,  for  the  sake  of  objecting  to  make 
a  precedent — I  assume  it  is  making  a 
precedent — to  incur  a  very  great  and 
serious  inconvenience  indeed?  Now, 
certainly,  it  would  not  become  the 
present  outgoing  Government  to  be 
fastidious  and  captious  in  making  objec- 
tions to  the  settlement,  and  the  speedy 
settlement,  of  this  affair.  It  is  distinctly 
a  matter  with  us  not  only  of  policy  but 
of  honour  to  do  everything  we  properly 
can  towards  the  absolute  closing  of  this 
affair  at  the  earliest  possible  moment ; 
and  I  am  prepared  even  to  make  a  pre- 
cedent, unless  it  be  shown  to  me  that 
in  that  precedent  there  is  danger.  I 
cannot  possibly  say  that  I  ffnd  danger 
in  the  precedent,  and  I  found  that 
observation  on  these  two  principles — 
first  of  all,  the  extreme  peculiarity  of 
the  circumstances,  which  can  hardly 
recur ;  and  secondly,  the  general  assent 
of  the  House.  Now,  only  when  these 
two  conditions  exist,  and  when  it  can 
be  fairly  and  impartially  said  that  they 
exist  in  a  very  marked  degree  and  form, 
I  am  prepared  to  create  a  precedent  for 
the  purpose,  at  the  same  time  putting  a 
stamp  upon  that  precedent,  and  record- 
ing the  opinion  that  it  is  not  to  be 
followed  as  a  precedent  except  in  cases 
where  the  same  conditions,  the  same 
urgency,  and  the  same  general  assent 
should  seem  to  recommend  it.  These 
are  the  observations  I  wish  to  make, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  they 
represent  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
think  the  closing  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  place  us  in  a  consider- 
able difficulty.  How  is  it  possible  for 
us  to  set  a  precedent  as  to  which  we 
can  be  perfectly  sure  that  no  peculiar 
circumstances,  or  circumstances  said  to 
be  peculiar,  will  recur  to  justify  its  being 
followed  in  the  future  ?  I  understood 
when  the  Motion  was  made  that  this 
Amendment  should  be  considered,  and 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  the  consideration  of  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  that  that  Amend- 
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ment  had  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment.  We  understand  now  from 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Miaister  that 
he  looked  upon  that  Amendment — being, 
as  it  is,  a  proposal  by  the  Lords  to  insert 
something  which  would  lead,  if  carried 
out,  to  a  charge  on  the  taxpayers — as  an 
Amendment  upon  which  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  ;  in  fact,  that  it  is  so  far 
a  matter  of  contention  that  he  even  in- 
timated that  it  was  somewhat  doubtful 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gtjvemment 
would  support  it.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No, 
no.]  At  any  rate,  there  was  quite 
enough  in  what  fell  from  the  Prim* 
Minister  to  warrant  the  expectation  of 
a  considerable  amount  of  opposition  in 
this  House.  But  this  is  not  alL  There 
are  other  Amendments  of  importance, 
and  there  is  one  in  particular  as  to 
which  it  has  been  publicly  stated — 
I  do  not  know  with  what  truth  —  that 
the  right. hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Border  Burghs  is  prepared  to 
move  that  the  House  should  disagree 
with  it.  Does  the  House  seriously 
think  that  it  is  well  that  we  should 
enter,  not  merely  upon  Business  upon 
which  we  are  all  agreed  and  which  we 
desire  to  carry  through  unanimously, 
but  upon  contested  questions,  and  that 
these  questions  should  be  thrown  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  for  debate  and  deci- 
sion without  there  being  any  responsible 
Government  in  Office?  I  tlunk  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  all  those  who 
supported  proceeding  with  this  matter 
to-night,  only  gave  that  support  with 
respect  to  Business  that  was  uncontested. 
I  do  not  think  it  fair  that  we  should 
be  asked  to-night  to  enter  upon  matters 
on  which  such  differences  may  arise  as 
those  hinted  at  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
But  we  have  had  no  intimation  as  to  the 
precise  nature  of  these  differences;  and  if 
we  are  to  have  contests  and  divisions 
upon  this  matter,  serious  though  the 
delay  may  be,  it  would  be  preferable 
that  we  should  not  deal  with  it  until  a 
responsible  Government  is  sitting  on 
that  Bench  to  direct  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  rather  than  set  a  precedent 
which  will  certainly  be  followed,  perhaps 
with  great  disadvantage  to  the  country, 
in  similar  circumstances. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  we 
are  placed  in  a  difficult  position.  Wi4I, 
of  course  we  are,  because  mv  right  boo. 
Friend  has  made  a  proposal  which  La* 
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been  accepted  and  approyed  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition ;  and  then  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  gets  up  and 
denounces  it,  and  he  is  supported  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach).  No  doubt,  that  is  a  difficult 
position;  but  it  has  not  been  created 
either  by  those  who  for  the  moment  sit 
upon  these  Benches,  or  by  the  Leader  of 
those  who  sit  upon  the  Benches  oppo- 
site. I  take  it  the  responsibility  rests 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire. I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  a 
controTersy  on  the  matter;  but  the 
whole  question  is  one  not  only  of  the 
conyenience  of  the  House,  but  of  the 
conyenience  of  the  country  and  of  the 
constituencies.  It  is  in  f  ayour  of  the  con- 
stituencies that  this  appeal  is  made^  We 
are  not  in  a  position  to  dictate  to  or  put 
pressure  upon  the  House  in  any  way ; 
but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  determined  by  the  free  yote  of  the 
House.  Let  the  House  take  the  opinion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Deyon  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock and  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  on  the 
other,  and  decide  between  the  two. 
Now,  the  reason  why  we,  at  all  eyents, 
haye  recommended  this  course  to  the 
House  is  on  account  of  the  yery  great 
inconyenience,  which  it  is  impossible  to 
exaggerate,  which  will  result  from  de- 
laying this  matter  for  a  fortnight.  I 
am  authorized  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  L<x;al  Goyernment 
Board  to  say  that  it  was  the  facts 
brought  before  Lord  Salisbury  as  to  the 
g^at  inoonyenience  which  would  ensue 
to  those  who  haye  to  make  up  the  Be- 
gisters  which  are  to  be  the  foundations 
of  the  future  Elections,  and  upon  which 
the  rights  of  the  constituencies  rest, 
which  induced  Lord  Salisbury  to  ap- 
proye  the  course  which  has  been  taken, 
and  that  argument  equally  applies  to 
our  going  on  with  the  matter  now. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  also  the  reason  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Deyon,  who  has  been,  as  I 
belieye  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  has 
not,   in  constant    communication  with 


Lord  Salisbury  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  had  approyed  not  only  of  the 
introduction  of  the  Acceleration  Glauses 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  of  doing 
what  has  been  done  with  precisely  the 
same  object — namely,  the  taking  into 
consideration  these  clauses  to-night,  in 
order  that  we  might  accelerate  the 
measure,  and  that  the  House  of  Lords 
may  deal  with  them  on  Friday.  How 
can  there  be  danger  in  such  a 
precedent  as  this?  If  the  clauses  are 
objectionable,  let  them  be  objected  to. 
If  the  Lords  haye  made  proposals  to  en- 
large the  Bill  which  they  ought  not  to 
haye  done,  let  those  proposals  be  re- 
jected. If  the  clauses  with  respect  to 
Eeyising  Barristers  be  objectionable,  let 
them  be  objected  to.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  says  he  quite  understands  the 
objections  to  the  course  of  proceeding 
taken  by  the  Lords ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  is  mistaken  in  think- 
ing that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  ex- 
pressed hostility  to  that  proceeding. 
The  Bill  has  been  throughout  a  yery 
exceptional  Bill.  It  is  not  a  Bill  pro- 
moted by  one  Party  and  met  in  a  hostile 
spirit  by  the  other  Party.  It  has  been 
in  a  yery  great  degree  a  consent  Bill  be- 
tween the  two  Parties.  It  is  not  a 
matter  upon  which  the  two  sides  of  the 
HoTise  are  widely  distinct  or  are  acting 
in  a  hostile  spirit.  We  are  desirous  of 
carrying  out  to  the  end  the  spirit  in 
which  this  Bill  has  been  conducted 
hitherto,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  one 
of  its  last  stages  will  not  be  made  the 
occasion  of  a  Party  fight. 

Mr.  EAIKES:  There  is  quite  the 
same  disposition  in  this  part  of  the 
House  to  deal  with  this  measure  as  a 
consent  Bill ;  but  the  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  it  in  that  spirit  is  indicated  by 
the  action  taken  by  the  Goyernment 
this  afternoon.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
casting  the  Bill  on  the  Table  and  asking 
us  to  discuss  it  at  a  moment  of  such  ex- 
citement and  confusion  the  Gbyemment 
haye  done  their  best  to  embitter  the  last 
moments  of  the  Bill.  But  for  that  the 
Bill  might  haye  passed  through  the 
House  with  yery  little  discussion  and 
become  the  law  of  the  land  in  a  yery  few 
days.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  that  we  ought  not  to  shrink 
from  making  a  precedent  in  the  circum- 
stances. I  do  not  think  the  House  has 
fully  grasped,  while  discussing  gene- 
rally the  form  of  the  matter,  the  actual 
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substance  of  tlie  clauses  with  respect  to 
which  we  are  asked  to  make  a  precedent. 
We  are  asked  to  allow  to  be  introduced 
Amendments  made  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  matter  not  only  of  general 
concern,  but  one  which  closely  affects  the 
constitution  and  privileges  of  this  House, 
a  matter  dealing  with  the  Electoral  Law 
of  the  country,  which  especially  con- 
cerns the  Members  of  this  House,  and 
upon  which  the  Members  of  this  House 
have  always  expressed  a  most  decided 
and  unwavering  opinion.  This  House 
passed  a  Besolution  in  170^,  in  the 
Ashby  case,  declaring  that — 

"The  determination  of  the  right  of  the 
election  of  Memhers  to  serve  in  Parliament  is 
the  proper  business  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  they  would  always  he  very 
jealous  of,  anil  this  jurisdiction  of  theirs  is 
uncontested." 

There  can  hardly  be  any  question  more 
distinctly  and  exclusively  concerning  the 
House  of  Commons  than  this  matter,  of 
which  the  Prime  Minister  asks  us  to 
make  a  precedent  by  departing  from  our 
usual  course.  If  the  matter  had  been 
brought  before  us  in  the  regular  way, 
we  should  have  a  Bill  and  should  be 
able  to  discuss  it  on  the  first  and  second 
readings,  in  Committee,  on  the  Keport, 
and  on  the  third  reading ;  but  it  has  been 
found  convenient  to  ask  us  to  deal  with 
an  important  matter  of  electoral  law  upon 
the  ipse  dixit  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, instead  of  proceeding  through 
all  the  stages  with  very  careful  con- 
sideration. If  we  should  have  an  un- 
dertaking that  these  clauses  to  which 
objection  has  been  taken  would  not  be 
proceeded  with,  it  would  be  easier  to 
pass  the  other  clauses;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  anyone  in  a  position 
to  give  that  undertaking.  I  do  not 
think  the  present  difficulty  is  due  to  any- 
one on  this  side  of  the  House ;  it  is  due 
to  the  hasty  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  In  recommending  the 
matter  to  the  House  an  attempt  has 
been  made  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  conjure  with  the 
name  of  Lord  Salisbury. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  What 
I  said  was,  that  the  whole  of  the  clauses 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now 
objecting  were  placed  in  the  Bill  because 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  desired  that  the  Eegistration 
Clauses  should  be  placed  in  it  instead  of 
being  made  a  saparate  measuro. 

Mr.  Raikes 


Mb.  BAIKES  :  That  is  exactly  what 
I  was  saying.  What  I  was  anxious 
to  point  out  was,  that  the  Government, 
in  dealing  with  this  matter,  are  divest- 
ing themselves  of  any  responsibility  for 
the  matter,  and  are  casting  the  respon- 
sibility wholly  on  others.  ["No!"l 
Well,  when  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  sat  down,  up  gets 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  can  point 
to  no  other  ground  for  proceeding 
than  the  action  of  the  right  hon«  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon. 
Thus  the  Government  are  so  anxious 
to  shirk  responsibility  for  the  course 
they  have  adopted  that  they  shelter 
themselves  behind  the  names  of  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Deyon.  I  call 
attention  to  this  as  an  illustration  of  the 
embarrassment  in  which  we  are  placed, 
and  I  hope  that  the  Gt>vemmenty  having 
seen  what  is  the  disposition  of  the  House, 
will  postpone  consideration  of  these 
Amendments  for  a  fortnight. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  enter  into  the  dispute  be- 
tween the  occupants  of  the  two  Front 
Benches.  They  could  settle  their  differ- 
ences amongst  themselves.  He  wished, 
however,  to  make  a  suggestion  that 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  majority  of 
Members.  The  situation  was  excep- 
tional. The  Bedistribution  Bill  was  the 
measure  of  Parliament,  and  not  the 
measure  of  any  Party.  It  was  the  wish 
of  all  that  it  should  come  into  operatioB 
at  the  earliest  possible  period.  Every- 
one was  anxious  to  have  the  preaent 
unsatisfactory  interregnum  terminated. 
Personal  and  political  reasons  combined 
to  render  the  prolongation  of  the  exist- 
ing uncertainty  most  undesirable.  But 
it  sometimes  happened  that  with  more 
haste  there  was  less  speed.  He  feared 
that  in  the  anxiety  of  the  Gk>vemmait 
to  have  these  Amendments  considered, 
they  were  delaying  proceedings  that  all 
were  anxious  to  facilitate.  Hia  proposal 
was  this — that  the  Amendment*  to  the 
Eedistribution  Bill  should  be  taken  at 
once.  Their  consideration  would  oocnpj 
but  a  very  short  time.  There  was  nol 
much  in  dispute  about  them ;  and  when 
they  were  passed  the  Bedistribotion  Bill 
would  be  safe.  That  work  being  aooom- 
plished,  they  might  allow  the  new  mat* 
ter  to  stand  over  for  further  consden- 
tion.  It  was  originally  the  inteatiaa  of 
the  Government  that  this  should  be  the 
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case.  They  had  drawn  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  accelerating  the  formation  of 
the  Registers,  and  that  Bill  would  in 
time  hare  ran  its  regular  course  in  that 
House,  where  there  would  have  been  ade- 
quate opportunity  for  Members  discuss- 
ing it.  The  object  sought  by  the  Bill 
was  one  they  were  all  agreed  on,  though 
they  might  differ  as  to  its  details.  But, 
instead  of  a  Bill  that  could  have  been 
dealt  with  in  this  way,  the  House  of 
Lords  had  attached  important  clauses 
which  in  themselves  constituted  a  Bill. 
He  could  not  understand  how  Gentle- 
men who  complained  of  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  House  of  Lords  on  popular 
liberty  could  assent  to  such  a  proceed- 
ing. He  objected,  too,  to  the  clauses 
on  their  merits.  They  required  at  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Authorities  work  to 
be  done  in  a  given  time  which  could  not 
be  done.  He  was  speaking  with  some 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  he  made 
bold  to  affirm  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Begisters  to  be  got  ready  in  the 
time  specified.  This  was  another  rea- 
son why  the  matter  should  be  delayed ; 
and,  as  the  delay  would  not  stop  the 
formation  of  the  Begisters,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  how  they  could  object.  If 
the  Government  would  agree  to  this 
suggestion,  he  believed  the  difficulty 
would  be  solved,  and  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments disposed  of  in  an  hour,  or  even 
less. 

Mr.  lewis  ventured  to  suggest 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  whole  of  the 
difference  seemed  to  turn  on  the  Ac- 
celeration Clauses,  the  course  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Co  wen)  was  a  most  judicious  and 
sensible  one,  and,  in  the  end,  would 
prove  the  most  expeditious.  He  him- 
self was  about  to  make  the  same  sugges- 
tion. The  Acceleration  Clauses  appeared 
to  have  been  drawn  up  in  too  great 
haste.  Certainly,  on  their  merits,  they 
required  the  gravest  consideration,  and 
he  should  be  able  to  show,  if  they  came 
to  them,  that  they  would  not  work.  In 
order  that  they  might  be  adequately 
dealt  with,  the  House  must  wait  until 
responsible  Ministers  and  a  responsible 
Attorney  General  should  be  in  Office, 
who  would  give  weight  to  the  discussion. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  were  admis- 
sible on  the  Question  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned  ? 


Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  he  had 
not  observed  that  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  out  of  Order.  Of 
course,  the  debate  must  be  confined  to 
the  Question  before  the  House — ^namely, 
that  of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  thought  the 
usual  very  great  acumen  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
would  have  enabled  him  to  appreciate 
the  great  importance  of  the  question 
whether  the  House  ought  to  take  into 
consideration  the  arrangements  for  the 
Election  on  the  7th  of  November  or 
not.  The  Question  before  the  House 
was  whether  they  should  consider  those 
matters  now  or  not  ?  It  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  add  what  had  already  been 
said  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  took 
away  the  objection  to  creating  a  prece- 
dent. If  the  Acceleration  Clauses  were 
postponed,  the  other  matter  might  still 
be  disposed  of  that  evening.  He  doubted 
whether  these  clauses  could  have  been 
introduced  into  the  Seats  Bill  during 
the  stage  of  Committee. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
personally  thought  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  for  the  public 
advantage,  and  would  be  glad  if  the 
House  assented  to  it.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  was  not  at  all  a  bad  one. 
It  was  not  desirable  to  proceed  with  any 
question  which  had  not  the  general 
assent  of  the  House ;  and  as  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  upon  this  sub- 
ject, he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  that  he  would  drop  these 
clauses  from  the  Bill,  leaving  the  sub- 
ject to  be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 
If  the  suggestion  should  receive  the 
approval  of  the  House,  the  practical 
discussion  of  the  main  Amendments  of 
the  House  of  Lords  could  be  proceeded 
with. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  desired  to  make  a 
suggestion  which  he  thought  would  per- 
haps terminate  the  discussion.  With 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northeote)  might  be  asked  to 
make  an  explanation.  Then  they  might 
know  whether  he  accepted  the  views  of 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House,  or  the 
views  of  a  noble  Lord  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  asked  because  he  was 
rather  concerned  about  the  unity  of  tho 
future  Government.     At  present  it  ap- 

Digitized  by  ^^UU^lC 


1555     Parliamentary  Elections      {COMMONS}        {Redistrihition)  Bill,  1556 


peared  that  it  would  be  about  as  united 
as  the  great  united  Liberal  Party. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that,  in  bis  opi- 
nion, the  Government  ought  to  express 
some  opinion  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Oowen). 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  thought 
the  House  ought  certainly  to  hear  some 
statement  from  the  Goyemment.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and 
appeared  to  meet  with  a  great  deal  of 
favour  in  all  parts  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  35;  Noes 
333 :  Majority  298.— (Div.  List,  No.  202.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  ac- 
cordingly. 


Note. — The  page  and  line  refer  to  tho  Bill 
No.  (109)  as  first  printed  by  the  Lords. 


Page  1. — Title,  leave  out  ('*  relative 
thereto,")  the  first  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  inmoviug 
to  agree  to  the  Amendmeut,  said  that, 
although  a  verbal  one,  it  raised  the 
question  of  the  Acceleration  Clauses,  and 
it  was  desirable  that  the  House  should 
now  make  up  its  mind  whether  it  in- 
tended to  put  in  these  clauses  or  not.  He 
could  only  repeat  that  the  original  in- 
tention of  the  Government  had  been 
to  place  these  clauses  in  a  separate  Bill ; 
but  they  were  informed  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct terms  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  he  desired 
that  these  clauses  should  be  placed  in 
this  Bill,  and,  as  the  Government  had 
no  objection  whatever  to  that  course 
being  taken,  they  at  once  acquiesced. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,) 

Mr.  lewis  said,  it  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  the  Attorney  General  could 
not  suggest  any  reason  whatever  why 
these  clauses  should  be  hurried  forward. 
Such  a  matter  as  the  acceleration  of  the 
registration  required  that  freedom  of 
action  which  alono  could  be  had  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  There 
was,  he  thought,  some  legitimate  ground 

Mr.  O'DonmU 


for  requiring  that  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  in  Committee 
in  detail  the  question  of  the  dates  when 
the  revised  lists  were  to  come  into  force. 
He  believed  it  would  be  practicaUy  im- 
possible to  get  the  revision  through  and 
the  lists  published  by  the  dates  named 
in  the  Amendment.  A  further  objeetion 
was  that  there  would  certainly  be  a 
large  number  of  appeals  which  could  not 
possibly  be  heard  before  the  early  days 
of  the  month  of  November.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  7  th  of  November  was  far 
too  early  a  date  to  fix  for  the  new  Be- 
gisters  to  come  into  effect.  Li  bis 
opinion,  the  proper  and  legitimate  ooune 
was  to  carry  out  the  original  intention 
of  the  Government  to  put  these  daoaes 
into  a  separate  Bill. 

Mb.  GOEST  hoped  that  the  sogget- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
would  be  adopted.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord 
John  Manners)  and  the  right  hon.  Geo- 
tleman  the  Member  for  South-WestLan- 
cashire(Sir  K.  Assheton  Gross)  both  ap- 
pealed to  the  Government  before  the 
division  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  Acceleration  Amendments ;  and  be 
(Mr.  Gorst)  understood  the  late  diviaion 
to  be  a  protest  against  the  refusal  of  the 
Government.  Now  the  tables  seemed 
to  be  turned,  and  they  had  the  Freci- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
making  an  appeal  to  the  Front  Opposi« 
tion  Bench  to  the  same  effect.  So  that 
they  had  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
appealing  before  the  division  and  th^ 
Government  after  the  division.  r**No !"  j 
It,  therefore,  seemed  to  him  they  were 
all  agreed  that  these  Acceleration  Claaws 
should  be  postponed.  [*•  No,  no!" 
At  any  rate,  the  two  Front  Oppositiob 
Benches  were  agreed. 

Sir  WILLLA.M  HARCOXntT  aakl 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
spoken  cf  two  Oppositions,  but  there 
was  a  third  Opposition  which  was  op- 
posed to  both.  The  hon.  and  learaid 
Member  was  entirely  mistaken  in  tha 
interpretation  he  had  put  upon  vbat 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovennno^ 
Board  had  said.  His  right  hon.  Frisod 
did  not  make  any  sort  of  appeal  to  boo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  wi&draw  the«s 
clauses.  These  clauses,  like  many  others 
in  the  Bill,  had  been  agreed  to  by  ar- 
rangement between  those  who  wsw 
understood  to  represent  both  Partirt  in 
the  House.     Her  Majesty's  QovtracifiU 

Digitized  by  ^^UUV IC 


1557     Parliamentary  EUdions     {Junb  15,  1885}        (^Redistribution)  Bill,       1558 


felt  themselyes  bound  to  adhere  to  the 
arrangement  which  they  had  made  with 
Lord  Salisbury  as  to  the  introduction  of 
these  Acceleration  Clauses.  The  Govern- 
ment approTed  of  them  themselves,  and 
while  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  form 
whether  they  should  be  introduced  into 
the  present  Bill  or  not,  the  Government 
were  bound  to  adhere  to  the  arrange* 
ment  they  had  made. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  asked  whether 
the  l^esident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  state  the  difference  which 
he  intimated  existed  between  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  and  those  of 
Lord  Salisbury  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  replied, 
that  as  far  as  he  remembered  there  was 
no  difference  in  substance,  but  the 
clauses  of  the  Government  were  more 
detailed. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
marked,  that  he  was  afraid  the  House 
would  get  unnecessarily  confused  on 
this  matter.  The  circumstances  were 
these — while  the  Bill  was  in  progress 
through  the  House  of  Lords  some  dis- 
cussion took  place  with  regard  to  the 
introduction  of  a  separate  Bill,  which 
had  been  contemplated  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Redistribution  Bill,  for 
the  purpose  of  accelerating  the  time  of 
the  elections.  The  policy  of  accelerating 
the  elections  had  been  more  than  once 
mentioned  in  that  House,  and  he  had 
heard  no  objection  to  it.  While  the 
Bill  was  in  progress  through  the  House 
of  Lords  circumstances  arose  which  in- 
duced Lord  Salisbury  to  endeavour  to 
accelerate  matters  and  save  time,  and 
that  was  the  only  object  he  had  in  in- 
troducing the  clauses  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  accelerating  elections  into 
this  Bill  instead  of  the  same  object 
being  carried  out  by  a  separate  Bill. 
He  believed  his  noble  Friend  communi- 
cated with  one  or  two  Representatives 
of  the  Government,  and  he  also  made  a 
communication  to  him  to  the  effect  that 
ho  had  agreed  with  the  Government  that 
it  would  be  more  conyenient  to  introduce 
Acceleration  Clauses  into  the  present 
Bill  than  to  bring  in  a  separate  Bill. 
There  was  no  attempt  to  curtail  or 
shorten  the  time  that  the  House  might 
require  for  the  discussion  of  matters 
which  it  had  a  right  to  discuss,  and 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  a  fair 
discussion  taking  place  upon  every  point 
that    arose    in    connection  with    these 


clauses.  The  suggestion  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  was  a  very 
reasonable  one — that  if  they  came  to 
matters  which  were  open  to  considerable 
discussion  they  should  be  set  aside, 
and  they  should  proceed  with  such  parts 
of  the  Bill  as  did  not  raise  any  such 
discussion.  With  regard  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury's action  in  the  matter,  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  his  sole  and 
simple  object  was  to  save  time.  The 
Government  took  the  same  view,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  his  noble  Friend 
made  a  very  reasonable  proposal.  As 
to  the  merits  of  these  Amendments,  he 
should  not  pronounce  any  special  opi- 
nion. He  was  ready  to  listen  to  any 
expression  of  opinion,  and  the  matter 
seemed  to  him  to  be  one  which  justified 
fair  consideration  on  the  part  of  the 
House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  3.— Line  38,  at  beginning  of 
clause  insert  as  a  separate  paragraph — 

**  The  borough  of  Warwick  shall  bo  called 
Warwick  and  Leamington." 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — (6Vr 
Charlee  W.  Dilke,) 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  the  argu- 
ment which  applied  to  this  case  applied 
equally  to  that  of  Pembroke  and  Haver- 
fordwest. Unless  the  case  of  Pembroke 
was  also  dealt  with,  they  would  have 
the  anomaly  of  acting  differently  with 
regard  to  two  boroughs,  formed  from 
merged  boroughs,  the  cases  of  which 
were  exactly  parallel. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  he  had  submitted  the  proposal  as 
to  Pembroke  to  the  draftsman,  and  he 
had  not  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
the  alteration,  as  the  two  cases  were  not 
on  all  fours. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  4. — Line  43,  leave  out  ('*  re- 
quired,") the  next  Amendment,  agreed 
to* 

Page  5,  line  2,  at  end  of  clause  in- 
sert— 

"  (6.)  In  any  new  borough  constituted  under 
this  Act,  the  whole  or  the  larger  part  of  the 
area  of  which  was  before  the  passing  of  this  Act 
comprised  in  the  Parliamentary  borough  of^ 
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Westminster,  the  high  bailiff  of  Westminster 
shall  be  the  returning  officer  for  the  new 
borough,  and  also  the  town  clerk  for  the  new 
borough  within  the  meaning  of  the  Registration 
Acts,  and  may,  by  writing  under  his  hand, 
appoint  a  fit  person  to  be  his  deputy  for  all  or 
any  of  the  purposes  relating  to  Parliamentary 
elections  in  any  such  new  borough,  and  any- 
thing in  relation  to  a  Parliamentary  election 
authorised  or  required  to  be  done  by,  to,  or 
before  the  returning  officer,  may  be  done  by,  to, 
or  before  the  high  bailiff  himself  or  such  deputy. 
'*  (6.)  Every  such  deputy  shall,  in  so  far  as 
he  acts  as  returning  officer,  be  deemed  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  expression  '  returning  officer  * 
within  the  meaning  of  the  law  relating  to  Par- 
liamentary  elections,*' 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment/' — {Sir 
Charles  JF.  Dilke,) 

Mr.  EAIKES  said,  he  understood 
that  this  Amendment  was  consequential 
to  the  sub-divieion  of  the  City  of  West- 
minster, which  the  Government  had 
now  adopted.  He  would  take  that 
opportunity  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  if  he  would 
state  the  reasons  which  induced  the  Go- 
vernment to  change  their  minds  with 
regard  to  the  City  of  Westminster? 
The  Government  had  had  four  different 
policies  with  regard  to  this  question 
during  the  course  of  this  Bill,  each  one 
opposed  to  the  other,  and  they  had  now 
reverted  to  their  first  opinion,  he  pre- 
sumed, in  deference  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
the  House  of  Lords  should  have  gone 
into  this  question  at  all,  or  should  have 
sought  to  reverse  the  carefully  con- 
sidered conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  Amendment  had  been  moved  by  Lord 
Salisbury  himself.  It  had  been  agreed 
to  by  the  Government  on  account  of  the 
pledge  which  he  himself  had  publicly 
given  in  that  House  on  a  former  occa- 
sion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  this 
question  had  been  carefully  considered 
by  those  interested  in  it  in  the  City  of 
Westminster;  and,  on  the  whole,  it  had 
been  foimd  best  to  accept  the  proposals 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  5. —Lino  9,  leave  out  (''deter- 
mination,") and  insert  ^^*'  fixing  ") ;  and 


Page  6.— Line  28,  after  (** practices.") 
insert  ("prevention,")  the  next  Amend- 
ments, agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  41,  leave  out  the  words — 

(<<  Provided  that  this  sub-section  shall  Dot 
apply  to  Scotland  or  Ireland  *")  and  insert 
("  Provided  that^n  Ireland  the  place  of  electioa. 
in  the  case  of  a  division  of  a  county  at  large, 
shall  from  time  to  time  be  fixed  by  Uie  return- 
ing officer,  and  shall  be  situate  within  the  divi- 
sion or  within  a  county  of  a  city  or  town  ad- 
joining that  division,'*) 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
know  the  effect  of  this  Amendment  ?  It 
was  very  desirable  that  it  shonld  not  be 
in  the  power  of  Betuming  Officers  to 
hold  elections  at  a  distance  from  the 
division.  A  considerable  practical  in- 
convenience would  frequently  result.  If 
the  Lords'  Amendment  practically  left 
the  question  as  it  left  the  House  of 
Commons,  they  would  be  willing  to 
agree  to  it.  He  would  like  to  have  a 
definition  of  the  effect  of  the  word  **  ad- 
joining "  in  the  Amendment  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  this 
was  a  matter  of  detail  about  which  there 
had  been  some  difference  of  opinion.  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  safe  in  accepting  the  words  as  they 
had  come  down  from  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  had  been  admitted  that  there  were 
some  cases  in  which  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  place  of  election  should 
be  in  a  city  as  described.  The  expenae 
would  be  avoided  of  transporting  the 
necessary  apparatus  of  an  election  to 
places  which  were  far  from  railways  or 
good  roads.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
the  places  should  be  scheduled;  that, 
however,  had  been  found  to  be  impos- 
sible. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  could  not  see 
^  by  it  it  was  impossible  to  schedule  the 
places.  The  number  of  counties  of 
towns  was  extremely  limited  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charies 
W.  Dilke)  had  not  defined  the  word 
^'adjoining."  Did  it  mean  phyakal 
contact  with  the  division  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ;Sir 
Henrt  James)  :  Yes. 

Amendment  agrad  to. 

Page  7,  line  8,  after  **of»"  insrt 
('*  successive  occupation  or*\  :  line  li». 
insert  at  end  of  clause — 
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place");  line  12,  after  ("by,")  insert 
(**  the  whole  or  part  of  ") ;  line  23,  after 
("  districts,")  insert — 

("  And  in  the  case  of  a  parliamentary  division 
of  a  county  in  Ireland,  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland,  by  order  made  after 
local  inquiry,  and  taking  effect  when  made  ")  ; 

line  35,  leave  oat  (<'  contents  and 
boundaries,")  and  insert  (*' limits"). 

Paj?e  10,  line  5,  after  (**  under  ")  in- 
sert (**  the  ") ;  line  10,  leave  out  (**  the 
area  comprised  in");  line  41,  after 
(*' county,")  insert  (*'at  large,")  the 
next  Amendments,  agreed  to. 

Page  12,  after  Part  III.,  insert — 
PAET  IV. 

Clause  A. — Acceleration  of  Begis- 

TRATION  IN   1885. 

(Power  to  appoint  additional  barristers.) 

*'  If  in  the  present  year  it  is  made  to  appear  to 
any  judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  sitting 
in  chambers  at  any  time  after  the  fifth  day  of 
September,  that  the  lists  of  voters  for  any  Par- 
hamentary  county  or  borough  in  England  can- 
not by  reason  of  the  insufficient  number  of 
barristers  be  revised  within  the  period  fixed 
by  this  Act,  such  judge  shall  appoint  one  or 
more  duly  qualified  barristers  to  act  in  addition 
to  the  barristers  originally  appointed  for  such 
county  or  borough,  and  a  hamster  so  appointed 
shall  have  the  same  duties,  powers,  and  autho- 
rities as  if  he  had  been  originally  appointed. 

**  Where  the  Iiord  Chief  Justice  or  judge  ap- 
points in  the  present  year  barristers  for  counties 
and  boroughs  on  any  circuit,  he  shall  appoint 
them  to  act  for  all  the  counties  and  boroughs  for 
which  he  has  power  to  appoint  revising  bar- 
risters ;  and  eaon  barrister,  when  acting  for  any 
county  or  borough,  shall  have  the  same  duties, 
powers,  and  authorities  as  if  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed sole  revising  barrister  fur  such  county 
or  borough. 

*'  The  duties  of  barristers  so  appointed  shall  be 
distributed  among  them  as  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  or  judge  who  appoints  them,  or,  after 
the  fifth  diay  of  September,  any  judge  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  sitting  in  Chambers,  may 
direct." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  Jambs)  said,  that  the  object  of 
the  clause  was  to  g^ve  power  to  a  Judge 
in  Chambers  to  appoint  additional  Re- 
vising Barristers  where  it  was  shown  to 
be  necessary.  The  clause  was  a  useful 
though  not  a  very  important  one.  The 
hou.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolfif),  in  his  remarks  in 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
was  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  this 
clause.  In  consequence  of  the  addition 
of  2,000,000  Toters  and  of  the  diminish- 
ing of  the  time  that  would  be  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Revising   Barristers  for 
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("  And  where  the  area  of  the  constituency 
of  which  such  place  before  such  change  formed 
part  becomes,  after  such  change,  part  of  two  or 
more  constituencies,  each  of  such  two  or  more 
constituencies  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  be  deemed  to  have  included  the  whole 
of  the  said  area.*') 

Line  34,  at  end  of  line  insert — 

"  Divisions  of  counties  may  be  divided  into 
polling  districts  at  any  time  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act  in  like  manner  as  they  might  be 
divided  after  the  end  of  this  present  Parlia- 
ment. 

"  Where  any  act  or  thing  has,  before  this 
Act  came  into  operation,  been  done  in  pur- 
■oanoe  of  the  Registration  Acts,  or  in  relation 
to  polling  districts  or  polling  places,  such  act  or 
thing  shfldl  be  as  valid  as  it  would  have  been  if 
this  Act  had  previously  thereto  come  into 
operation,  and  it  had  been  done  by  the  officer 
or  authority  and  in  the  form  and  in  relation  to 
the  constituency  by  whom,  and  in,  and  in  re- 
lation to  which  it  would  have  been  done  if  this 
Act  had  previously  thereto  come  into  operation, 
and  where  any  act  or  thing  ought  to  luive  been 
done  if  this  Act  had  come  into  operation  before 
the  time  for  doing  the  same,  the  same  shall  be 
done  forthwith  after  this  Act  comes  into  opera- 
tion, and  shall  be  as  valid  as  if  it  had  been 
done  at  the  time  now  appointed  by  law. 

*'In  England  the  clerks  of  the  peace  and 
town  clerks  shall,  as  soon  as  may  be  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  send  to  the  overseers  on 
whom  they  have  served  precepts  under  the  Re- 
gistration Acts,  such  supplemental  precepts  as 
are  necessary  or  desirable  for  instructing  the 
oveiwers  to  carry  into  effect  the  Registration 
Acts  in  the  constituencies  as  altered  by  this 
Act,  and  in  municipal  boroughs  affected  by  this 
Act,  and  in  particular  shall,  where  necessary, 
instruct  overseers  as  to  the  difference  between 
the  county  and  borough  lists  of  voters,  and 
shall  direct  the  overseers  of  parishes  situate  in 
municipal  boroughs,  and  included  by  this  Act 
in  parliamentary  boroughs,  to  prepare  lists  of 
burgesses  in  conjunction  with  the  lists  of  par- 
liamentary voters,  and  shall  send  the  corrupt 
and  illegal  practices  list  containing  the  names 
of  voters  disqualified  by  this  Act.  Every  such 
•apnlemental  precept  shall  be  served  oy  the 
clerK  of  the  peace  or  town  clerk  who  would  have 
served  the  former  precept  if  this  Act  had  come 
into  operation  before  the  time  for  the  service  of 
•och  former  precept. 

••  In  Ireland  any  polling  districts  which  have 
been  formed  in  anticipation  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  shall  be  valid ;  nevertheless,  if  the  dis- 
tricts are  inconsistent  with  the  boundaries  of 
any  divisions  constituted  by  this  Act,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,  may  by  order  alter  or  vary  such  poll- 
ing districts  and  the  polling  plaoes  for  such 
districts  in  such  manner  as  appears  to  him 
necessary  or  desirable.'* 

Page  8,  line  38,  leave  out  (**  by  which 
they  are  wholly  surrounded,")  and  in- 
sert ("  to  which  they  adjoin.'') 

Page  9,  line  1,  leave  out  (''or  town- 
land,"  )    and    insert    ("  townland    or 
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carrying  on  the  revision,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  add  to  the  present  num- 
ber. He  had  endeavoured  to  find  out 
how  many  would  have  to  be  appointed. 
He  had  called  the  Bevising  Barristers 
together,  and  they  gave  him  the  best 
opinion  they  could  on  the  subject,  and 
it  seemed  that  the  smallest  number  of 
Ee vising  Barristers  that  could  be  added 
would  be  some  34.  By  an  existing  Act 
of  the  present  Reign  they  had  power  to 
appoint  any  number  of  Bevising  Bar- 
risters that  might  be  required  by  Orders 
in  Council.  They  could  thus  either  in- 
crease or  diminish  the  number.  They 
were  anxious  to  take  the  most  econo- 
mical or  smallest  number ;  but  they  did 
not  know  exactly  where  the  pressure  of 
the  work  might  come  in  the  different 
counties  and  boroughs.  They  had  made 
the  best  estimate  they  could ;'  and  if  it 
should  turn  out  that  in  any  particular 
locality  the  Bevising  Barrister  should 
find  that  an  additional  Bevising  Bar- 
rister was  wanted,  he  might  go  to  the 
Judge  in  Chambers  and  ask  that  such 
assistance  should  be  given  to  him.  If 
in  any  place  a  miscalculation  had  been 
made,  and  they  had  not  given  sufficient 
strength  for  the  revision  of  the  lists  of 
voters,  the  Bevising  Barrister  might  say 
that  he  wanted  help;  and  the  clause 
sent  down  from  the  House  of  Lords  gave 
power  to  enable  that  help  to  be  afforded. 
The  clause  provided  that  if  in  the  pre- 
sent year  it  was  made  to  appear  to  any 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  sit- 
ting in  Chambers,  at  any  time  after  the 
5th  of  September,  that  the  lists  of  voters 
for  any  Parliamentary  county  or  bo- 
rough in  England  could  not  by  reason  of 
the  insufficient  number  of  Barristers  be 
revised  within  the  period  fixed  by  that 
Act,  such  Judge  should  appoint  one  or 
more  duly  qualified  barristers  to  act  in 
addition  to  the  barristers  originally  ap- 
pointed for  such  county  or  borough; 
and  the  barrister  so  appointed  should 
have  the  same  duties,  powers,  and  au- 
thority as  if  he  had  been  originally  ap- 
pointed. The  power  given  by  the  clause 
was  a  mere  general  power,  the  object 
being  to  avoid  increasing  the  number  of 
Bevising  Barristers  unnecessarily,  and 
not  to  put  the  country  to  any  undue  ex- 
pense. And  to  talk  of  the  House  of 
Lords  having  in  that  case  interfered 
with  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  really  an  abuse  of  lan- 
guage. Those  Bevising  Barristers  could 

The  Attorney  Qentral 


not  bo  paid  without  a  Vote  of  that 
House,  and  he  therefore  trusted  that  the 
Lords'  Amendment  would  now  be  ac» 
cepted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneral.) 

SiE  H.  DBXJMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  w£is  sorry  to  hear  the  unconstitutional 
principles  laid  down  by  the  Attorney 
General.  Of  course,  they  must  have 
some  additional  Bevising  Barristers, 
and  they  had  already  power  to  appoint 
them  by  Order  in  Council ;  the  existing 
Act  of  Parliament  also  enacting  that 
Bevising  Barristers  should  be  paid  200 
guineas  by  way  of  remuneration  for 
their  services  and  travelling  expenses. 
That  Act  gave  a  salary  to  the  Bevising 
Barristers  who  were  appointed,  and  they 
might  be  appointed  by  Order  in  Coun- 
cil ;  but  instead  of  following  the  Consti- 
tutional course,  the  (Government  had 
persuaded  the  House  of  Lords  to  intzo- 
duce  a  clause  into  that  Bill,  which  he 
maintained  was  an  infringement  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  would  impose  a  burden  on  theoonn- 
try.  The  infringement  might  not  be  an 
important  one,  but  it  set  a  bad  precedent 

Me.  GBEGOBY  said,  he  thought  the 
clause  was  very  wide  in  its  terms ;  it 
gave  the  go-by  to  the  Order  in  Council, 
because  it  vested  power  in  Judges  in 
Chambers  to  make  the  appointments. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heney  jAiiEs)  explained  that  the  Ord^ 
in  Council  would  come  into  operation 
before  the  revision,  and  it  would  pro- 
bably fix  the  right  number  of  Bevising 
Barristers.  It  was  only  in  case  the 
number  proved  insufficient  that  povcr 
was  to  be  given  to  apply  to  a  Judge  in 
Chambers. 

Me.  GBEGOBY  said,  that  the  respon- 
sible person  from  whom  the  application 
should  come  ought  to  be  definitely  d^ 
fined  by  the  House. 

Me.  GBANTHAM  said,  it  would  he 
desirable  to  ascertain  beforehand  the 
number  of  Bevising  Barristwt  who 
would  be  required,  and  what  was  nf^ 
sary  in  regard  to  additional  Befi«Bg 
Barristers  might  be  better  done  ante 
an  Order  in  Council  than  by  the  nfiff^ 
proceeding  now  proposed* 

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  that  is 
respect  to  that  being  done  by  Order  in 
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might  leave  it  to  the  Judges  to  see  that 
the  application  made  was  a  proper 
one. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  great  in- 
convenience of  discussing  this  matter  as 
they  were  now  doing.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  answer 
the  numerous  questions  which  were 
being  asked,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  if  the  House  put  the 
sole  responsibility  for  this  matter  on 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Members 
of  the  Government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Council,  it  would  be  impossible  at  pre- 
sent accurately  to  fix,  not  only  the  ad- 
ditional number  of  barristers  that  would 
be  necessary,  but  the  counties  in  which 
they  would  be  required.  There  would 
be  a  great  pressure  this  year,  which  in 
all  probability  would  not  occur  again. 
The  cost  of  that  arrangement  had  been 
already  provided  for  by  the  Estimates 
for  this  year,  and  the  Treasury  reckoned 
that  about  120  would  be  the  number 
required,  although  probably  less  than 
that  would  be  sufficient.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  most  practical  and  eco- 
nomical way  of  meeting  the  emergency 
was  by  leaving  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Judge  in  Chambers. 

Mb.  WARTON  pointed  out  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  spoken  of  34  as 
the  number  of  Revising  Barristers  who 
would  be  required,  whereas  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
had  mentioned  120.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  revision  would  be  a  very  diffi- 
cult one  on  account  of  the  new  franchises 
introduced  by  the  Bill,  and  the  investi- 
gations which  were  rendered  necessary 
as  to  whether  property  came  by  mar- 
riage or  inheritance.  The  pressure  put 
upon  the  officials  in  order  to  complete 
the  lists  would  be  tremendous,  and  the 
consequent  hurry  would  have  the  effect 
of  making  the  Revising  Barristers  more 
than  ever  likely  to  commit  mistakes. 
Errors  made  in  this  connection  might 
have  terrible  influence  with  regard  to 
the  coming  elections,  especially  when  it 
was  borne  in  mind  ihaX  there  would  be 
no  Court  of  Appeal,  because  no  time  was 
allowed  for  the  decisions  to  be  revised. 
He  maintained  that  there  ought  not  to 
be  any  undue  economy  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  Revising  iBarris- 
ters. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  at>vemment  had  dealt  with  this 
matter  in  the  only  manner  consistent 
with  efficiency  and  economy.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  machinery  provided  by 
this  clause  was  sufficientlv  necessary  to 
overtcike  the  revising  work. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  asked  for 
some  explanation  as  to  the  method  in 
which  an  application  was  to  be  made  to 
a  Judge  in  Chambers  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  Jaicbs)  pointed  out  that  this 
provision  was  only  to  continue  for  one 
year,  and  that  it  was  not  to  be  a  per- 
manent one.     He  thought  the  House 


Clause  B : — 

(Dates  for  registration  in  the    year  1886  in 
England.) 

With  respect  to  the  registration  of  voters  in 
parliamentary  counties  and  boroughs  in  England 
in  the  present  year,  the  following  provisions  shall 
have  effect  :— 

"  (a.)  The  lists  of  parliamentary  voters,  and 
the  list^  of  burgesses  which  are  revised  together 
with  the  lists  of  parliamentary  voters,  s&U  be 
revised  between  the  eighth  day  of  September 
and  the  eighth  day  of  October  both  inclusive, 
and  shall  be  revised  as  soon  as  possible  after 
the  seventh  day  of  September,  and  the  eighth 
day  of  September  shall  be  substituted  in  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary voters  for  the  nfleenth  day  of  Sep- 
tember ;  and  the  declarations  under  section  ten 
of  the  County  Voters  Registration  Act,  1 865, 
and  section  twenty-four  of  the  Parliamentary 
and  Municipal  Registration  Act,  1878,  shall  be 
sent  to  the  olerk  of  the  peace  or  town  clerk  on 
or  before  the  fifth  day  of  September. 

'*(&.)  The  printed  book  or  register  contain- 
ing the  lists  of  voters,  when  revised,  shall  be 
delivered  to  the  returning  officer  for  the  parlia- 
mentary county  or  borough  to  which  such  book 
or  register  relates  on  or  before  the  seventh  day 
of  November,  and  shall  be  the  register  of  per- 
sons entitled  to  vote  for  the  counfy  or  borough 
at  any  election  of  a  member  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment which  takes  place  after  that  day,  or  if  this 
present  Parliament  is  not  then  dissolved,  then 
after  the  date  of  such  dissolution,  and  before 
the  first  day  of  January  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-seven. 

*^  {c.)  In  sections  sixty-two  and  sixty-three  of 
the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  sixth  and  seventh 
years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  chap- 
ter eighteen,  relating  to  appeals  from  revising 
barristers  in  England,  *  the  Michaelmas  sittings 
of  the  High  Ck>urt  of  Justice  *  shall  be  sub- 
stituted for  '  the  Michaelmas  term,*  and  forth- 
with after  the  fourth  day  of  the  Michaelmas 
sittings  a  court  or  courts  shall  sit  for  the  pur- 
pose of  hearing  such  appeals,  and  those  appeals 
shall  be  heard  and  determined  continuously 
and  without  delay,  and  any  statement  by  the 
barrister  for  the  purpose  of  any  such  appeal 
made  in  pursuance  of  section  forty-two  of  the 
said  Act  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  tea 
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days  after  the  conclusion  of  tlie  revision,  to 
that  it  be  made  not  less  than  four  days  before 
the  first  day  of  the  said  Michaelmas  sittings, 
and  the  statement  need  not  be  read  in  open 
court,  but  shall  be  submitted  to  the  appellant, 
who  shall  sign  the  same  as  directed  by  the  said 
section,  and  return  the  same  to  the  barrister. 

(35  &  36  Vict.  c.  33.) 
»*  {d.)  In  section  five  of  the  Ballot  Act,  1872, 
relating  to  polling  districts,  the  first  day  of 
October  shall  be  substituted  for  the  first  dav 
of  November,  as  respects  the  date  at  which 
orders  relating  to  polling  districts  apply  to  re* 
gisters  of  voters,** 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  moving  to  agree  to 
the  clause,  said,  that  he  was  not  at  all 
surprised  that  some  hon.  Members 
should  think  that  the  Government  were 
not  ailowiog  sufficient  time  for  the  print- 
ing of  the  Eegister.  At  present  regis- 
tration began  on  the  15th  of  September 
in  boroughs,  and  it  must  be  finished  on 
the  12th  of  October.  Between  the  12th 
of  October  and  the  1st  of  November 
sufficient  time  existed  for  the  printing 
of  the  lists  in  the  boroughs.  In  the 
counties  registration  began  on  the  15th 
of  September  and  was  finished  at  the 
end  of  October.  Under  this  Bill,  regis- 
tration was  begun  on  the  7th  of  Sep- 
tember and  finished  on  the  8th  of  Octo- 
ber in  boroughs ;  therefore,  they  were 
allowing  more  time  than  existed  at  pre- 
sent. It  would  be  seen  that  more  time 
was  allowed  for  the  printing  of  the  lists, 
and,  therefore,  so  far  as  the  boroughs 
were  concerned,  there  could  be  no  ob- 
jection. In  the  case  of  the  counties, 
however,  they  did  diminish  the  time 
allowed  for  the  printing  of  the  Eegister. 
They  allowed  from  the  8th  of  October  to 
the  7th  of  November,  and  therefore  they 
allowed  only  one  month  instead  of  two, 
as  at  present.  At  the  present  time  they 
could  not  begin  to  print  the  Eegister 
until  the  revision  was  completed ;  but, 
under  the  present  arrangement,  they 
could  begin  to  print  the  moment  they 
had  finished  dealing  with  one  polling 
district.  The  Government  had  taken 
the  best  advice  they  could  obtain  on  the 
point,  and  on  the  whole  they  believed 
that  with  a  little  care  and  discipline  on 
the  part  of  the  officials  connected  with 
registration,  the  time  allowed  was  suffi- 
cient to  carry  out  the  object  in  view. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 


Lords  in  the  said  Amendment" — [Mr. 
Attorney  General,) 

Me.  LEWIS  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that,  in  the  exceptional  circumstances  of 
the  current  year,  the  time  for  printing 
the  Eegisters  in  counties  ought  by  no 
means  to  be  curtailed.  He  would,  there- 
fore, move  to  omit  the  words  '^  seventh 
of  November,"  and  insert  ''twentieth 
of  November." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub-sec- 
tion (b.),  line  4,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
''  seventh,"  and  inserting  the  word 
*  *  twentietii, "  —  ( Mr.  Zacis, )  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  seventh'  stand  part  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  opposed  the 
Amendment,  which  he  said  would  have 
the  effect  of  postponing  the  election  for 
another  month.  In  1868  Parliament 
had  to  deal  with  a  very  similar  state  of 
circumstances,  and  the  time  given  for 
revision  by  the  present  claose  was  one 
week  longer  than  in  1868.  This  ques- 
tion had  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  and  there  wta 
no  doubt  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  printing  the  lists  by  the  7th  of 
November. 

Mr.  WAETON  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  dates  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  Eegisters  were  Ist  of  Novem- 
ber in  Scotland,  2nd  of  November  in 
Ireland,  and  7th  of  November  in  Eng- 
land. He  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
explanation  of  the  difference  of  date  in 
the  different  countries  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  that  with  regard  to 
Scotland  the  answer  was  very  simple. 
It  was  that  the  clause,  as  it  here  stood, 
would  simply  restore  matters  to  the 
position  in  which  they  now  were.  At 
present  the  1st  of  November  was  the 
day  on  which  the  new  Eegisters  ctme 
into  operation.  In  the  Franchise  Bill  it 
was  postponed  till  the  1st  of  Janoaiy. 
so  that  there  should  be  a  simoltaneoot 
coming  into  operation  of  the  Begisteit 
in  all  the  three  countries.  Bat  when  it 
was  resolved  to  go  back,  as  was  dime  by 
this  Bill,  they  simply  went  back  lo  tht 
present  date. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  witUrmn. 


Amendment    proposed,  in 
tion  (o.),  line  6,  by  leaving  o«t  ths 
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words  ''forthwith  after,"  and  inserting 
the  words  "on  or  before," — {Mr. 
Gregory i) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
'  forthwith  ^ter '  stand  part  of  the  said 
Amendment." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

danse  agreed  to. 

Clause  0 : — 
(Date  for  regiitration  for  1885  in  Scotland.) 
'*  In  Scotland,  notwithstanding  anything  con- 
tained in  section  thirteen  of  the  Hepresentation 
of  the  People  Act,  1884,  the  register  of  voters 
made  in  the  present  year  shall  come  into  force 
on  the  first  day  of  November  one  thousand 
«ight  hundred  and  eighty-five,'' 

— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Clause  D : — 

(Datet  for  revision  in  Ireland  in  1885.  13  k  14 
Vict.  c.  69,  88.  46,  47,  64,  76.) 

"  In  Ireland,  in  the  present  year 

'*  (a.)  The  lists  of  voters  shall  be  revised  be- 
tween the  first  day  of  September  and  the  eighth 
day  of  October,  both  inclusive,  and  shall  be  re- 
vised as  soon  as  possible  after  Uie  first  day  of 
S^^tember,  and  that  day  shall  be  substituted  in 
the  Parliamentary  Registration  (Ireland)  Act 
for  the  eighth  day  of  September. 

**(3,)  Notice  of  the  holding  of  a  revision 
court  may  be  given  by  the  chairman  or  re- 
vising banister  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace  at  any 
time  not  lees  than  five  days  before  the  holding 
of  the  court,  and  shall  be  published  and  posted 
by  the  olerk  of  the  peace  forthwith. 

**  (r.)  The  book  or  books  constituting  the  re- 
g^ister  of  voters  for  every  county  and  borough 
•hidl  be  signed  and  delivered  to  the  sheriff  or 
returning  officer  not  later  than  the  seventh  day 
of  November. 

**Such  register  shall  commence  and  come 
into  force  on  the  seventh  day  of  November,  or 
if  this  present  Parliament  is  not  then  dissolved, 
then  on  the  day  of  such  dissolution,  and  shall 
be  the  register  of  voters  in  force  between  the 
day  on  which  it  commences  and  the  first  day  of 
January  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
seven. 

**(d,)  In  sections  seventy-five  and  seventy- 
aix  of  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  thirteenth 
and  fourteenth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  chapter  sixty-nine,  relating  to 
appeals  from  chairmen  or  revising  barristers, 
*  the  Michaelmas  sittings  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland  *  shaU  be  substituted  for  '  the 
Michaelmas  term,'  and  forthwith  after  the 
fourth  day  of  the  Michaelmas  sittings,  a  court 
or  courts  shall  sit  for  the  purpose  of  hearing 
saeh  i^peals,  and  those  appeals  shall  be  heard 
and  determined  continuously  and  without  delay, 
and  any  statement  by  the  chairman  or  revising 
banister  for  the  purpose  of  any  such  appeal 
made  in  pursuance  of  section  fifty-eight  of  the 
said  Act  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  ten 
days  after  the  conclusion  of  the  revision,  so 
that  it  be  made  not  less  than  four  days  before 

VOL.  COXOVIII.    [thied  sbbies.] 


the  first  day  of  the  said  Michaelmas  sittings, 
and  the  statement  need  not  be  read  in  open  court, 
but  shall  be  submitted  to  the  appellant,  who 
shall  sign  the  same  as  directed  by  the  said 
section,  and  return  the  same  to  the  chairman 
or  revising  barrister," 

— ^the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Me.  CALLAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  10  days'  notice  be  given  of 
the  holding  of  a  Eevision  Court,  instead 
of  five  days,  as  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 
This  would  be  necessary  in  order  that 
the  people  should  have  full  notice  of  the 
holding  of  the  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub- sec- 
tion (b.),  line  3,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  **five,"  and  inserting  the  words 
"ten  clear," — {Mr.  Callan^) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'five'  stand  part  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  thought  five 
days  was  sufficient. 

Me.  LEAMY  supported  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth.  The 
Irish  Members  were  in  the  habit  of 
holding  a  great  many  meetings  in  Ire- 
land; but  no  meeting  was  ever  held 
unless  a  Sunday  intervened  between  the 
notice  of  the  meeting  and  the  holding 
of  it,  so  that  the  people  might  see  the 
notice  of  it  posted  on  the  church  doors 
on  the  Sunday.  He  thought  that  the 
information  of  the  holding  of  the  Court 
would  not  reach  the  people  unless,  as 
he  said,  a  Sunday  intervened ;  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  E  and  F  :— 

(Definitions.) 

*'  For  the  purposes  of  this  part  of  this  Act — 

**The  expression  'present  year'  means  the 
year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
five.  ^ 

"The  expression  *  parliamentary  county' 
means  a  county  retummg  a  memher  or  mem- 
hers  to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  where  a  county 
is  divided  for  the  purpose  of  such  return  means 
a  division  of  such  county. 

(41  &  42  Vict.  c.  26.) 
'*  Other  expressions  in  this  part  of  this  Act 
have,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires,  the 
same  meaning  as  in  the  Acts  relating  to  the  re- 
gistration of  parliamentary  voters.  j 
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(Temporary  repeal  of  inconsistent  provisions.) 
<*A11  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Parliament 
inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  part  of 
this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  lists  or  register 
of  voters  to  be  made  in  the  present  year ;  bnt, 
save  as  aforesaid,  all  the  provisions  of  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  registration  of  parliamentary 
voters  shall  remain  in  full  force," 

— the  next  Amendments,  agreed  io. 

Page  15,  line  42,  leave  out  ('*  dis- 
trict '') ;  line  43,  leave  out  ("  West- 
minster I  Three  "). 

Page  16,  line  25,  leave  out  (**  Liberty 
of  the  Rolls"). 

After  line  61,  insert — 


St.  Oeorge, 
Hanover 
Square 

Middle- 
sex 

One 

Parish  of  St. 
George,  Han- 
over Square. 

Page  17,  after  line  5,  insert — 

Strand       . 

Middle- 
sex 

One 

Strand  District, 
parish  of  St. 
James,  West- 
minster, and 
parish  of  St. 
Martin  -  in-the 
Fields. 

After  line  11,  insert — 

Westmin- 
ster 

Middle- 
sex 

One 

Westminster 
District,  aose 
of  Collegiate 
Church  of  St. 
Peter. 

Page  18,  line  44,  after  (''and")  in- 
sert (•*  including"), 
— the  next  Amendments,  agreed  to. 

Page  23,  after  line  18,  insert  the 
words — 

"  Hawick  District  The  present  district,  and 
the  municipal  hurgh  of 
Jedhurgh," 

the  next  Amendment,  read   a  second 
time. 

Me.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  was 
afraid  he  must  trouble  the  House  by 
asking  it  to  disagree  with  this  Amend- 
ment, for  reasons  which  he  would  be  able 
to  state  very  briefly,  though  they  were 
very  weighty.  The  Amendment  was  a 
very  exceptional  one.  Other  Amend- 
ments related  to  names  and  technicali- 
ties ;  but  this  one  touched  the  very  sub- 
stance of  the  Bill.  It  proposed  to  take  out 
of  the  county  a  town — he  did  not  say  for 
the  purpose,  but  with  the  eflfect,  of  alter- 
ing the  political  balance  in  that  county. 
Even  in  the  House  of  Peers,  he  was  in- 
formed, the  proposal  caused  such  com- 
punction among  Members  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  that  there  was  a  poor  divi- 


sion as  compared  with  the  full  strength 
of  that  Party.  What  were  the  facts  of 
the  case  ?  The  groups  of  the  Hadding- 
ton Burghs  and  the  Wigtown  Burghs, 
which  contained  no  less  than  nine  burghs, 
had  been  merged  in  the  counties,  with 
the  exception  of  one  burgh  out  of  the 
nine,  and  that  not  the  largest  or  the  se- 
cond largest  of  these  burghs,  which  it 
was  proposed  to  place  in  a  group  of  ex- 
isting burghs.  It  was  very  necessary  to 
prove  that  this  was  done  in  obedience 
to  some  principle,  and  he  thought  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  prove  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  ^m  the 
list  of  burghs  every  town  under  15,000 
inhabitants.  Here  it  was  proposed  to 
insert  in  a  list  of  burghs  a  town  of  only 
3,000  inhabitants,  when  such  towns  as 
Banbury  and  Kendal,  with  populations 
of  from  14,000  to  15,000  inhabitants, 
were  merged  in  counties.  He  said  it 
was  a  proposal  that  the  House  ought 
not  to  accept.  To  take  a  town  of  3,400 
inhabitants  out  of  a  county  and  put  it 
into  a  list  of  burghs — ^was  that  consistent 
with  the  understanding? — and  here  he 
did  not  refer  to  any  private  agreement, 
but  to  a  public  understanding  between 
the  two  Parties  in  that  House.  Whit 
he  was  now  saying  waa  very  much  in 
the  memory  of  the  House.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate introduced  a  great  number  of  im- 
portant Amendments,  some  of  which 
were  voted  upon  and  actually  carried. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite  pro- 
tested in  private,  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcota) 
protested  in  the  House.  These  Amend- 
ments were  accordingly  dropped,  and 
those  which  had  alr^uly  been  carried 
were  withdrawn,  very  much  to  the  regret 
of  several  Scottish  Members,  and  to  the 
regret  of  no  one  more  than  the  hen. 
Member  for  Bozburgh,  whose  ccmsti- 
tuency  was  now  being  tampered  wi^L 
Among  these  Amendments  there  wert 
many  proposals  to  merge  small  boroughs 
in  the  counties.  This  was  supposed  to 
be  an  advantage  to  the  liberal  Pai^* 
It  was  opposed  by  the  ConservatiTe 
Party,  but  was  none  the  less  carried. 
It  was  proposed  to  put  the  Invemesi 
district  in  Schedule  A  in  order  to  D«ge 
Fortrose  in  Boss,  and  this  was  csrri«d 
by  46  votes.  It  was  proposed  to  place 
the  Hawick  Burghs  in  Schedule  A,  is 
order  to  put  Jedburgh  in  Hawick  gn>^ 
of  burghs.     This,  after  loag  d^»iU» 
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was  lost  by  73  votes.  Yet  when  they 
had  spontaneously  abandoned  the  pro- 
posal which  told  in  favour  of  their  views, 
and  which  was  carried  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  a  large  majority,  they  were 
asked  to  accept  a  proposal  which  told 
against  their  views,  and  which  was 
thrown  out  in  the  House  of  Commons 
by  a  majority  nearly  twice  as  large. 
When  the  Lord  Advocate  drafted  his 
proposals  with  regard  to  the  Scottish 
burghs  it  was  quite  understood  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  that  all  pro- 
posals emanating  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  were  dropped  likewise.  He 
did  not  charge  anyone  with  bad  faith. 
All  he  did  say  was,  that  when  that 
turned  out  not  to  be  the  case  they  were 
very  much  surprised.  There  was  only 
one  point  to  wluch  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  It  was  an  im- 
portant one.  He  thought  the  Liberals 
of  the  Border  Burghs  had  been  very  ill- 
used  in  this  particular.  [^  laugh,']  The 
hon.  Member  would  agree  with  him 
that,  if  they  had  not  been  ill-used, 
they  had  behaved  very  well.  Galashiels 
had  a  population  of  14,000  or  15,000 
inhabitants  within  the  municipal  boun- 
dary ;  but  the  Parliamentary  boundary 
onlyoontained  12,000  inhabitants.  Those 
2,000  inhabitants  or  more  who  were  out- 
side the  Parliamentary  boundary  were 
very  strong  Liberals.  What  was  the 
course  that  the  Liberal  Association  of 
Galashiels  took  ?  Of  their  own  accord, 
because  they  thought  it  just  to  the  Con- 
servative Party,  and  to  the  burgh  of 
Galashiels,  they  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  send  down  a  Bedistribution 
Commissioner  in  order  that  on  their  ap- 
plication 2,000  of  the  population  should 
be  taken  out  of  the  county  where  they 
would  tell  for  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
pat  into  the  burgh,  where  they  would 
not  tell  at  all  for  the  Liberal  Party. 
The  Conservative  agent  declared  he  had 
pleasure  in  expressing  his  acquiescence 
in  what  had  been  done,  and  that  every- 
one  would  approve  of  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Liberal  Association,  who  had 
thrown  up  Party  interest  and  looked  at 
the  matter  in  a  broad  light.  Now,  he 
would  put  it  whether  it  was  a  proper 
return  to  such  honourable  conduct  that 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  in  an  Amendment 
superinduced  on  the  Bill,  they  should 
bring  forward  a  proposal  which  the 
Liberals  of  the  burghs  regarded  as  most 
inecjuitable  ?    The  people  concerned  did 


not  wish  it.  The  noble  Lord  who  moved 
tht  Amendment  in  the  House  of  Lords 
said  that  the  burgh  of  Jedburgh  did  not 
wish  it,  but  that  the  county  did.  That 
he  utterly  denied,  and  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  been  sent  to  speak  for  the 
county  utterly  denied  and  the  people 
entirely  reprobated  it.  The  proposal 
was  to  cut  out  of  Roxburgh  the  county 
town,  which  was  the  natural  centre  of 
the  county  life,  the  market  town,  the 
town  where  one  of  the  principal  news- 
papers was  published,  the  county  town 
in  every  sense  of  the  word.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  mix  that  town  up  with  towns 
with  which  it  had  little  or  nothing  in 
common.  The  Border  Burghs  consisted 
entirely  of  ancient  towns  and  villages, 
which  had  become  considerable  manu- 
facturing towns  quite  recently,  and  the 
population  of  which  was  increasing  very 
raspidly.  But  Jedburgh  w«w  a  rural 
town,  which  had  in  it  only  one  or  two 
manufactories,  which  was  not  a  com- 
mercial town  in  any  sense,  and  in  which 
the  population  was  very  much  the  same 
as  it  was  10  years  ago.  Nor  was  it  on 
account  of  any  discrepancy  of  numbers 
between  the  county  and  the  town.  If 
the  county  contained  a  very  large  popu- 
lation and  the  burghs  a  very  small 
population,  then  there  would  be  some- 
thing to  say  for  this  proposal ;  but  the 
burghs  at  this  moment  contained  40,000 
inhabitants,  whereas  the  county,  in- 
cluding Jedburgh,  only  contained  37,000, 
and  therefore  on  no  question  of  popu- 
lation, and  with  no  public  need  to  serve, 
it  was  proposed  to  take  3,000  people 
out  of  the  county,  which  wanted  to  keep 
them,  and  put  them  into  a  group  of 
burghs  with  a  large  population,  which 
did  not  want  to  have  them.  They  did 
not  require  in  Scotland  to  redress  any 
balance  between  the  town  and  county 
populations.  In  Scotland,  in  general, 
every  burgh  Member  had  a  larger  popu- 
lation attached  to  him  than  the  county 
Members.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  no 
interest  in  the  matter.  He  should  be 
very  proud  to  represent  the  population 
of  Jedburgh ;  but  he  did  not  wish  ,to 
represent  them  at  the  expense  of  the  in- 
terests and  the  feelings  of  the  county  to 
which  they  naturally  belonged.  This 
Bill  as  it  had  come  back  to  the  House  of 
Commons  contained  one  proposition  only 
relating  to  Scotland  which  showed  signs 
of  having  been  introduced  on  other  than 
on  public  and  nationaJ.|ro^gd^^^g(^ 
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a  proposal  that  did  not  square  with  any- 
thing else  in  the  Scottish  representation ; 
and  he  thought  he  had  shown  excellent 
reasons  why  the  House  of  Commons 
should — agreeing  with  a  decision  of  its 
own  carried  by  nearly  80  voices — overset 
a  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
which  only  66  Contents  could  be  found 
against  53  Not-Contents.  He  believed 
he  had  put  the  case  with  sufficient  clear- 
ness, and  he  trusted  it  would  commend 
itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
He  moved  that  the  House  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment/' — 
{Mr,  Trevelyan.) 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  said  that,  as  he 
had  moved  the  Amendment  in  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  he  might  be 
allpwed  a  few  words.  He  was  much 
astonished  at  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  that  because  proposals 
made  by  the  Lord  Advocate  were  found 
to  be  inconsistent  with  the  agreement 
between  the  heads  of  Parties,  therefore 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  from  that  side 
of  the  House  ought  not  to  have  been 
moved.  No  such  statement  had  been 
made,  at  all  events  while  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee.  He  therefore  dissented 
from  that  statement,  because  there  was 
no  a^eement  about  Amendments,  and 
the  Amendments  were  moved  in  due 
course.  His  Amendment  was  defeated 
on  a  division ;  but  no  such  contention  as 
that  suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  ever  been  started.  The  House 
would  imagine  from  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  this  had  been  a 
proposal  to  take  a  town  out  of  a  county 
where  it  had  always  been  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary sense,  whereas  the  truth  was 
that  Jedburgh  had  been  a  Parliamen- 
tary burgh  for  200  years.  It  was  one 
of  the  Haddington  group,  and  though  it 
was  no  doubt  part  of  the  Government 
Bill  that  that  group  should  be  destroyed, 
their  contention  was  that  the  case  of 
Jedburgh  was  quite  exceptional,  and 
that  Jedburgh  should  not  be  flung  into 
a  rural  constituency,  as  it  had  nothing 
in  common  with  a  rural  constituency. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  said  some- 
thing about  the  character  of  the  place. 
The  character  of  the  place  was  simply 
this — that  the  main  occupations  of  Jed- 
burgh were  exactly  the  same  as  those  of 

Mr,  Trevelyan 


the  Border  Burghs;  and  he  was  told 
that  there  were  not  20  persons  in  Jed- 
burgh connected  with  agricultural  pur- 
suits. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ar- 
gument, therefore,  as  to  the  towns  re- 
maining in  the  county  had  very  little 
support.  It  was  with  considerable  sur- 
prise that  he  found  himself  with  an 
opportunity  of  saying  a  few  more  words 
on  this  subject,  for  he  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  the  reasons  why  this  par- 
ticular Amendment — [Laughter^ — ^he  did 
not  know  what  the  laughter  meant ;  but 
what  he  had  to  say  was  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  circumstances  which  led 
to  the  selection  of  this  burgh  for  special 
notice  elsewhere.  He  thought  the  ex- 
planation was  that  it  differed  from  the 
other  Amendments  by  which  they  on  his 
side  of  the  House  had  endeavoured  to 
add  towns  in  counties  to  presently  exist- 
ing groups  of  burghs,  where  they  had 
not  been  Parliamentary  burghs  before; 
whereas  in  this  case  the  burgh  was 
already  one  of  a  group  of  burghs.  But 
it  was  certain  that  this  was  a  life  and 
death  question  with  the  Party  opposite. 
He  would  tell  Gentlemen  opposite  why 
he  said  it  was  a  life  and  dea^  question 
with  them,  because  it  was  the  subject  of 
a  four-line  Whip.  It  was  a  question  of 
life  and  death  judging  by  the  number  of 
lines ;  but  he  thought  it  was  rather  hard 
upon  Jedburgh,  where  it  was  so  im- 
portant that  it  should  only  have  had 
four  lines.  The  feeling  opposite  was 
very  strong  indeed.  He  imagined  that 
the  Party  opposite  would  have  staked 
its  political  existence  on  the  subject  if  it 
had  had  any  political  existence  to  stake. 
But  the  point  selected  for  this  life  and 
death  struggle  was  one  with  regard  to 
which  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  said  that  he  sym- 
pathized with  the  view  entertained  os 
this  side  of  the  House.  He  could  not 
say  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Dackj 
had  added  any  further  reasons ;  bat  he 
would  add  a  word  as  to  expressions  of 
opinion  from  that  locality.  He  had  had 
no  communication  with  the  locahty 
until  Saturday,  when  he  received  three 
Petitions  on  the  subject.  Two  of  them 
were  from  the  associations  in  theeonaty, 
but  the  third  was  from  the  burgh  ol 
Jedburgh  itself,  and  was  signed  by  MO 
male  persons,  which  was  a  remarinhk 
fact  when  it  was  remembered  that  Jed- 
burgh only  had  390  voters  in  it.  Tbt 
was  probably,  therefore,  a  veiy  kige 
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proportion  of  the  constituency  of  Jed- 
burgh. They  were  told  recently  that  the 
good  ship  of  Beform  was  about  to  come 
to  port.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  if  the  ship  were  to  come  into  port, 
but  not  flying  false  colours.  [**0h!'' 
and  cries  of  **  Divide  !  "1  Ho  would  ex- 
plain what  he  meant,  it  had  been  part 
of  the  instructions  to  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  that  they  should,  as  far 
as  possible,  separate  urban  and  rural 
constituencies;  it  had  further  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  that  these 
elements  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
kept  distinct;  and  the  proposal  before 
the  House  was  dead  in  the  teeth  of  this 
view,  and  of  the  declaration  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  that 
the  great  object  in  view  was  that  the 
country  should  be  represented.  It  could 
hardly  be  in  irony  that  this  expression 
had  been  used,  and  yet  it  was  the  coun- 
try parts  of  counties  that  would  be  un- 
represented if  the  urban  element  over- 
whelmed them.  Here  a  considerable 
urban  population  was  flung  into  the  midst 
of  the  rural  population,  dominating  and 
inundating  the  political  population  of 
the  county.  He  would  only  conclude  by 
saying  that  he,  for  one,  was  not  at  all 
anxious  to  ask  the  House  to  go  to  a 
division  on  this  subject.  He  held  that, 
80  far  as  this  House  was  concerned,  its 
decision  was  taken  on  a  former  occa- 
sion ;  and  it  was  for  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  to  do  what  they  thought 
right  in  the  matter.  He  once  more 
protested  in  regard  to  the  arrangements 
for  Scotland  that  there  was  a  most  un- 
fair re-arrangement  in  regard  to  the 
disparity  of  population  between  coun- 
ties and  burghs.  He  entirely  disagreed 
with  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  burgh  Members  represented  in 
many  cases  greater  populations  than 
county  Members.  It  was  quite  other- 
wise in  regard  to  many  counties.  It  was 
not,  however,  in  this  case,  in  regard  to 
numbers,  but  because  an  urban  popula- 
tion was  being  flung  into  the  midst  of  a 
rural  constituency,  that  he  had  once  more 
objected  to  the  proposal  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  CRAIG  SELLAE,  who  rose  amid 
loud  cries  of  "  Divide,"  said,  he  would 
not  detain  the  House;  but  there  was 
still  a  Representative  of  the  burgh  of 
Jedburgh,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be 
allowed  to  add  his  voice  to  that  of  his 


right  hon.  Friend,  and  to  express  the 
hope  that  the  House  would  disagree 
with  this  Amendment.  [CVt>«  vf 
**  Agreed ! "]  He  would  confine  himself 
to  a  single  point  which  had  been  alluded 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken — namely,  that  with  regard  to 
the  expression  of  opinion  in  the  locality. 
When  the  news  arrived  on  Wednesday 
that  the  change  had  been  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  that  Jedburgh  had 
been  taken  out  of  the  county  and  thrown 
into  the  Border  Burghs,  the  surprise 
was  greater  than  he  could  express. 
Immediately  a  public  meeting  was 
called  in  the  old-fashioned  way — by  tuck 
of  drum  —  and  that  evening  a  large 
meeting  assembled  in  the  hall,  and  a 
motion  was  put  to  the  meeting,  and  the 
whole  gathering,  except  eight,  voted  in 
favour  of  disagreeing  with  the  Lords' 
Amendment.  A  Petition  was  sent  to  him 
which  he  had  presented  to  this  House 
to-day,  and  he  had  got  another  Petition, 
not  from  that  meeting,  but  signed  by 
70  per  cent  of  the  electors  of  Jedbureh, 
begging  the  House  not  to  agree  to  this 
Amendment.  That,  he  thought,  was  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  Petition,  which 
was  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Dalrymnle)  to  have  been  signed 
by  300  male  inhabitants  of  the  borough. 
In  the  face  of  the  facts,  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  the  House  to 
agree  to  this  Amendment. 

Me.  LEWIS  said,  that  one  of  the 
points  raised  in  connection  with  the  Bill 
was  that  every  burgh  of  under  15,000 
inhabitants  should  be  disfranchised.  He 
thought  the  case  was  not  so  indefensible 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan) seemed  to  believe.  If  anyone 
had  broken  the  principle  of  the  Bill  it 
was  the  Government,  who  had  done  so 
in  the  cases  of  Pembroke  and  Warwick, 
and  of  these  flagprant  exceptions  no  ex* 
planation  had  been  given.  He  should 
certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as 
now  drawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  28,  column  1,  line  14,  after 
('*  Staple Inn")iiisert  ("  and");  column 
1,  lines  15  and  16,  leave  out  (^'and 
Liberty  of  the  Rolls  *')• 

Page  35,  column  2,  line  24,  leave  out 
(''detached");  column  2,  line  25,  after 
(**  entirely  ")  insert  ('*  or  nearly  "). 

Page  38,  leave  out  lines  1  to  11.  both 
inclusive.  ^  ^  ^  ^T  ^ 
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Page  42,  line  26,  leave  out  ("Donny- 
brook'')  and  insert  (**  Saint  Stephen's 
Green"). 

Page  50,  line  34,  leave  out  ("South- 
Eastern  ")  and  insert  (**  Ilkeston  "), 
— the  next  Amendments,  agreed  to. 

Page  51,  line  20,  leave  out  the  ^ord 
"  Crediton,"  and  insert  the  words 
'^  South  Molton,"  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Mr.  Johnson.) 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  had  a  strong  feeling  that  tho  name 
originally  selected  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners  was  the  right  one,  and 
he  could  not  understand  why  it  vf  as  de- 
parted from. 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
Boundary  Commissionersprobably  would 
not  have  chosen  South  Molton  if  they 
had  anticipated  it  was  to  be  preceded  by 
the  words  **  Northern  or,"  which  did  not 
sound  well  with  South  Molton. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  52  ;  Noes 
87 :  Majority  35.— (Div.  List,  No.  203.) 

Page  53,  line  27,  leave  out  (**  and  ") 
and  insert  (**  including"). 

Page  55,  line  29,  after  (*'  Caerphilly 
Lower")  insert  (**  including  the  whole 
of  the  parish  of  Eglwysilan  "). 

Page  56,  line  8,  column  3,  after 
(**Kibbor")  insert  ("except  any  part 
of  the  parish  of  Eglwysilan"). 

Page  64,  line  25,  leave  out  ("Hind- 
ley  ")  and  insert  ("  Ince  "). 

Page  66,  line  10,  after  ("  Hawerby  ") 
insert  (**  -cum-Beesby  "). 

Page  67,  line  26,  after  ("Kensing- 
ton ")  insert  ("  St.  George,  Hanover 
Square,  Strand"). 

Page  75,  line  8,  after  ("Okeover") 
insert  ("Prestwood");  line  16,  after 
("Stafford")  insert  ("including  the 
whole  of  the  parish  of  Gnosall ") ;  lines 
17  and  18,  leave  out  ("including  the 
whole  parish  of  Gnosall"). 

Page  76,  line  1,  leave  out  ("South- 
Eastern  ")  and  insert  ("Hands worth") ; 
line  11,  leave  out  ("Lowestoft")  and 
insert  ("Mutford  and  Lothingland  ") ; 
line  38,  after  ("Hadleigh") insert  ("or 
Cosford"). 


Page  78,  line  7,  after  ("parliamen- 
tary") insert  ("borough  of  Deptford 
and  the  area  of  the  Parliamentary  ") ; 
line  8,  leave  out  ("Deptford"), 
— the  next  Amendments,  agreed  to. 

Page  84,  line  29,  leave  out  "  Batley," 
and  insert  "  Morley,"  the  next  Amend- 
ment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON,  in  moving 
that  the  House  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment,  said,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  fully  discussed  in  the 
House,  and  he  did  not  propose  to  repeat 
arguments  that  had  been  heard  already. 
He  would  simply  say  that  his  Motion 
in  favour  of  Batley  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  17.  The  majority  in  favour 
of  Morley  in  the  House  of  Lords  was 
only  three,  and  he  thought  this  was  a 
case  in  which  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  prevail. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  said,  that, 
although  the  majority  on  the  second 
occasion  in  favour  of  Batley  was  17,  yet 
it  was  a  small  House,  and  the  majority 
contained  no  fewer  than  23  of  the  ex- 
treme Ldsh  Party ;  while  of  4  county  and 
10  borough  Yorkshire  Members  preeent, 
all  the  county  and  6  of  the  boroagh 
Members  voted  in  favour  of  Morley. 

Me.  WADDY  said,  that  four-fifths  of 
Batley  was  in  the  borough  of  Dewsbuj, 
and  what  was  now  wanted  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simoo) 
was  that  the  new  constituency  should  be 
named  after  a  small  comer  of  Batley, 
four-fifths  of  which  was  already  repre- 
sented by  himself. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  discnss  this 
question  over  again.  On  the  whole,  he 
sided  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Frieod 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  in  favour  of  Batley; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  majority  of  the 
Qovemment  voted  for  Moriey.  The 
question  had  been  carried  both  ways  in 
that  House,  and  not  by  a  very  lam  ma- 
jority ;  and  in  the  House  of  Lords  Modey 
was  only  carried  by  21  to  18. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  — Ayes  36; 
Noes  86:   Majority   50.  — (Div.   Li«i» 

No.  204.) 
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Page  85,  line  38,  after  (''Owston") 
insert  (**Skellow")» — t^®  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Page  86,  line  89,  leave  out  the  words 
'*  Spen  Valley,"  and  insert  the  word 
**  Biratall,"  the  next  Amendment,  read 
a  second  time. 

Mh.  ILLINGWORTH,  in  moving 
to  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment, 
said,  that  in  that  House  they  had  al- 
ready had  two  debates  and  three  divisions 
on  the  pointy  with  the  result  that  the 
name  of  Spen  Valley  was  confirmed.  In 
the  Lords,  the  change  was  made  at  the 
end  of  the  discussions  on  the  Bill  after  a 
very  short  debate.  This  district  com- 
prised six  towns,  and  in  point  of  popula- 
tion Birstall  was  only  the  fifth.  Spen 
Valley  was  a  well-known  area.  The 
name  had  been  adopted  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  the  whole  dis- 
trict for  sanitary  purposes.  It  had  been 
said  that  this  was  a  matter  of  sentiment ; 
but  sentiment  ought  to  be  respected. 
The  Spen  was  not  a  large  stream ;  but 
it  was  a  very  important  one,  rimning 
through  the  very  centre  of  the  district, 
and  on  it  were  a  large  number  of  very 
important  works.  On  the  other  hand, 
Birstall  was  a  small  place,  at  the  ex- 
treme north-east  comer  of  the  consti- 
tuency. There  could  be  no  case  made 
out  why  a  name  covering  the  whole  area 
should  be  given  up  for  the  name  of  a 
small  town.  This  was  a  Party  move  on 
the  part  of  the  other  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords .  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Ulingworth.) 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  protested  against 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  had  occasion  to  look  into  this 
subject,  and  he  found  that  the  feeling  in 
the  district  was  very  strong  indeed  in 
favour  of  Birstall.  It  was  a  name  tho- 
roughly well  known  in  the  district,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  nothing  could  be 
stronger  than  the  statement  of  Lord 
Gran  brook,  who  told  the  House  of  Lords 
that  he  had  known  the  district  intimately 
all  his  life,  and  had  never  heard  of  the 
Spen  Valley. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
according  to  whether  a  man  knew  one 
part  of  a  district  or  not,  so  he  thought 
one  or  other  of  these  names  was  the 
better.    The  Government  had  received 


a  Memorial  in  favour  of  Spen  Valley, 
from  the  Local  Boards  of  Heckmond- 
wike,  Liversedge,  and  Cleckheaton, 
with  a  population  of  over  32,000,  form- 
ing by  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  district.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  name  of  Spen  Valley  was 
very  little  known.  It  was  a  name  which 
was  invented  a  few  years  ago  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  This  was  one  of  those 
questions  where  local  jealousies  inter- 
fered between  town  and  town ;  and  Bir- 
stall, which  was  a  small  place,  was  un- 
popular among  the  larger  places,  and 
therefore  they  had  united  on  the  name 
of  Spen  Valley.  While  he  should  not 
expect  all  his  Colleagues  to  vote  with 
him,  he  himself  woidd  support  Spen 
Valley. 

Colonel  GUNTER  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  not  only  because  it 
was  agreed  to  there,  but  also  because  it 
was  the  name  given  by  the  Boundary 
Commissioners,  and  was  the  best  known 
in  the  whole  of  Yorkshire.  Out  of  a 
population  of  54,000,  the  whole  civil 
parish  of  Birstall  contained  51,000. 

Mr.  BARRAN  said,  that  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  population  were  in  the  civil 
parish  of  Birstall,  and  no  district  was 
better  known  in  Yorkshire.  He  should 
regret  very  much  if  Birstall  did  not  re- 
tain the  name. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  there  never 
had  been  the  slightest  reason  shown 
why  the  name  of  Birstall  should  not  be 
adopted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  65 ;  Noes 
46:  Majority  19.— (Div.  List,  No.  205.) 

Page  88,  line  26,  leave  out  ('*Kirk- 
patrick  Juxta  "). 

Page  90,  line  28,  after  ("  Kilbride  ") 
insert  ('*  and  so  much  of  the  parish  of 
Kirkpatrick  juxta  as  may  be  in  the 
county  of  Lanark  ") ;  line  36,  leave  out 
(''so  much")  and  insert  the  detached 
(**  portion"). 

Page  91,  line  1,  leave  out  ('*  as  ")  and 
insert  (**  which"). 

Page  103,  lines  11  and  12,  leave  out 
(''North  Liberties"). 

Page  110,  line  3,  leave  out  ("Kil- 
culliheen");  line  28,  after  ("Dysart") 
insert    (''  except    the    townlands     of 
Ballyote,  Slanebeg,  and  Slanemore  "), 
— the  concluding  Amendments,  agreed  to^ 
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Oommittee  appointed,  <'to  draw  up  Reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
two  of  the  Amendments  to  which  this  House 
hath  disagreed ; " — Sir  Charles  Dilkb,  Secre- 
tary Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr. 
Trbvelyan,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord 
Advocate,  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor,  and  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  :  —To  with- 
draw immediately : — Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) BILL. 

Eeasons  for  disagreeing  to  The  Lords 
Amendments  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS:  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  one  minute  in 
order  to  express  a  wish  that  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  will  not  be  agreed  to 
until  one  other  item  of  Business,  which 
will  probably  take  only  five  or  ten 
minutes,  has  been  disposed  of.  The 
Business  of  to-night  has  been  of  an  un- 
usual character.  All  the  Business  has 
been  postponed  except  the  Seats  Bill 
and  the  Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity 
Bill.  The  item  I  propose  to  proceed 
with  is  germane  to  the  Seats  Bill — 
almost  a  part  of  it,  and  it  is  a  matter 
which  thousands  in  this  country  look 
upon  as  very  important.  What  I  pro- 
pose is  that  the  remaining  Orders  be 
run  through  until  we  come  to  the  Mo- 
tion for  what  is  practically  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  which  provides  that  no 
person  shall  be  disqualified  from  voting 
at  Parliamentary  elections  by  the  receipt 
of  medical  relief  for  himself  or  for  his 
family.  If  it  is  the  will  of  the  House 
that  this  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with, 
it  will  only  take  about  10  minutes;  and, 
seeing  the  shortness  of  the  time  at  our 
disposal,  it  is  of  importance  that  the  Bill 
should  be  introduced  at  once.  The  first 
reading  is  a  stage  of  the  Bill  that  does 
not  usually  raise  contentious  matter,  and 
no  harm  could  be  done  by  agreeing  to 
my  proposal. 

Mr.  jBROADHUEST  said,  he  would 
add  his  earnest  appeal  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  Since  the 
decision  in  regard  to  medical  relief  was 
agreed  to,  evidence  had  come  to  hand 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  showing 
that  the  measure  of  enfranchisement 
which  both  Houses  had  passed  would 
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in  many  cases  be  a  perfect  mockery  un- 
less this  disqualification  were  removed. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  refuse 
a  request  which  was  intended  to  do  jus- 
tice to  a  vast  body  of  the  electorate. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  he  originally  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Ohristchurch  (Mr. 
Horace  Davey),  as  there  was  something 
real  about  it ;  but  this  resuscitation  <n 
the  question  was  made  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  up  an  electioneering  cry.  It 
was  perfectly  impossible  to  pass  the  Bill 
throng  the  House  of  Loras  this  Ses- 
sion. Hon.  Gentlemen  could  notBerionalj 
expect  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WABTON  was  of  opinion  Uiat 
the  Bill  could  not  be  oonsidered  by  tlie 
House,  as  the  subject  of  it  had  already 
been  disposed  of. 

Mb.  E.  T.  EEID  repudiated  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  that  this  was  an  elec- 
tioneering trick,  though,  no  doubt,  the 
hon.  Member  knew  as  much  about  tricks 
as  anybody.  If  Radical  Members  had 
simply  an  electioneering  object  in  view, 
they  would  allow  the  grievance  to  re- 
main unredressed,  for  the  grievance 
would  be  much  more  beneficial  thaa 
the  remedy.  It  would  be  a  oruel 
thing,  seeing  the  period  of  the  SenioD, 
to  refuse  to  allow  the  first  stage  of  the 
Bill  to  be  taken,  especially  as  lie  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  coming  Con- 
servative Administration  would  not  <^ 
pose  it. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  subject  ought  not  to  be  introduced 
at  the  present  time. 

Mb.  PICTON  pointed  out  that,  as  to 
the  idea  that  it  was  sought  to  introdooe 
this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  an  elec- 
tioneering cry,  the  best  electioneerinfc 
cry  the  most  advanced  Liberal  ooold 
have  was  that  the  House  had  refused  to 
take  any  trouble  to  pass  a  measure  of 
justice  such  as  this  was.  By  passing  the 
mecusure  they  were  rather  depriving 
themselves  of  an  electioneering  cry.  Oi 
behalf  of  the  most  helpless  portioo  of 
the  community,  he  supported  the  request 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. 

Mb.  GALLAN  said,  he  alao  shosld 
support  the  proposal.  He  regretted  that 
the  Attorney  General  and  c^her  Mea- 
bers  of  the  Government  were  not  pieesar 
to  explain  the  course  they  took  on  a 
former  occasion. 

Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  be  was 
glad  one  Inah  Member  had  risen  totop- 
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port  the  proposal.  They  were  all  agreed 
that  znedioal  relief  in  Ireland  should  not 
be  a  disqualification ;  and  it  was  astonish- 
ing that  two  Irish  Members  could  be 
found  to  prevent  the  same  privilege  being 
appliedtothe  rest  of  the  country.  From  one 
point  of  view,  he  was  very  anxious  about 
this.  It  was  possible — he  hoped  it  was 
not  probable — ^we  should  have  a  visitation 
of  cholera ;  for  we  saw  cholera  coming 
over  different  parts  of  Europe  at  the 
present  moment.  Now,  the  most  im- 
portant measure  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
cholera  was  immediate  isolation  in  a 
public  or  parish  hospital  of  infected 
patients,  and  we  ought  to  offer  the 
greatest  facilities  for  producing  that  iso- 
lation in  the  case  of  any  epidemic  visit- 
ing this  country.  But  if  medical  relief 
were  to  be  a  disqualification,  one  of  our 
greatest  sanitary  measures  would  be  ren- 
dered inoperative.  He  was  sure  the 
other  side  would  not  have  made  this 
alteration  in  the  House  of  Lords  had 
they  known  it  to  be  of  the  importance  it 
was.  What  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings) 
asked  the  House  was  not  to  decide  upon 
the  merits  of  the  Bill,  but  that  he  should 
have  permission  to  introduce  it,  in  order 
that  in  the  limited  time  of  the  Session 
they  might  have  a  chance,  if  what  had 
been  done  was  considered  a  mistake,  of 
rectifying  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  32 ;  Noes 
55 :  Majority  23.— (Div.  List,  No.  206.) 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  explained 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  it  was,  of 
course,  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  Government  Orders 
that  night,  and  he  appealed  to  private 
Members  not  to  take  their  Orders.  The 
Government  had,  of  course,  no  power  to 
prevent  private  Members  from  taking 
their  Orders ;  but  the  only  effect  of 
taking  any  of  the  Orders  would  be  to 
keep  the  House  sitting  to  a  late  hour, 
witnout  producing  any  good  result. 

OBDJSR  OF  TjrU  LA  Y. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

(Mr.  WaH0h,  Mr,  Oewrge  Howard^  Mr.  Stafford 

Howard^  Mr.  Ainnoorth,  Mr,  F$rgu$on,) 

[bill  26.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 


Mb.  PELL,  in  moving  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair,  said,  he  only  asked  it  to 
do  so  formally,  although  the  Bill  was 
quite  as  important,  if  not  more  so,  than 
the  one  relating  to  disfranchisement 
through  medical  relief,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  J.  CoUings) 
was  so  anxious  to  push  through  the 
House.  It  was  one  in  which  small 
holders,  who  were  among  the  most  pro- 
vident people  in  the  country,  were  in- 
terested. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (JTr.  Fell) 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  proceeded 
with,  as  it  would  be  impossible  to  ade- 
quately discuss  its  merits  on  this  occa- 
sion. If  this  Bill,  which  was  a  very 
good  one,  was  proceeded  with,  he 
thought  it  was  likely  that  the  reasons  of 
its  interposition  would  be  taken  to  be  a 
desire  to  prevent  the  bringing  on  of  the 
Bill  for  which  the  House  had  consented 
to  go  through  the  Orders.  He  hoped 
there  would  be  no  attempt  by  any  side 
wind  to  upset  the  conclusion  to  which 
the  House  had  so  recently  come. 

Mr.  WAKTON  protested  against  this 
attempt  of  hon.  Members  opposite  to  set 
aside  the  understanding  which  had  been 
entered  into  early  that  evening,  that  no 
Business  except  the  Eedistribution  Bill 
and  the  Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity  Bill 
should  be  proceeded  with.  The  Go- 
vernment had,  by  their  statement,  in- 
duced the  majority  of  the  House  to 
leave,  and  had  now  failed  to  secure  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  He  accused 
the  Eadical  Members  of  a  want  of 
honesty  and  fair  play  in  their  endeavour 
to  force  a  Bill  upon  the  House  in  the 
face  of  the  understanding  between  the 
two  Front  Benches.  Sharp  practice  did 
not  pay  in  the  long  run. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Friday. 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 

HOUSE-ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

RESOLXmON. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  remaining  Orders  of  the  Daj| 
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be  deferred  till  Friday."— (1/r.  Rowley 
Mill.) 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  Motion.  He  proposed  to  take  a 
stage  of  the  Irish  Borough  Funds  Bill, 
which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow,  and  was  a  Bill  of 
great  importance. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  was  also 
opposed  to  the  Motion.  The  Irish  Tur- 
bary Bill  was  down  on  the  Paper,  and 
was  an  extremely  just  and  equitable  one. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  that  when  this 
question  of  enfranchising  those  who 
obtained  medical  relief  which  hon. 
Members  were  driving  at  in  an  irre- 
gular fashion  came  properly  before  the 
House  he  would  vote  for  it.  He  opposed 
the  present  Motion  on  the  ground  that 
the  Irish  Turbary  Bill,  which  was  down 
on  the  Paper,  ought  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  BR0ADHUR8T  pointed  out  that 
when  the  appeal  was  made  to  the  House 
not  to  adjourn,  the  sole  objection  was  to 
permit  the  introduction  of  the  Medical 
Belief  Bill.  He,  therefore,  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  pointed  out 
that  many  hon.  Qentlemen  were  in- 
terested in  other  Bills  which  stood  on 
the  Paper.  He  thought  the  simplest 
course  would  be  to  allow  all  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  to  be  run  through,  as  this 
would  be  better  than  to  stop  at  a  par- 
ticular measure. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd),  it  seemed  hopeless  for  him 
(Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  to  attempt  to  get 
the  Medical  Belief  Bill  introduced  to- 
night. The  hon.  Member  had  con- 
tended for  the  right  to  deal  with  cer- 
tain Bills.  That  was  not  in  the  mind 
of  the  House  when  it  agreed  to  continue 
the  Sitting.  He  could  not  hope  to  take 
the  first  stage  of  his  measure  to-night 
without  keeping  hon.  Members  for  such 
a  length  of  time  as  he  did  not  like  to 
propose.  He  regretted  the  course  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken,  and  he  left 
the  responsibility  with  him.  He  under- 
stood that  after  the  House  went  into 
Committee  proformd  on  the  Copyhold 
Enfranchisement  Bill,  nothing  would 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  Medical  Belief 
Bill.  He  was  afraid  that  the  bottom 
of  the  Opposition  was  an  unwillingness 
to  allow  the  object  which  the  House 


wanted  carried  out  to  be  accomplished. 
Therefore,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Wor- 
cester (Mr.  Bowley  Hill)  went  to  a 
division,  he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  repudiated 
the  imputation  that  he  wished  to  delay 
the  question  of  Medical  Belief.  No- 
thing was  further  from  his  intention. 
All  he  asked  was  that  if  for  the  con- 
venience of  some  hon.  Members  they 
proceeded  with  certain  Orders  they 
might  also  proceed  with  other  Orders  in 
which  other  hon.  Members  were  in- 
terested. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.*' — 
{Sir  Henry  Fletcher,) 

Mr.  BIGGAB  thought  it  was  idle  for 
hon.  Members  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way to  attempt  to  make  the  public  sup- 
pose that  they  could  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  1 5th  of  June,  and  pass  it  into  law 
during  the  present  Session.  There  were 
no  fewer  tnan  42  Bills  on  the  Orders 
for  to-night,  many  of  which  were  of  fu 
greater  importance  than  this. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FO  WLEB  said,  they  were 
in  the  midst  of  what  was  known  as  s 
Ministerial  crisis.  There  was  no  respont 
sible  Minister  of  the  Crown  present  in 
the  House,  and  the  well  -  understood 
practice  of  the  House  for  generations 
had  been  that  no  legislative  action  of 
any  kind  should  take  place  when  thers 
was  no  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown  ready  to  undertake  the  respon- 
sibility of  advising  the  acceptance  or  re- 
jection of  these  measures.  Special  ex 
ception  had  been  made  in  favour  of  a 
measure  passed  in  both  Houses,  and 
which  would  shortly  receive  the  Boval 
Assent,  and  the  House  had  also  decided 
to  allow  a  Bill  to  be  introduced  closely 
connected  with  that  measure.  An  ex- 
caption  had  further  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  the  closing  stages  of  the  PriooeM 
Beatrice's  Annuity  BilL  He  would  sub- 
mit that  it  would  not  be  wise,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  Ministry,  and  in  the  absencs 
of  a  large  number  of  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  to  attempt  to  snap  a 
division  on  any  of  the  Orders  of  the  I>ay 
on  the  Paper,  and  that  it  was  due  to  tbs 
House  and  the  country  that  they  should 
on  that  occasion  follow  well-understood 
precedents,  and  adjourn  the  proceedings 
of  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOBTHOOTK  »id. 
he  entirely  concurred  with  what   had 
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fallen  from  the  hon.  Member,  that  it 
was  in  accordance  with  all  practice  in  a 
Ministerial  crisis  that  the  House  should 
merely  meet  from  day  to  day  to  know 
when  it  might  expect   that    crisis    to 
terminate ;  and  that  it  was  most  unusual 
and  unprecedented  for  Business  of  a  con- 
troversial character  to  be  taken.     To- 
night they  had  had  a  large  number  of 
Orders  of  the  Day,  the  accumulation  of 
former  days,  and  it  was  perfectly  under- 
stood, when  the  Motion  was  made  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  to-day, 
that  it  was  that  a  further  adjournment 
might  be  made,  that  a  day  might  be 
fixed  in  order  to  take  the  necessary  steps 
to  establish  regular  order  in  their  pro- 
ceedings. Two  exceptions,  however,  had 
been  made  by  the  House  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  present  Government.     One 
was  to  finish,  so  far  as  lay  in  their  power, 
the  proceedings  on  the  Kedistribution  of 
Seats  Bill,  and  the  other  was  to  finish 
the  Bill  with  regard  to  Princess  Bea- 
trice's Annuity.     Both  of  these  were 
treated  exceptionally,  and  they  were  in- 
formed by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  still 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who,  al- 
though only  holding  Office  till  his  Suc- 
cessor was  appointed,  still  had  the  re- 
sponsibility  of  the  actual  events  of  the 
day,  that  as  soon  as  the  fifth  Order  had 
been  passed — namely,  that  of  the  Prin- 
cess Beatrice  Annuity  Bill,  the  Motion 
would  be  made  that  the  House  would 
adjourn.    That  Motion  was  made;  but 
he  was  certainly  surprised  that  no  steps 
appeared  to  have  been  taken  to  keep 
hon.  Members  present.     However,  they 
must  not  be  too  critical  at  a  time  like 
this.  It  was  unfortunate,  and  had  led  to 
some  confusion ;  but  he  believed  they  were 
now  in  this  position — that  all  the  Govern- 
ment Orders  had  been  postponed,  and 
other   days    fixed  for  them.      One    or 
two  Orders   for    Bills  of  independent 
Members  had  been  proceeded  with,  and 
he  believed  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  had 
obtained  a  stage  on  his  Bill.    It  was  ob- 
vious that  something  might  be  done  all 
through  the  remaining  Orders  ;  but  he 
did  think  it  would  be  considered  hardly 
fair,  and  hardly  in  accordance  with  prac- 
tice, that  those  Bills  so  put  down  should 
be  taken.    The  case  of  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings)  was  treated  as  a  peculiar  one ; 
and  although  the  Government,  and  he 
with  them,  divided  in  favour  of  the  ad- 


journment of  the  House,  yet,  now  that 
the  division  had  been  carried  against 
them  on  it,  he  certainly  did  not  desire 
to  throw  any  impediment  in  the  way  of 
that  Motion  being  made ;  but  he  thought 
it  would  be  extremely  inconvenient  for 
the  House  if  they  were  to  proceed  with 
all  those  Bills,  most  of  which  were  met 
with  Notices  of  opposition,  and  none  of 
which  were  expected  to  be  taken  on  a 
Monday,  which  was  a  Government  night. 
He  thought  it  would  be  unfair  if  advan- 
tage were  taken  of  accidental  circum- 
stances. He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  postponement  of  all 
these  Orders  till  Friday,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  would  be  per- 
mitted to  bring  forward  his  Motion. 

Dk.  CAMERON  remarked,  that  it 
was  one  of  the  inconveniences  of  having 
no  responsible  Government  that  no  re- 
sponsible Minister  thought  it  necessary 
to  stay  in  the  House  while  the  dinner 
hour  was  on. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witMrawn, 

Original  Question  put. 
The  House  divided:— Ayes  7 5-,  Noes 
7  :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  207.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 

(MEDICAL  RELIEF)  BILL. 

MOTION    FOR    LEAVE. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  that 
no  person  shall  be  disqualified  from 
voting  at  Parliamentary  Elections  by 
the  receipt  of  Medical  Relief  for  himself 
or  for  his  family. 

Mr.  WARTON  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  in  Order 
that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  dealing 
with  a  question  which  had  already  been 
several  times  discussed  and  decided  by 
the  House  on  another  measure  ?  Both 
in  Committee,  on  the  Report  stage,  and 
on  the  Lords'  Amendments,  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  this  Bill  had  been  before 
the  House.  If  this  practice  was  adopted 
there  would  be  no  end  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House.  Three  times  had 
this  very  question  been  discussed — once 
upon  the  Committee  stage,  again  upon 
the  Report,  and  now  as  an  Amendment 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  main- 
tained that,  until  the  Bill  was  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  no  such  point  of 
Order  could  be  raised. 
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Parh'ttmefit— 


Mb.  speaker  said,  that  lie 
not  give  a  decision  upon  that  point 
out  seeing  the  Bill.  If  the  Bil 
substantially  the  same  as  a  Bill 
which  the  House  had  come  to  a  de« 
it  would  be  out  of  Order ;  but  if 
ferred  to  a  clause  in  a  Bill  wlii' 
been  decided  in  different  ways  . 
ferent  times,  then  be  was  clea' 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  irreg 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  provide  that  no  person  shal' 
qualified  mm.  voting  at  Farliamoiit  m 
tions  by  the  receipt  of  M(?dical  Rqliff 
self  or  for  his  family,  ordered  to  be  1 
by  Mr.  Jesse  CoLLiNfis,  Mr.  Davkv, 
Mr.  Broadhtjrst,   Mr.   liEN^RAOEt 
Mr.  Charles  Kussell,  lilr*  Cauhut 

AONBW. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  timi 


PUBLIC    HEALTH     (SCOTLAND) 

PROVISIONAL  OKBEE    Bi 

On  Motion  of  The  Ijomti  Ai^i' 
confirm  a  Provisional  Urder  tii\  < 
Village  of  Kenton,  enUrfd  to  h-- 
by  The  Lord  A»vorATL:  siud  ^t  i 
General  for  Scotlanh. 


HOUSE      OF      liOa 
Tmsday^  IBih  Jmu^   I 


PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS  \j 

butiok)  13  ill. 

Returned  from  the  I  omraons 
the  amendments  affifot  ta^  imd  m 
to  J  with  Reasons  for  tmch  tliwigj 
said  Reasons  to  be  prutUd  ;   and  W 
sidered  on  Friday  next.  (Xo.  i;iS,) 

House  adjourned  nl  At 
Three  o^lockj  till  'Vu- 


HOUSE     OF     L  0  II  It  - 
JFednesdnt/,   17 Ih  Jmir,   imh. 


MINUTES.]— PuBLu    BiLL— J.V*r  iicmlUti^^ 
Princess  Beatrice's  Auotijty*  {V^^j* 
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enable  either  side  of  the  House  to  make 
a  statement ;  and  it  will  be  more  conye- 
nient,  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  and 
also  probably  in  that  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  as  well  as  for  the  interest  of 
Public  Business,  that  we  should  adjourn 
until  Tuesday.  I  wish  to  make  just  one 
observation  with  regard  to  an  important 
Order  upon  the  Paper.  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  importance,  as  a  matter  of 
general  Business,  of  getting  the  Eedis- 
tribution  Bill  passed  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, so  as  to  enable  the  Local  Authori- 
ties to  do  their  work ;  but  a  yery  serious 
Oonstitutional  question  has  unfortu- 
nately arisen.  It  turns  out—and  we 
haye  taken  good  opinion  upon  the  point 
— that  the  Kedistnbution  jBill,  when  it 
passes,  absolutely  takes  away  from  this 
time  until  November  next  the  power  of 
Dissolution.  It  destroys  one  set  of  con- 
stituencies, and 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  beg  thepardon 
of  the  noble  Marquess.  Does  he  nro- 
pose  to  make  his  statement  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  Adjournment,  or  on  the 
Order  for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  SALI8BUEY : 
My  proposal  was  to  take  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl  proposes  to 

f  through  the  Orders  of  the  Day  first, 
shall  offer  no  objection  to  that  course 
being  adopted.  I,  however,  think  that 
it  would  be  an  inconvenient  one.  What 
I  was  about  to  say  with  regard  to  the 
Bedistribution  Bill  was  that  that  was 
the  effect  of  it.  It  destroys  one  set  of 
Begisters 

TsB  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY:  I  rise 
to  Order.  It  is  against  the  Eules  of  the 
House  to  discuss  one  Order  when  the 
House  is  considering  another  question. 
I  therefore  object  to  the  noble  Marquess 
making  a  statement  at  the  present  mo- 
ment,    r  CrieB  of  **  Divide !  '^l 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY:  I 
am  aware  that  these  observations  before 
half -past  4  o'clock  are  never  technically 
in  (hder  at  all ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl 
objects,  of  course  I  will  not  proceed. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY:  I  think 
it  will  be  more  convenient  to  wait  until 
the  Order  is  reached. 

PRINCESS  BEATRICE'S  ANNUITY  BILL. 

{The  Earl  GhranvilU,) 

(no.    138.)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ingread. 


Eabl  GEANVILLE :  After  the  re- 
ception which  your  Lordships  gave  to 
the  observations  made  on  this  subject 
the  other  day  by  the  noble  Marquess  and 
by  myself,  it  does  not  require  any  words 
of  mine  to  commend  this  Bill  to  your 
Lordships,  and  I  therefore  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  be  of  opinion  that 
this  is  a  BiU  with  regard  to  which 
the  Standing  Orders  should  be  sus- 
pended. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{TJisEarl  Granville,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  Committee  negatived:  Then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXY.  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order),  and  dispensed  with: 
Bill  read  3*,  Bind  passed. 

HONORARY  FREEDOM  OF  BOROUGHS 

BILL. 

CONSEDEBATION  OF  OOMMONS'   AMSND- 

HENT. 

Commons  Amendment  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order). 

The  Mabqubss  of  BIFON  moved 
that  the  Commons'  Amendment  to  this 
Bill,  by  which  Corporations  were  al- 
lowed to  grant  the  freedom  of  their 
boroughs  by  a  bare  majority,  be  agreed 
to. 

Moved,  "  To  agree  to  the  said  Amend- 
ment."— (The  Marquess  of  Ripon.) 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  objected  to  the 
Amendment.  The  Bill  originally  re- 
quired a  two-thirds  majority,  and  he 
moved  that  the  Amendment  be  not 
agreed  to. 

The  Mabquess  of  EIPON  said,  he 
regarded  the  point  as  a  small  one.  He 
would  not  give  the  House  the  trouble 
of  dividing. 

On  Question  f  Resolved  in  the  negative. 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a 
reason  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons  for 
the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the  said  amend- 
ment :  The  Committee  to  meet  forth- 
with:  Beport  from  the  Committee  of 
the  reason  prepared  by  them ;  read,'and 
agreed  to ;  and  Bill  returned  to  the  Com- 
mons wiih.  a  reason. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION)  BILL. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the 
Commons  reasons  for    disagreeing    to 
some  of  the  Lords  amendmentSi  read. 
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Movedj  "  That  the  House  do  now  take 
the  said  reasons  into  consideration.'' — 
( 27is  Harl  of  Kimherley, ) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY:  I 
must  renew  the  grounds  of  the  objec- 
tion which  I  stated  a  short  time  ago. 
The  Bill,  by  its  structure,  legally  pre- 
vents any  Dissolution  taking  place  be- 
tween the  time  of  its  passing  and  No- 
vember next.  I  will  not  argue  as  to 
the  fact ;  I  believe  that  it  is  undoubted. 
I  will  not  enter  upon  the  expediency. 
That  is  a  question  which  I  do  not  wish 
now  to  discuss ;  but  the  point  I  wish  to 
impress  upon  your  Lordships  is  that  it 
is  a  very  singular  and  unusual  event  in 
our  history.  Except  in  the  time  of  the 
Long  Parliament,  the  Sovereign  has 
never  before  been  deprived  of  the 
power  of  Dissolution,  and  I  think  that 
such  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to 
exist  unless  there  is  a  responsible  (Go- 
vernment in  power  at  the  time.  I  think 
a  Bill  having  such  an  effect  should  not 
be  passed  without  a  responsible  Govern- 
ment. What  a  responsible  Government, 
whether  on  that  side  of  the  House  or 
this,  may  decide  on  the  matter,  I  do  not 
wish  to  anticipate;  but  we  have  no 
right  to  make  so  large  a  Constitutional 
innovation  when  no  responsible  Govern- 
ment is  in  power.  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  consideration  of  the  Commons' 
reasons  for  disagreeing  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  this  Bill  be  postponed 
until  Tuesday. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
(**now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**on  Tuesday  next.")— (7!%^ 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  :  So  far 
as  this  side  of  the  House  is  concerned, 
I  feel  bound  to  say  that  it  was  thought 
probable  that  some  objections  of  this 
kind  would  be  raised.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess is  well  aware,  of  course,  that  the 
clause  in  debate — the  clause  as  to  the 
Dissolution — was  introduced  at  his  sug- 
gestion. It  now  appears  that  some 
technical  objection  is  raised  to  the 
clause.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  any  Party  in  this  coun- 
try— and  I  cannot  conceive  for  a  mo- 
ment that  it  can  be  the  intention  any- 
where— to  lay  aside  this  important  BiU, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  consideration 
of  these  Amendments  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  forthwith.  I  would  venture 
to  ask  your  Lordships'  attention  to  what 


took  place  in  the  other  House,  and  I 
have  a  right  to  refer  to  what  took  place 
there,  because  their  proceedings  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  are  formally  before  us. 
After  the  resignation  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  took  place,  and  when  the  Amend- 
ments  came  to  be  considered,  the  House 
decided,  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  333  to  35,  I  believe,  that  it  should 
proceed  with  the  Amendments.  Now, 
my  Lords,  is  it  for  this  House,  after 
such  a  declaration  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  which  is  immediately  con- 
cerned, to  raise  some  technical  objectioQ 
of  this  kind,  and  refuse  to  pass  this  Bill 
into  law  to  the  great  inconvenience  of 
the  whole  countiy  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
wish  that  anything  I  say  should  be 
supposed  for  a  moment  to  impute  mo- 
tives which  I  have  no  right  to  suppose 
exist ;  but  how  is  it  possible  to  avoid  the 
belief  that  there  may  be  some  intention 
somewhere  of  tampering  with  this  im- 
portant Bill  ?  If  not,  how  can  it  be 
possible  that  the  minds  of  noble  Lords 
opposite  should  not  be  prepared  to 
proceed,  having  before  them  this  great 
majority  in  the  other  House?  The 
present  Government,  which  is  still 
technically,  though  not  in  one  sense 
a  Government,  are  ready  to  proceed 
with  these  Amendments.  I  say  it  it 
impossible  to  understand  what  can  be 
the  object  the  noble  Marquess  has  in 
this  appeal.  My  Lords,  can  it  be  that 
it  is  contemplated  that  there  should  be  a 
Dissolution  of  Parliament  before  the 
present  Bill  comes  into  effect?  That 
may  be  technically  possible ;  but  I  as- 
sert that  the  whole  country  is  so  bent 
upon  this  Bill  passing  into  law,  and 
upon  there  being  no  Dissolution  and  no 
Election  until  this  Bill  has  passed  into 
law,  that  no  man  could  i>oesibly  hold 
Office  in  this  country  that  would  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  Parliament  ex- 
cept under  this  Bill.  These  are  the 
undeniable  facts,  and  I  shall  ask  tlie 
House  to  proceed  with  the  considermticn 
of  the  Amendments,  and  I  earnestly  hope 
that  the  Amendments  will  be  taken  inio 
consideration  forthwith. 

The  Earl  of  FETEBSHAM  said«  bs 
objected  to  the  Amendments  being  pro- 
ceeded with  now.  The  House  had  beaa 
very  much  hurried  with  re«rd  to  tibe 
Amendments  on  this  Bill.  He  kxmsetf 
had  had  two  or  three  Amendments^  ia 
which  great  interest  was  felt  hr  tils 
people  of  the  West  Biding  of  Tatk- 
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shire,  and  he  had  been  precluded  at  a 
former  stage  from  having  those  Amend- 
ments discussed,  because  of  the  noble 
Earl's  statement  that  it  was  most  im- 
portant that  the  Bill  should  go  down  to 
the  other  House  on  that  night.  But 
what  occurred  ?  So  far  from  the  other 
House  taking  the  Amendments  into  con- 
sideration on  that  night,  the  Bill  was 
postponed  till  the  following  Monday. 
Notwithstanding  the  noble  Earl's  pro- 
tests, therefore,  the  other  House  had 
proceeded  with  great  deliberation,  and 
had  allowed  an  interval  of  two  or  three 
days  before  considering  the  Amend- 
ments. He  held  in  his  hand  a  telegram  as 
to  one  of  the  local  Amendments  to  which 
he  had  referred;  but  the  noble  Earl 
seemed  to  think  that  these  local  affairs 
were  of  no  consequence.  He  begged  to 
tell  him  that  the  localities  felt  deeply 
on  the  Amendments  which  had  been 
hurried  through  in  that  House ;  and  he, 
for  one,  shomd  certainly  support  the 
Motion  to  postpone  the  Bill.  The  House 
should  not  be  asked  to  hurry  forward 
this  measure  when  the  other  House  had 
proceeded  with  such  deliberation. 

The  Makqtjess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
wish  only  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  is  quite  mis- 
taken— at  least,  according  to  our  opinion 
— when  he  says  that  these  Amendments, 
which  are  the  cause  of  the  difficulty, 
were  made  at  my  instigation.  It  is  the 
2nd,  drd,  4th,  and  5th  clauses  which,  I 
believe,  make  the  difficulty.  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  has  taken  an  unneces- 
sarily heroic  line  on  this  subject.  The 
whole  question  is  a  delay  of  three  or 
four  days.  If  your  Lordships  grant  that 
delay  &ere  is  a  possibility  that  there 
will  be  a  delay  of  four  days  in  the  Dis- 
solution ?  Is  tiie  sky  likely  to  fall  if 
that  should  occur  ?  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  succumb  to  the  very  tragic 
tone  of  the  noble  Earl,  but  will  consent 
to  my  proposition. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  may 
have  been  mistaken  as  to  the  particular 
clauses  which  create  the  difficulty,  and  I, 
of  course,  do  not  impute  any  possible 
breach  of  engagement  to  the  noble 
Marquess  in  the  slightest  degree.  StiU, 
I  ask,  why  shotdd  there  be  a  delay  of 
four  days?  I  understood  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  just  now  (the  Earl  of 
Feversham)  to  complain  that  there  had 
not  been  sufficient  Notice  of  the  Amend- 
ments in  Committee  on  the  Bill ;  but  I 


think  that  the  Notice  was  ample,  as 
those  Amendments  have  been  before 
the  House  for  several  days.  There  has 
been  as  much  Notice  as  there  was  in  the 
other  House.  Therefore  I  do  not  un- 
derstand why  this  matter  is  not  to  be 
proceeded  with.  The  House  can  oppose 
the  Commons'  Amendments  and  give 
reasons  for  disagreement ;  or,  if  it  does 
not  insist  on  its  own  Amendments,  the 
Bill  will  then  pass  through  both  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  but  I  have  not  heard  any 
reason  given  why  we  should  adjourn 
the  consideration*  of  this  Bill  for  four 
days,  and  I  shall  certainly  divide  the 
House  upon  the  question. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Their  Lordships 
divided:  —  Contents  56;  Not-Contents 
124:  Majority  68. 

CONTENTS. 


Selbome,  E.  (£.  Chan- 
eellor.) 

Devonshire,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Northampton,  M. 
Ripon,  M. 

Camperdown,  E. 
Chichester,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 
Sydney,  E. 

Eversley,  V. 
Gordon,  V.    (E.  Aber* 

deen,) 
Leinster,  V.  (Z>.  X^m- 

»ter.) 
Powerscourt,  V. 
Sherbrooke,  V. 

Aberdare,  L. 
Acton,  L. 
Alcester,  L. 
Belper,  L. 
Bramwell,  L. 
Braye,  L. 
Breadalbane,    L.     {E, 

Breadalhane.) 
Carlingf ord,  L. 


Carrington,  It,  [Teller,] 
Carysfort,  L.  {£.  Caryi' 

fort,) 
Elgin,  L.  {E,  Elgin  and 

Kineardinr,) 
Emly,  L. 

Ettrick,  L.  {L,  Napier,) 
FitzGerald,  L. 
Granard,  L.    (E,  Ora^ 

nard,) 
Hammond,  L. 
Herries,  L. 
Hothfield,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
Kenmare,  L.  {E,  Ken- 
mare.  ) 
Leigh,  L. 
Londesborough,  L. 
Lovat,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Monk  Bretton,  L. 
Monson,  L.    [Teller,] 
Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

L. 
Mount-Temple,  L. 
Robartes,  L. 
Bosebery,  L.  (J?.  JJow- 

bery,) 
Strafford,   L.  {V,  En- 

Jield,) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Sudley,  L.  {E,  Arran.) 
Tweeddale,     L.     {M, 

Tweeddale,) 
Tweedmoutii,  L. 
"Wenlock,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Buckingham  and  Chan-    Eichmond,  D. 


dos,  D. 
Grafton,  D. 
Leeds,  D. 
Manchester,  D 


Sutherland,  D. 

Abergayexmy,  M. 
Bristol,  M,  y 
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Ordered  that  the  said  reasons  be  con* 
sidered  on  Tu$9day  next. 


Bute,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 

Annealey,  E. 
Ashburxiham,  E. 
Bandon,  E. 
Beauohamp,  E. 
Belmore,  E. 
Brownlow,  E. 
Oairns,  E. 
Carnarvon,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Cowley,  E. 
Dartmouth,  E. 
Dartrey,  E. 
Eldon,  E. 
Feversham,  E. 
Hardwicke,  E. 
Harowood,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 
Kilmorey,  E. 
Lathom,  E.  [IV/Zer.] 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Milltown,  E. 
Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Orkney,  E. 
Poulett,  E. 
Radnor,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Kedesdale,  E. 
Rosse,  E. 
Stanhope.  E. 
Strange,  E.  {D,Athole.) 
Strathmore  and  Eing- 

horn,  E. 
Vane,  E.     (3f.  London- 

derry.) 
"Waldegrave,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  [E.  Clan' 

earty,) 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Gouffh,  V. 
HardW e,  Y. 
Hawarden,  V.  {Teller,'] 
Hutchinson,     V.    (j&, 

Lonoughmore.) 
SidmouUi,  V. 
St.  Vincent,  V. 

Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 
L.  Bp. 

Amherst,  L.(  T.  Holmes 

dale.) 
Ashford,  L.  {V.Bury.) 
Aveland,  L. 
Bagot,  L. 

Balfour  of  Burley,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Blantjrre,  L. 
Bolton,  L. 
Borthwick,  L. 
Boston,  L. 


Braboumc,  L. 
Castlomaine,  L. 
Clanwilliam,    L.     {E, 

Clanmlliam,) 
Clifton,L.  {E,DarnUy,) 
Clinton,  L. 
Clonbrock,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
De  Freyne,  L. 
de  Ros,  L. 
Denman,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
EUenborough,  L. 
Forester,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  (R,  LimC' 

riek.) 
Oage,  L.    ( r.  Oage.) 
G^ard,  L. 
Gh)rmanston,  L.     (F. 

Gormanaton,) 
Hartismere,  L.  {LMen- 

niker,) 
Keane,  L. 

Eer.  L.  {M.Lothian.) 
Kintore,  L.     {E.  Kin- 
tore.) 
Leconfield,  L. 
Lyveden,  L. 
Mostyn,  L. 
Napier,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
Oranmore  and  Browne, 

L. 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Petre,  L. 
Raghui,  L. 
Ranfurly,  L.  (E.  Ban- 

furly) 
Ross,  L.  {E.  Olaayotc.) 
Rossmore,  L. 
Saltersford,     L.      {E. 

Courtown.) 
Saltoun,  L. 
Shute,  L.  ( F.  Barring' 

ton.) 
Silchester,  L.  (E.  Long- 
ford.) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlics,  L. 

(E.  Galloway.) 
Stratheden  and  Camp- 

beU,  L. 
Strathnaim,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Tollemache,  L. 
Trevor,  L. 
Tyrone,  L.  {M.  Water- 

ford.) 
Ventry,  L. 
Watson,  L. 
Wimbome,  L. 
Winmarleigh,  L. 
Wynf ord,  L. 
Zouche    of    Haryng- 

worth,  L. 


Eabl  GRA.Ny ILLE :  Inconsequence 
of  this  decision,  and  what  was  said  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  I  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn  till  Tuesday 
next.  It  will,  of  course,  be  understood 
that  the  House  will  be  able  to  sit  for  the 
disposal  of  Judicial  Business  on  Monday. 

Motion  agre$d  to. 

▲RGHDEAOOXRIES    BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  explain  the  Act  8rd  and  4th  Vict, 
chap.  113.,  sect.  34.  (Provision  for  Archde^ 
conries) — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Archbishop 
of  Canterbukt;  read  l^    (No.  150.) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'dock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quart«r 

before  Eleven  o*olock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  19M  June,  1885. 


Besoh$d  in  the  negative. 


MINTJTES.]— Public  Bills— -PTrtr 
PnbHc  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1S67,  Provi- 
sional  Order  •[207]. 

i^^ipor^— Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  8)*  [1681;  Dninage  ud 
Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provigiooil 
Order  (No.  3)  •  [1921 ;  Local  GovenflMot 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)*  [196j^;  Locd 
Government   Provisional  Orders    (No.   6}* 

Tnird  Beading  ^Commojia  Begnlation  (Ashdowm 
Forest)  Provisional  Order*  [174j :  Cobbom 
Begulation  (Drumbnrgh)  Proviaumal  Onkr* 
[173] ;  Commons  Indosure  (Llanybytte) 
Provisional  (Jrder*  [1761;  Local  Goreni- 
ment  (Gas)  Provisionsu  Orders  *  [170] :  Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Oidoi 
(Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)*  [ISSV.  Loal 
Government  (Ireland)  I^vinonal  OHss 
(Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)*  [185];  Local  Ge- 
vemment  (IrelajidJ  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)*  [183];  Local  Government  ProviMail 
Orders  (No.  4)  •  ri69]  ;  PubUc  Health  (Sect- 
land)  IProvioionai  Order*  [194] ;  TtBBvejt 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  1;  •  [143],  ud 
passed. 

PARUAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 
(ME.  BBADLAUGH). 
Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  it  is  aj 
duty  to  acquaint  the  House  that  I  hart 
received  a  letter  £rom  Mr.  Bradlaigk 
the  Member  for  the  borough  of  Nora* 
ampton,  which,  I  think,  I  ought  it 
once  to  communicate  to  the  Houm.  It 
•8  as  follows : — 
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"20,  CireuM  Road, 

*•  5^  John*i  irood,  London,  N.  W. 
*'  15  June,  1883. 
•»  Sir, 
"  When  1  vjasfor  tke  fourth  time  re^eleeted  to 
the  present  Parliament  for  Northampton  in  Feb* 
ruary  1884,  /  offered  through  your  predeeettor  in 
the  Chair  an  undertaking  to  the  Route  to  make 
no  attempt  to  take  my  teat  until  judgment  had 
been  given  in  the  proeeedingt  taken  by  the  Crown 
with  rt/erence  to  my  tel/^adminittration  of  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  on  the  llth  February  1884. 
Tike  Boute  did  not  accept  the  undertaking  which 
wot  formally  communicated  to  it,  but  by  Settional 
Retolution  excluded  me  from  the  precinct t  of  the 
Mouse.  Prior  to  tJte  re-attembling  of  the  Houte 
for  the  Second  Settion  of  I884/i  wrote  you.  Sir, 
respectfully  offering  a  timilar  undertaking,  Thit 
Letter  you  did  not  communicate  to  the  Bouse  ;  but 
the  House  did  not  renew  itt  Retolution,  and  I 
have  during  the  winter  of  1881,  and  the  adjourned 
Settion  of  1883,  repeatedly  attended  itt  sittings, 
remaining  during  its  Divisions  as  an  muworn 
Member,  In  consequence  of  the  change  of  Oo' 
vemment,  and  of  the  blocking  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Oaths  Bill,  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Hopwood,  I  desire  to  be  in  a  position  to  assert 
the  rights  of  my  Constituents  by  presenting  myself 
at  the  Table  to  comply  with  t/te  Law  under  my 
perfectly  unimpeaehed  Return  ;  and  I  beg,  there- 
fore, most  respectfully  to  notify  you  that  J  with- 
draw cmd  cancel  the  Letter  to  yourself  which  has 
not  been  accepted  by  the  Bouse,  As  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  any  steps  unfair  to  t/te  Bouse,  I  thall 
not  pretent  fnyte/f  for  the  purpote  of  taking  my 
Seat  until  the  new  Minittry  hat  been  formed,  and 
the  re-eleetims  have  all  taken  place, 

"  /  hare  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

•*  Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

"C.  BRADLAOGHr 

I  ought  here  to  state  with  regard  to  the 
reference  made  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in 
bis  letter  to  me,  to  a  prior  communica- 
tion made  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Autumn  Session  of  last  year,  and  which 
be  says,  and  says  truly,  I  did  not  com- 
municate to  the  House,  that  that  letter 
was  simply  an  announcement  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  that,  fis  proceedings  by  in- 
formation had  been  taken  by  the 
Attorney  General  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown  to  test  the  legality  of  the  course 
taken  by  himself  on  February  11,  and 
as  such  proceedings  were  still  pending 
in  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and  no 
judgment  had  yet  been  delivered,  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  undertook,  with  the 
consent  of  his  constituents,  not  to  present 

yOI^.  CCXOVm.    [thihd  skates.] 
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himself  at  the  Table  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  his  seat  until  the  lapse  of  one 
week  after  judgment  had  been  delivered 
in  such  suit.  To  the  letter,  which  I 
have  just  read,  the  following  letter  in 
reply,  by  my  direction,  has  been 
written : — 


**  House  of  Commons, 

"June  leth. 


•  Sir, 


«*  /  am  directed  by  the  Speaker  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  Letter  of  the  \5lh  of  this 
month,  and  to  say  in  reply  that,  as  you  now  pro- 
pose to  take  definite  action,  he  will  think  it  his 
duty  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  communis 
eating  your  Letter  to  the  House. 
**  Jam,  Sir, 

"  Your  Obedient  Servant, 

"  EDWARD  PONSONBY:' 

I  have  thought  it  right,  without  delay, 
to  communicate  the  letter  I  have  received, 
and  I  respectfully  solicit  the  direction  of 
the  House  thereupon. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE: 
Mr.  Speaker,  having  understood  from 
you  that  it  was  your  intention  to  com- 
municate this  letter  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  the  House,  I  gave  Notice  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) that  I  should  propose  to  ask  him, 
having  regard  to  that  letter  and  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  on  the 
question  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  power  to 
take  the  Oath,  what  course  he  recom- 
mends the  House  to  pursue  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think.  Sir,  that 
the  House  will  have  appreciated  the 
judgment  with  which  you  have  taken 
the  first  opportunity  of  communicating 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  letter  to  the  House,  and 
likewise  the  full  sufficiency  of  the  reason 
which  led  you  to  conclude,  upon  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  prior  communication  from  him, 
thatjthere  was  no  occasion  for  bringing 
it  under  the  immediate  notice  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  Stafibrd  Northcote)  has  put 
to  me  a  question  analogous  to  that  which 
he  has  put  to  me  on  some  former  occa- 
sions, when  I  have  stated,  more  than 
once,  that,  as  I  had  not  the  good  fortune 
to  represent  the  sense  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  in  relation  to  the  admission 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  —  having,  in  fact, 
strongly  dissented  from  the  course 
taken  by  the  House — I  did  not  intend 
to  take  upon  myself  the  office  of  ad- 
viser of  the  HouM  ia  tin  Mtter.    Oer- 
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tainly,  Sir,  that  answer  would  apply  to 
the  circumstances  to-day,  which  are  the 
same.  But  I  own  that,  exercising  my 
private  judgment  on  the  letter  which  we 
have  just  heard,  I  should  go  one  step 
further,  and  say  that,  as  far  as  I  am 
ahle  to  form  a  judgment,  no  case  appears 
yet  to  have  arisen  for  submitting  any 
Motion  to  the  House,  or  taking  any  step 
in  relation  to  the  letter,  because  it  refers 
to  a  contingency  not  yet  completely 
realized ;  and  until  that  contingency  is 
completely  realized,  as  I  hope  may 
shortly  be  the  case,  there  is  nothing  for 
the  House  to  take  into  view,  and  no 
action  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  positively  im- 
pending in  relation  to  the  interruption 
of  our  proceedings.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
mere  giving  of  an  opinion  to  the  House 
which  may  or  may  not  be  right ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  the  course  to  take  under 
the  circumstances. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  RE- 
SIGNATION OP  MINISTERS. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  May  I  proceed 
to  say  that  I  have  had  an  intimation 
from  Lord  Salisbury  that  it  is  his  inten- 
tion that  a  Motion  shall  be  made  in  the 
House  of  Lords  proposing  an  adjourn- 
ment of  that  House  until  Tuesday  next ; 
and  I  have,  in  reply,  stated  to  Lord 
Salisbury  that,  he  having  announced 
that  intention,  I  would  make  a  Motion 
to  a  similar  effect  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  therefore  move  that  this  House, 
at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  Tuesday 
next. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  until  Tuesday 
next."— (i/r.  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  :  On  a  previous 
occasion  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that  de- 
mands had  been  made  by  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  certain  assurances  of  sup- 
port from  this  side  of  the  House,  as  a 
condition  of  their  taking  Office.  We 
anticipated  that  to-day  the  new  Writs 
would  have  been  moved  for.  So  far  as 
we  can  gather  from  public  report  and 
from  the  public  Press  they  are  not  moved 
for  to-day — not  in  consequence  of  any 
difficulties  which  Lord  Salisbury  finds 
in  forming  a  Government,  but  owing  to 
his  not  having  received  such  assurances 
as  he  would  desire  from  Her  Majesty's 

M)\  Ghdntone 


present  Government  with  regard  to  the 
support  which  they  would  give  to  the  pre- 
sent Opposition  in  the  event  of  their 
taking  Office.  Now,  I  think  we  ought  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
this  is  the  case  or  not,  for  a  very  large 
number  of  us  in  this  part  of  the  House 
do  very  strongly  object  to  any  sort  of 
assurances  of  support  being  given  to 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  the  event  of  their 
taking  Office.  Naturally,  we  should  not 
engage  in  factious  opposition  or  ob- 
structive opposition.  That,  I  may  say, 
we  leave  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  have  no  doubt  that,  if  any  mea- 
sure were  brought  in  which  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  we 
should  give  it  our  cordial  support  But 
we  claim  the  right  to  reserve  our  judg- 
ment as  to  what  we  shall  do  until  we 
see  what  course  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
pursue  in  the  responsible  position  thej 
have  rushed  in  to  assume  for  them- 
selves. I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  how  long  these  adjournments 
are  to  last,  because  it  seems  to  me  thai 
if  they  are  to  last  until  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  obtain  the  assuraaoeB 
which  we  are  told  they  require,  we  shall 
go  on  adjourning  and  adjourning  UBt3 
next  November. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  certainly 
not  for  me,  I  think,  to  take  upon  myteU 
to  answer  the  final  question  of  my  boa. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton, 
as  to  how  often  these  adjournments  are 
to  be  repeated,  and  how  long  they  an 
to  last  ?  Of  course,  that  depends  npoa 
circumstances  not  under  my  oonM. 
However,  I  do  not  object  to  the  sub- 
stantial renewal  of  the  Question  whic^ 
my  hon.  Friend  put  to  me  on  Monday. 
But  I  think  the  short  speech  we  hs?s 
heard  from  him  tends  to  illustrate  ^ 
difficulties  of  the  situation,  and  bov 
slippery  is  the  ground  upon  which  v« 
tread  when  we  deal  with  these  matten; 
because  my  hon.  Friend  has  said  that 
he  and  the  majority  of  hon.  Membovoa 
this  side  of  the  House  beUere— and  I 
rather  think  he  is  speaking  tndy— 
\^Loud  laughter.']  I  should  be  vsiT 
sorry  to  appear  to  doubt  the  vendtv 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  What  I  meant  was 
that  I  thought  the  hon.  Member  w«t 
speaking  accurately  in  expreesing  ^ 
opinion  which  he  has  formed,  tbatmsar 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  Horns,  at 
any  rate,  for  whom  he  thinks  he  en 
speak,  are  exceedingly  afene  to  firac 
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any  assurance  whatever.  But  it  was 
with  some  surprise,  after  heariog  the 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  down  that  doctrine, 
that  I  heard  him  proceed  himself  to  give 
to  the  Party  opposite  two  most  im- 
portant assurances — ^first  of  all,  that 
they  might  rely  upon  it»  as  a  matter  of 
course,  that  there  would  be  no  factious 
opposition  in  the  event  of  their  assum- 
ing Office ;  and,  secondly,  that  if  they 
proposed  good  measures  they  should 
receive  cordial  support.  It  appears  to 
me  that  my  hon.  Friend,  who  has  been 
to-day  in  one  of  his  most  bountiful 
humours,  has  made  most  valuable  gifts 
and  promises  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, which  I  trust,  when  the  time 
comes,  they  may  be  able  to  take  advan- 
tage of.  I  am  not  in  the  position  in 
wluoh  I  was  when  I  replied  to  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  former  day,  when  I  stated 
that  there  had  been  no  communication 
between  Lord  Salisbury,  who  has  re- 
ceived the  honour  of  a  commission  from 
Her  Majesty  to  form  an  Administration 
^  no  communication  between  Lord  Salis- 
hury  and  his  Friends,  and  myself,  on  the 
part  of  the  Cabinet  that  was  lately 
effectually  responsible  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen,  and  is  still  in  pos- 
session of  the  Seals  of  Office.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  repeat  that  statement, 
as  I  then  made  it.  It  was  true  at  that 
time ;  but  it  would  not  be  true  now.  I 
have  received  certain  overtures  and  re- 
quests from  Lord  Salisbury  in  relation 
to  the  subject-matter  that  has  been 
generally  presented  to  the  mind  of  the 
hon.  Member  by  statements  in  the 
public  prints.  What  I  have  to  say  is 
this— that  I  can  give  assurance  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that,  should  there  be  any 
results  from  any  correspondence  that 
may  have  taken  place,  or  may  take 
place,  between  Lord  Salisbury  and  my- 
self, that  result,  and  everything  re- 
lating to  that  result  that  it  can  be 
material  to  know,  will  be  made  public 
property;  and  there  will  be  no  secret 
or  confidential  arrangement  or  under- 
standing of  any  kind  between  the  two 
Parties  in  this  matter,  which  I  should 
deem  to  be  wholly  unsuitable  to  the 
character  of  the  situation.  From  the 
first  moment  that  I  heard  of  any  pos- 
sibility of  communications  of  this 
kind,  that  was  the  very  first  view  of 
them  that  occurred  to  my  mind ;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say — and  I  have  great 
satisfaction   in    saying    it — ^that   Lord 


Salisbury  himself  entirely  concurs  in 
that  view.  That  being  so,  I  think  the 
House  will  feel,  so  far  as  this  matter  is 
concerned,  that  they  are  perfectly  safe 
at  the  present  moment.  I  may,  perhaps, 
go  a  step  further,  and  say  that  it  is 
quite  true  that,  under  very  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, which  we  ourselves  described 
as  probably  unprecedented,  and  certainly 
quite  exceptional,  an  arrangement  was 
made  between  Gentlemen  who  have  the 
confidence  of  the  Party  opposite  and 
ourselves  with  relation  to  a  Parliamen- 
tary measure  of  great  importance.  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  thanking  the 
House  for  its  remarkable  forbearance 
and  the  generous  exhibition  of  confi- 
dence that  distinguished  their  conduct 
on  that  occasion,  and  by  means  of  which 
the  entire  House  was  enabled  to  carry 
through  a  settlement  of  a  most  vital 
nature.  But  that  generosity,  and  that 
confidence,  would,  I  think,  be  abused  if 
we  were  to  attempt  to  repeat  anything 
like  a  similar  proceeding  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  have  never  felt  that,  at  a 
time  when  it  might  please  Her  Majesty, 
as  it  has  pleased  Her  Majesty,  to  make 
known  to  me  any  communication  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Salisbury — and  that 
has  been  the  only  channel  through  which 
communications  have  taken  place — it 
would  be  consistent  with  my  duty  as  an 
outgoing  Minister,  or  as  a  loyal  subject, 
or  as  a  faithful  Member  of  this  House, 
to  decline  to  receive,  or  reply  to,  what 
Her  Majesty  may  be  pleased  so  to  com: 
municate.  But  the  pledge  I  give  is  not 
the  result  of  any  apprehension  of  pres- 
sure ;  it  is  what  I  myself  feel  to  be  right, 
that  absolute  publicity  should  attend 
any  communications  of  this  kind  should 
they  come  to  any  result  which  can  pos- 
sibly have  a  bearing  on  public  affairs. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved^  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Tuesday  next. 

COMMITTEES.— RESOLUTION. 
Ordered,   That   all  Committees  have 
leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House. — \^Mr,  Qlad- 
stone,) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock 
till  Tuesday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  22nd  June,  1885. 


REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  received  (by  post) 
from  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scot- 
land, 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Earl  of 
Lindsay  as  one  of  the  sixteen  Peers  of 
Scotland,  10th  June  1885,  in  room  of 
Dunbar  James  Earl  of  Selkirk,  de- 
ceased ;  and 

Separate  Return  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  certain  Titles  of  Peerage 
called  at  the  said  election,  in  right  of 
which  respectively  no  vote  had  been 
received  and  counted  at  any  election  for 
fifty  years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to 
A.ct  14th  and  15th  Vict.,  chap.  87.): 

Ordered  that  the  said  Minutes  of 
Election,  &o.  he  printed.    (No.  151.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

qiiarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Tuesday y  2Srd  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilu— First  Reading-- 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
5)*  (152);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  6)«  (168). 

Second  Beading ^Gna  and  Water  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2)*  (136);  Water  Provisional 
Orders*  (137) ;  Yorkshire  Registries  •  (138) ; 
Women's  Sufliage  (27),  negatived. 

Third  Beading— Buiial  Boards  (Contested  Elec- 
tions) *  (105),  and  passed, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  THE 
NEW    MINISTRY— STATEMENT  OF 
THE  EARL  GRANVILLE. 
Eakl   GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,    I 
am  authorized  to  state  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury has  gone  down  to  Windsor,  and 
has  accepted  Office ;  and  at  his  desire  I 
propose,  when  the  proceedings  of  the 
day  close,  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  as  usual,  till  Thursday. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 

(REDISTRIBUTION)   BILL. 

CONBIDEBATION  OF  COMMONS  REASONS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  consideration  of 
Commons  reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
some  of  the  Lords  Amendments  read. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Commons'  reasons 
for  disagreeing  to  some  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  be  now  considered." — {The 
Earl  of  Kimherley,) 

Lord  DENMAN  moved  that  the 
Commons'  reasons  for  disag^reeing  to 
the  Lords'  Amendments  be  considered 
that  day  six  months,  on  the  ground  that 
the  measure  was  most  imperfect,  and 
had  been  forced  through  the  House  in  a 
most  unseemly  manner.  There  was  no 
reason  to  hurry  forward  an  Election  in 
November  next,  and  the  polling  places 
could  be  completed  before  next  year. 
In  one  division  no  polling  places  were 
complete  until  after  the  old  registration 
to  be  completed  in  1885. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ("now")  and  at  the  end  of  th« 
Motion  to  add  (''this  day  six  months.") 
— {The  Lord  Denman.) 

On  Question  ?    Retohed  in  the 
tive. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to. 

Commons  reasons  eemidered  accord- 
ingly. 

Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  ia 
page  23,  after  line  18. 

Moved,  "Not  to  insist  on  the  said 
Amendment."— (7^  £arl  of  Kimherley,) 

Thb  Marqusss  of  LOTHIAN  said,  he 
was  perfectly  astonished  at  the  reaaoas 
which  the  Commons  had  sent  up  against 
this  Amendment,  and  had  been  atiU 
more  surprised  at  the  speeches  made  ia 
support  of  the  Government  in  the  Hoott 
of  Commons.  The  first  reason  given 
against  the  Amendment  was  that  Jed- 
burgh was  a  small  town,  dcMelv  caa- 
nected  with  the  county,  and  not  homo- 
geneous in  its  character  with  the  B<»dcr 
Burghs.  Jedburgh  was  not  dosdy  ooo- 
nected  with  the  county,  and  it  was 
homogeneous  in  character  with  the 
Border  Burghs.  Jedburgh  was  the  oaly 
burgh  liberated  in  the  counties  of  Box* 
burgh  and  Selkirk  which  was  not  iatbs 
Border  Burghs.  If  Mr.  TroreljaB's 
arguments  were  worth  anj^thin|p  at  all 

Digitized  by  VjUUVIV:: 


1609      Parliamentary  Elect iom      {Juki  23,  1885}      {Redistribution)  JS ill.       1610 


they  ought  to  be  applied  to  Selkirkshire. 
It  was  said  that  as  Jedburgh  was  the 
county  town  it  ought  to  yote  in  the 
county ;  but  it  ought  to  follow  that  Sel- 
kirk, being  the  county  town,  ought  to 
vote  with  the  county.  It  had  been  said 
that  Jedburgh  was  against  the  change ; 
but  that  feeling  was  not  unanimous, 
because  a  strong  Petition  had  been  sent 
up  in  favour  of  the  Lords'  Amendment. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  alter  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things.  Exactly  the  reverse 
was  the  case.  What  he  wished  to  secure 
was  that  the  vote  which  had  been  given 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  should  be 
exercised  to  its  full  value.  Mr.  Trevelyan 
had  written  a  public  letter,  in  which  he 
said  that  this  was  Party  action  of  the 
most  objectionable  character.  He  per- 
fectly agreed  with  that.  He  thought 
the  action  most  objectionable,  but  not  in 
the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Trevelyan 
meant.  So  strongly  did  he  feel  that  he 
was  inclined  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
take  another  division  on  this  point,  and 
to  stick  to  their  Amendment. 

ViscouKT  CRANBEOOK  said,  that 
looking  at  the  circumstance  that  no  one 
in  the  House  of  Commons  had  sup- 
ported the  change  in  the  Bill  upon  this 
point  which  ha^  been  made  by  their 
Lordships,  he  should  recommend  his 
noble  Friend  not  to  insist  upon  the 
Amendment. 

THsEARLOFKIMBERLEYalso  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lothian)  would  not  insist  upon  going  to 
a  division. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MINTO  said,  he  thought 
it  was  quite  unnecessary  to  divide.  He 
supported  the  original  proposal  of  the 
Bill,  considering  it  better  that  Jedburgh 
should  remain  in  the  county  than  that 
it  should  be  joined  to  a  set  of  burghs 
with  which  it  had  no  connection. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  as  no  sufficient  reason  had  been 
shown  against  the  Amendment  he  should 
press  it  to  a  division. 

Thb  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  reconsider 
his  determination.  The  principles  of 
the  Bill  had  been  agreed  upon  by  the 
Leaders  of  both  Houses,  and  he  trusted 
his  noble  Friend  would  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  put  their  Lordships  to 
the  trouble  of  another  division  on  the 
subject.  The  same  point  might  just  as 
well  be  raised  in  regard  to  one  of  the 


burghs  with  which  he  was  connected ; 
but  in  the  circumstances  he  had  not 
considered  himself  justified  in  contesting 
it. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  he 
would  join  in  the  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marquess  not  to  press  the  question  to  a 
division,  as  it  was  highly  inexpedient  at 
the  present  time  to  introduce  anything 
like  complication  into  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  While  giving 
the  noble  Marquess  every  credit  for  the 
sincerity  of  his  motives,  he  hoped  he 
would  withdraw  his  opposition. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  had  no  desire  to  do  anything  incon- 
sistent with  the  public  interest;  and, 
therefore,  after  the  appeal  made  to  him 
by  the  noble  Earl  beside  him,  he  would 
withdraw  his  opposition. 

On  Question  ?  agreed  to. 

Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in 
page  86,  line  35. 

The  Eabl  ofKIMBERLEY,  inmoving 
that  the  House  should  not  insist  upon 
its  Amendment  changing  the  name  of 
the  Spen  Valley  Division  to  that  of 
Birstall,  said,  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  both  these 
names ;  but,  in  order  to  avoid  any  com- 
plication between  the  two  Houses,  he 
would  ask  their  Lordships  not  to  insist 
on  this  Amendment.  Whatever  might 
be  the  merits  of  the  question  between 
Birstall  and  the  Spen  valley,  the  delay 
in  the  passage  of  this  Bill  was  causing 
extreme  inconvenience  throughout  the 
country,  which  would  be  aggravated  if 
the  alterations  made  by  the  other  House 
were  not  now  agreed  to. 

Moved,  ''Not  to  insist  on  the  said 
Amendment." — {The  Earl  of  Kimherley,) 

The  Earl  of  FEVEESHAM  pro- 
posed  that  their  Lordships  should  ad- 
here to  their  decision. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
must  urge  upon  the  House  the  unde- 
sirableness  of  any  further  delay  in  com- 
pleting the  final  stage  of  this  Bill.  From 
all  parts  of  the  country  complaints  were 
arriving  as  to  the  confusion  that  was 
being  caused  by  the  delay  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  further  delay  would  be  most 
serious. 

TiscouNT  CRANBROOK  was  bound 
to  say  that  it  was  extremely  desirable 
that  the  Bill  should  proceed  without 
delay.    Although  he  thought  the  deci^T^ 
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Bion  of  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
matter  an  unwise  one,  there  being  no 
such  place  known  as  the  Spen  Valley, 
yet  it  would  be  better  not  to  insist  on 
th.e  Amendment  than  to  run  the  risk  of 
further  delaying  the  Bill. 

On  Question  ?  agreed  to. 

WOMEN'S    SUFFRAGE    BILL.— (No.  27.) 
{The  Lord  Dentnan.) 
SECOND  BBADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  DENMAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  had  wished  that  the  second  reading 
might  be  taken  silently  and  discussion 
put  oflP,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Party  Pro- 
cessions (Ireland)  Act  in  1832  ;  but,  as 
that  could  not  be  conceded,  he  must  ob- 
serve that  the  case  for  women's  suflPrage 
was  much  stronger  than  before  the  Fran- 
chise Bill,  which,  as  he  moved  it  on 
December  4,  1884,  in  a  clause  to  that 
Bill,  was  an  imperfect  measure  without 
it.  He  wished  to  state  that  his  objection 
to  Eesolutions  was  not  confined  to  those 
in  **  another  place ;"  because,  in  looking 
to  see  if  Lord  Hardwicke  had  made  any 
speech  on  the  proposed  exclusion  of 
ladies  from  the  House  of  Lords,  he 
found  that,  both  Lord  Hardwicke  and 
that  excellent  Lord  Chief  Justice  (Lord 
Baymond)  had  both  voted — in  a  ma- 
jority— against  a  Besolution  for  dis- 
pensing with  Hessian  troops  when  no 
other  Forces  were  available.  He  hoped 
that  he  had  not  damaged  the  cause  of 
women  householders  by  bringing  this 
forward;  and  if  he  had  needlessly 
troubled  their  Lordships  he  regretted 
it. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— {27ie  Lord  Denman,) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  having 
put  the  Question,  declared  that  the  Not- 
Contents  have  it. 

LoBD  DENMAN  dissented. 

The  usual  directions  for  a  division 

having  been  given 

The  Eael  of  EOSEBERY:  I  do  not 

consider  that  this  is  a  proper  method  of 

l^dealing  with  this  matter.     I  should  not 

p^re  to   give  a  vote  on  this  question, 

^    *|ch  is  one  of  the  greatest  importance, 

^  ■     B?^*  explaining  my  views  upon  it; 

for  one,  shall  leave  the  House. 

'^count  Cranhrook 


[The  noble  Earl  then  withdrew.] 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  :  I  shall 
vote  against  the  Bill,  and  for  this  reason 
— because  I  do  not  consider  this  is  a 
proper  time  for  raising  the  question. 
Therefore,  I  shall  vote  against  the  Bill, 
without  any  reference  whatever  to  its 
merits. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided: — Contents  8;  Not-Contente  36- 
Majority  28. 

Resohed  in  the  negative. 

HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS   OF   SCX)T. 
LAND     COMMISSION— LETTER    OP 
THE   DUKE    OF   ARGYLL.— OBSEB. 
VATIONS. 
LoKD  NAPIER  Aim  ETTRICK,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  a  statement 
reported  to  have   been   made  in  that 
House  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll  on  th« 
7  th  of  May,  in  moving  for  a  copy  of  a 
letter  addressed  by  him  to  the  Chairman 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  of  Scotland,  and  to 
make  an  explanation,  said,  the   noble 
Duke,  on  the  occasion  in  qaestion.  ex- 

Eressed  regret  that  his  letter  had  not 
een  given  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  along  with  the  evidence  and 
the  other  documents  contained  in  it,  and 
said  that,  having  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  whether  there  waa 
any  objection  to  its  publication^  and 
finding  that  there  was  not,  he  ventmcd 
to  move  that  it  be  printed  and  ciroolated 
as  a  Parliamentary  Paper.  If  the  nobl« 
Duke  had  intended  to  imply,  as  might 
be  inferred  from  the  terms  ne  had  iiaed« 
that  his  communication  to  the  Rojal 
Commission  was  in  reality  acoidentallj 
omitted  from  the  Report  by  that  Com* 
mission,  then  it  became  incumbent  oa 
him  to  state  to  their  Lordships  that  tfaa 
omission  of  the  noble  Duke's  letter  did 
not  take  place  accidentally,  bat  ad- 
visedly, and  for  the  following  reaaoni: 
— When  the  Commission  came  to  cos* 
sider  what  documentary  oommimioatiasa 
submitted  to  them  should  be  embodiad 
in  their  Report,  and  what  ahonld  noC 
the  communication  of  the  noble  Di^ 
was  brought  under  disonssiosi  at  a  pri- 
vate meeting  of  the  Coomussion.  Aa 
no  record  existed  of  what  passed  at  thai 
private  meeting,  he  coold  not  mdertak* 
to  state  exactly  what  each  Member  of  tW 
Commission  said  or  thoaght  in  relstios 
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to  that  subject;  but  the  opinion  of 
the  majority — he  might  say  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  of  the  Commissioners — 
was  that  the  communication  of  the  noble 
Duke  should  not  be  printed  with  the 
evidence  in  the  Eeport.  That  opinion 
was  based  on  reasons  connected,  first, 
with  the  form,  and,  secondly,  with  the 
substance  of  that  communication.  The 
form  of  the  communication  was  very  ex- 
ceptional. It  was,  indeed,  ostensibly 
addressed  to  the  Eoyal  Commission  in 
the  guise  of  a  letter  to  the  Chairman ; 
hut  it  was  published  and  circulated  in 
the  form  of  a  pamphlet  before  it  reached 
his  hands.  The  noble  Duke,  in  making 
that  communication,  submitted  his  views 
at  once  to  the  public  in  the  form  most 
familiar  in  political  controversy.  That 
publication  immediately  obtained  an  im- 
mense circulation,  at  least  in  Scotland. 
It  was  widely  disseminated ;  it  was  re- 
ceived by  some  with  approval,  by  others 
with  displeasure;  but  it  was  read  by 
all  with  the  greatest  curiosity  and  inte- 
rest, as  was  natural  in  regard  to  any- 
thing that  emanated  from  the  noble 
Duke.  It  had  also  been  read  by  persons 
versed  in  these  questions  in  England ; 
and,  in  fact,  the  document  had  gained 
an  amount  of  notoriety  by  its  circulation 
throughout  the  country  greater  than 
even  the  Beport  of  the  Commission  it- 
self. There  was  much  in  the  substance 
of  that  communication  of  an  exceptional 
character.  It  embodied  a  great  number 
of  particulars  illustrative  of  the  econo- 
mical condition  of  the  Highlands  and  of 
the  history  of  the  noble  Duke's  property 
and  of  his  own  personal  system  of 
management — a  system  which,  he  had 
no  doubt,  deserved  the  attention  and 
study  of  Parliament;  but  the  noble  Duke 
was  pleased  to  mix  up  with  these  mat- 
ters of  general  interest  other  matters  of 
a  controversial  and  personal  character. 
During  the  sittings  of  the  Commission, 
the  noble  Duke  found  fault  with  the 
conduct  of  different  Members  of  the 
Commission,  and  commented  on  the 
opinions  of  several  of  the  Commissioners 
and  on  expressions  casually  let  fall  by 
them  with  a  vivacity  and  an  irony  which 
were  familiar  to  the  style  of  the  noble 
Duke,  and  of  which  he  was  so  great  a 
master.  In  these  circumstances,  it  be- 
came incumbent  on  him,  as  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission,  to  consider 
whether  the  letter  was  really  a  bond  fide 
memorandum,  submitted  for  his  own  in- 


struction and  that  of  his  fellow-Commis- 
sioners, or  whether  it  was  not  a  critique 
of  a  controversial  character;  and,  hav- 
ing given  his  careful  and,  he  trusted, 
his  impartial  consideration  to  the  ques- 
tion, he  was  constrained  to  admit  that 
the  letter  was  at  least  so  controversial  in 
its  nature  that  he  could  not  press  its 
adoption  on  the  Commission  with  the 
courtesy  which  he  owed  equally  to  all 
the  Commissioners.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  a  communication  which  his  Col- 
leagues could  have  accepted  and  adopted 
with  the  courtesy  which  they  owed  to 
one  another ;  and,  therefore,  he  had 
been  obliged  to  exclude  the  document 
from  the  Blue  Book.  He  asked  the 
noble  Duke  and  the  House  not  to  ima- 
gine that  he  and  his  fellow-Commis- 
sioners desired  any  immunity  from  criti- 
cism; on  the  contrary,  he  was  deeply 
sensible  that  he  himself  had  committed 
errors,  both  of  omission  and  commission, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  that  any  of  his 
Colleagues  would  hesitate  to  acknow- 
ledge the  same.  He  could  assure  the 
noble  Duke  that  the  omission  of  the 
communication  was  owing  to  no  want  of 
respect  or  consideration  for  him  person- 
ally, but  simply  for  the  reasons  he  had 
already  mentioned. 

Thb  Dukb  op  ABQYLL  said,  he  was 
rather  ashamed  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  upon  a  matter  of  such 
small  importance  in  the  midst  of  this 
great  political  crisis.  He  had  been 
much  puzzled  when  he  saw  the  Notice 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  know  what  reason 
there  could  be  for  bringing  this  matter 
before  the  House  at  this  time  ;  but  there 
were  some  elements  of  amusement  con- 
nected with  the  matter  which  he  would 
communicate  to  their  Lordships.  The 
method  of  proceeding  followed  by  the 
Crofters'  Commission  was  a  curious  one. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  his  own 
estate  in  the  Island  of  Tiree,  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  admitted  was  a  repre* 
sentative  estate  having  a  curious  and 
an  interesting  history.  The  Commis- 
sioners went  to  this  island  in  a  steamer, 
landing  at  the  only  little  harbour  in  the 
island.  They  got  two  or  three  gigs  to- 
gether and  scampered  off  to  a  church 
where  the  meeting  was  held.  So  far  as 
he  knew,  they  did  not  visit  a  single 
croft  or  cottage  in  the  island.  No  notice 
had  been  sent  to  him,  except  at  a  time 
so  late  that  he  was  unable  to  be  pre- 
sent.    The  meeting  was  held  in  the 
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parish  church,  and  all  the  tenants  and 
Crofters  were  invited  to  attend  there.    A 
great  deal  of  the  evidence  adduced  be- 
fore the  Commission  at  these  inquiries 
was  good ;  but  a  great  deal  of  it  also 
was  utter  nonsense.     His  noble  Friend 
knew  that  a  great  number  of  agitators 
went  before  the  Commission  throughout 
the  Highlands  instructing  the  greater 
number  of  the  poor  Crofters  what  sort 
of  things  they  were  to  say  at  the  official 
inquiry.    A  number  of  the  Crofters  on 
his  estate  complained    of   land  being 
taken  from  them ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  not  a  single  acre  had  been  taken 
from  them.     He  must  say  that  his  noble 
Friend  who  presided   at    the    inquiry 
cross-examined  the  witnesses  most  in- 
efficiently ;    that    was    not    his    noble 
Friend's  fault,  because  he  had  not  the 
knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
island  to  enable  him  to  cross-examine 
the  witnesses   as  they  ought  to  have 
been  examined.   In  these  circumstances, 
he  found  all  the  evidence  thus  adduced, 
much  of  which  was  erroneous,  published 
by  the   Press  and  circulated  all  over 
Scotland.     All  the  accusations  brought 
forward  by  the   Crofters    against   the 
landlords  were  published  and  circulated 
throughout  the  country ;  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  was  most  important  that 
those  reports  should   be   contradicted, 
and  the  real  state  of  the  facts  placed  be- 
fore the  public.    He  adopted  the  course 
of  sending  a  letter  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  giving 
all  the  facts.     He  thought  it  important 
to  address  to  his  noble  Friend  a  state- 
ment of.  the  facts  connected  with  the 
history  of  crofting  in  this  island.     He 
spent  a  great  deal  of  time  and  trouble 
in  collecting  the  documents  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  the  letter  which  he  wrote  gave 
a  history  of  crofting  in  that  island  for  150 
years.  What,  however,  was  his  astonish- 
ment to  find  that  when  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commission  was  issued  this  letter 
had  been  suppressed.      Although    his 
letter  had  been  published,  and  had  ob- 
tained a  large  local  circulation  in  Scot- 
land,  it  could  not  have   reached    the 
Members  of  this  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  in  the  same  way  as  if  it  had 
been  included  either  in  the  Eeport  of 
the  Commissioners,  or  published  as  a 
separate    Paper  ?     What   justification 
had  the  noble  Lord  given  for  not  pub- 
lishing the  letter  ?    One  reason  was  that 
it  had  already  been  published ;  but  his 
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answer  to  that  was  that  all  the  evidence 
had  been  published  in  the  Press,  certain 
journals  taking  especial  pains  to  publish 
all  the  falsehoods  against  the  landlords, 
refraining  very  often  from  publishing 
the  defence.  Another  reason  given  was 
that  the  letter  was  contentious  in  its 
character;  but  nine-tenths  of  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Commission  was 
in  the  highest  degree  contentioiis.  The 
evidence  of  most  of  the  witnesses  was 
contentious  against  tbe  landlords;  and 
he  considered  that  he  had  a  perfect  right 
to  publish  evidence  on  the  other  side. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  not  stated  the 
real  reason  for  the  suppression  of  this 
letter.  The  noble  Lord  had  a  Colleague 
who  seemed  to  have  been  exceedingly 
troublesome  to  him,  because  he  ob- 
served that  on  one  occasion  his  noUe 
Friend  interposed  his  authority  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission,  and,  he  thought, 
stretched  it  to  such  an  extent  that  he 
ordered  this  Colleague  to  put  no  more 
questions  of  this  particular  character. 
This  took  place  in  reference  to  his  own 
estate ;  and  most  offensive  and  injurious 
questions  were  put  to  a  tenant  of  hit 
bearing  on  the  character  of  a  dead  man, 
an  agent  of  his  who  had  been  dead  for 
10  years.  This  Gentleman,  sitting  with 
the  authority  of  a  Eoyal  Commissioner, 
had  the  gross  bad  taste  to  suggest  that 
this  dead  factor  might  possibly  have 
falsified  the  books  of  his  estate.  A  more 
monstrous  proceeding  he  did  not  know ; 
and  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  public  in  Scotland 
to  the  gross  character  of  the  conduct  of 
this  Gentleman.  His  noble  Friend  said 
it  was  due  to  the  courtesy  he  owed  his 
Colleagues  that  he  should  suppress  the 
communication  in  question.  He  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  thought  the  suppresskm 
of  that  document  was  a  mistake.  It  was 
he  considered,  a  perfectly  fair  proeeed- 
ing  on  his  part  to  direct  public  attenttca 
to  so  gross  a  departure  from  the  judidsl 
character  of  this  Gentleman's  office  as 
Commissioner.  When  he  found  that 
this  document,  which  was  held  in  many 
quarters  to  be  an  important  oontribntioa 
to  the  question,  had  been  suppressed, 
he  had  moved  for  it ;  and  he  feh  cer* 
tain  that  if  the  circumstances  had  been 
laid  before  their  Lordships  a  majority  of 
the  House  would  have  supported  hit 
Motion  for  its  production.  He  b^efvd 
Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh,  the  GentkoHui 
to  whom  he  had  referred,  objected  to 
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his  haviDg  described  the  suppression  of 
the  letter  as  an  accidental  circumstance, 
and  he  supposed  had  insisted  upon  his 
noble  Friend  making  the  emlanation  he 
had  just  given.  But  he  submitted  that 
he  had  been  perfectly  right  in  directing 
the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  that  there  was 
no  justifiable  reason  for  the  exclusion  of 
the  pamphlet  in  question. 

LoBD  NAPIEE  AND  ETTEICK  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  raise  the  question  whether  the  noble 
Duke  was  right  or  wrong  in  what  he 
had  done.  He  had  only  wished,  in  fair- 
ness to  his  Colleagues,  to  state  the  rea- 
sons which  had  guided  him  in  excluding 
the  noble  Duke's  communication.  He 
(Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick)  was  still  of 
opinion  that  he  had  only  done  his  duty 
in  taking  the  course  he  had  upon  this 
matter. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

£leven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  23rd  Jme^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BivLn—Seeond  Reading-^ 
Metropolis  (Hughes  Fields,  Deptford)  Pro- 
Tisional  Order  CoDfinnation  •  [205]  ;  Metro- 
polis (Tabard  Street,  Newington)  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  •  [204]. 

JJtfpor/— Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  • 
[166] ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)  •  [167]. 

Considered  as  atnended — Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  •  [192]. 

Third  Beading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Ordera  (No.  5)  •  [190];  Local  Oovemment 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)*  [197],  and 
passed. 

QUESTIOX. 

THE  EXECUTIVE   GOVERNMENT  (IRE- 

LAND)-SPEECII  OF  MR. 

CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mb.  COLERIDGE  KENNARD  gave 
the  following  Notice : — On  the  first  day 
of  Sitting  to  ask  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Ikfr.  Chamberlain), 
Whether  he  is  correctly  reported  as 
haYing,  in  a  recent  speech,  charged  the 


late  Gk>yemment  with  ruling  Ireland  in 
a  spirit  of  unjustifiable  oppression,  com- 
parable only  to  the  rule  of  Russia  over 
Poland  and  of  Austria  over  Venice ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Cabinet,  of  which  he 
was  a  Member,  agreed  to  the  course  he 
pursued  of  thus  publicly  denouncing  the 
Russian  and  Austrian  systems  of  govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Perhaps  I 
can  save  the  time  of  the  House  by  an- 
swering the  Question  at  once.  I  did  not 
use  language  which  I  think  is  capable 
of  the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  Member.  What  I  said  was,  that 
the  government  of  Ireland  resembled 
that  of  Russia  in  Poland  and  that  of 
Austria  in  Venice  in  itiS  centralized  and 
bureaucratic  character. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  AC- 
CEPTANCE OF  OFFICE  BY  THE  NEW 
MINISTERS  -  STATEMENT  OF  MR. 
GLADSTONE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Information 
which  has  been  conveyed  to  me  enables 
me  to  acquaint  the  House  that  Lord 
Salisbury  has  definitely  accepted  Office, 
and  that  his  Cabinet  is  in  the  course  of 
designation  and  appointment — I  pre- 
sume at  an  advanced  stage — so  much  so 
that  he  is  confidently  able  to  expect  that 
to-morrow,  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  meet  to-morrow,  the  Writs 
may  be  moved  for  the  re-election  of  the 
Members  for  those  places  where  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  may  have  va- 
cated their  seats.  As  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  com- 
ply with  that  invitation,  the  most  con- 
venient course  to  take  will  be  this — and 
I  have  no  doubt  the  House  wiU  be  dis- 
posed to  comply  with  the  invitation — 
that  I  should  move  the  suspension  for 
to-morrow  of  the  first  Standing  Order 
which  relates  to  Sittings  on  Wednesday ; 
that  I  should  then  move  that  the  House 
at  its  rising  do  adjourn  until  5  o'clock 
to-morrow,  which  is  the  hour  indicated 
by  Lord  Salisbury  on  the  part  of  the 
incoming  Government,  and  that  then  the 
House  should  forthwith  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Standing  Order  No.  1  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  until  To-morrow  at 
Five  of  the  clock."— (Jfr.  GiadsUne.)       j 
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Mr.  JESSE  COUilNGS :    I  see  by 
the  newspapers   that  an  arrangement 
has  been  made  between  the  Leaders  of 
the  two  Parties  to  press  forward  certain 
Bills ;  but  I  do  not  find  that  a  Bill  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  the  new  electors  of  the  country 
is  among  the  number— namely,  the  Bill 
to  prevent  disfranchisement  by  the  re- 
ceipt of   medical  relief.      At    present, 
therefore,   the   House    is  placed  in  a 
somewhat   unfortunate    and    awkward 
position.     Those  of  us — and  I  believe 
we  form  a  majority  of  the  House — think 
that  that  measure  ought  to  be  included 
among  the  number  to  which  importance 
is  to  be  given.     More  than  a  fortnight 
has  now  elapsed  during  which  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Business  of  the  House 
has  been  going  on.     When  the  late — 
or  perhaps  I  ought  to  say  the  present — 
Prime  Minister  moved  the  other  day 
that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  should  be 
postponed,   he  made  an  exception    in 
favour  of  two  measures,  one  of  which 
he    urged    related    to    non-contentious 
matter — the  Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity 
Bill,   while  the  other  was  germane  to 
the  great  measure  of  Eeform  which  has 
just  been  passed — namely,  the  Lords* 
Amendments  to  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Eedistribution)   Bill.     Now,  the 
measure  to  which   1  refer    comes,   at 
any  rate,   under  one,   if  not  both,  of 
those  heads;   and,  therefore,  I   would 
urge  upon  the   Government,   or  upon 
the  Leaders  of   both  Parties,  to  give 
some  assurance   that  it   should  be  in- 
cluded among  the  important  measures 
to  be  pressed  forward  under  the  agree- 
ment which  has  been  arrived  at.  Other- 
wise it  would,  I  think,  be  my  duty,  to 
take  the  sense  of   the  House   on  the 
question,  as  I  believe  the  majority  of 
the  House   would   be  found  to  be  in 
favour  of  proceeding  with  it.     Indeed, 
I    am   not   sure    whether  the    House 
would  not  even  be  willing  to  take  an- 
other stage   of   the  measure   to-night, 
and  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  to- 
night.    Seeing  that  we  are  now  hard 
upon  the  month  of  July,  time  is  very 
precious.  The  Bill  to  which  my  remarks 
apply  certainly  forms  part  of  the  great 
measure  of  Beform  to  which  the  Prime 
Minister  alluded  when  he  made  an  ex- 
ception in  favour  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to   the   Parliamentary  Elections 
(Eedistribution)  Bill  being  considered. 
I   do    not  think  it  would    be    at    all 
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out  of  Order,  or  at  all  opposed  to  the 
present    situation  we  are    now   in,  ii 
he   would  make   another  exception  in 
regard    to    this    particular    measure — 
namely,  the  one  which  appears  as  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  under  the  name  of 
'^The  Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical 
Belief)  Bill,"  its  object  being  to  remove 
the  disqualification  whieh  now  exists  in 
connection  with  the  receipt  of  mediad 
relief,  and  which,  as  I  have  said,  affects 
tens  of  thousands  of  the  voters  of  this 
country.    If  the  Prime  Minister  cannot 
give  the  House  some  assurance  upon 
this  matter,  I  think  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  oppose  the  adjournment  on  this  occa- 
sion, in  order  to  accentuate,  at  any  rate, 
the  importance  which  is  thought  to  at- 
tach to   this  Bill   outside  the   House. 
If  the  House  agree  to  put  off  the  ad* 
joumment,  it  would  then  be  competent 
to  postpone  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  with 
this  exception,  and  to  carry  the  Bill  for- 
ward another  stage  to-night.      That  is 
a  very  moderate  request,  and  in  urging 
it  I  would  use  precisely  the  same  arga- 
ments  as  those  which  were  very  effec- 
tively used  by  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  made  an  exception  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the 
Parliamentary    Elections     (EedietnbQ* 
tion)  Bill.    In  fact,  the  Bill  is  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  category  as  that  Bill 
— that  is  to  say,  that  it  is  necessary  to 
complete  the  great  measure  of  Befora 
which  is  now  on  the  eve  of  passing  into 
law.     If  the  Leaders   of  the  Opposi* 
tion,  or  those  who  could  speak  for  them 
with    authority,    can    give   the   Hoase 
some  assurance  that  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Medical  Belief)  Bill  wQl  be 
included  in  the  list  which  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Leaders  on  both  sidea  of 
the  House   to  press  forward,  such  an 
assurance  will  be  accepted  by  me,  and 
by  my  hon.  Friends  who  entertain  the 
same  views,  as  a  satisfactory  statement 
In  the  absence  of  some  such  assurance, 
it  will  be  the   duty  of  those  who  feel 
deeply  the  gross  injustice — for  I  eta 
call   it   nothing  else — which    is    hein^ 
done  to  poor    people  throaghoat  the 
country,  to  oppose  the  Motion  now  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  LABODCHERE:  We  hare 
been,  in  consequence  of  a  statenfoi 
made  some  time  ago  by  the  l^ime  Mi* 
nister,  expecting  thatsomekiiidof  sut<*' 
ment  might  be  made  to-day  vith  rvjud 
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to  any  communioatious  which  may  have 
taken  place  as  to  any  assurances  which 
may  have  been  given,  or  are  proposed 
to  be  given,  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  before  they  assume  Office.  I 
would  venture  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
if  he  will  be  good  enough  either  to 
give  us  that  statement  now,  or  to  tell 
us  when  that  statement  is  to  be  given 
to  us  ?  We  should  like,  in  any  case,  to 
be  assured  that  nothing  has  been  done 
that  deprives  us,  on  this  side,  of  our  in- 
dependent course  of  action  in  regard  to 
any  legislative  measures  that  are  likely 
to  come  before  this  House,  and  in  re- 
gard to  the  privileges  which  independent 
Members  now  enjoy  to  bring  on  Amend- 
ments or  Besolutions  whenever  they  are 
able  on  the  days  now  allotted  for  such 
a  purpose  by  the  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  Question  which  has  just  been  put  to 
me,  very  naturally  and  properly,  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  I  believe  Lord 
Salisbury  is  of  the  same  opinion  as  my- 
self, that  not  a  moment  ought  to  be  lost 
which  can  possibly  be  avoided  in  giving 
to  the  House  the  information  to  which 
it  is  entitled  with  respect  to  the  recent 
communications.  I  have  very  great 
hopes  that  it  may  be  in  my  power  to 
give  that  information  to-morrow.  I 
cannot,  however,  speak  positively,  as  it 
depends  upon  the  concurrence  of  an- 
other; but  that  is  my  hope  and  my 
desire.  I  will  not  now  attempt  to  give 
any  account  of  the  character  of  this  cor- 
respondence, or  of  the  principles  by 
which  I  have  been  guided  in  endeavour- 
ing to  conduct  it,  as  there  will  so 
speedily  be  an  opportunity  which  will  en- 
able hon.  Gentlemen  to  form  their  own 
opinion  on  an  accurate  knowledge  of 
everything  material  that  has  taken 
place.  That,  I  hope,  is  sufficient  for 
my  hon.  Friend,  so  far  as  regards  this 
particular  subject.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings)  has— as  I  understand,  in  a 
good-humoured  way — threatened  to  op- 
pose the  adjournment  of  the  House  if  it 
be  true  that  an  agreement  has  been 
made  between  the  Leaders  of  the  Party 
coming  into  Office  and  the  Leaders  of 
the  Party  going  out  of  Office,  with  re- 
spect to  the  progress  of  certain  Bills, 
and  if  that  arrangement  does  not  include 
a  measure  in  which  he  is  very  deeply 


interested,  and  which  certainly  has 
strong  claims — I  give  no  opinion  on  it  at 
this  moment— to  be  brought  under  the 
judgment  of  the  House.  But  I  think  I 
can  effectually  relieve  the  mind  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  He  is  the  victim  of  a  de- 
lusion. There  is  no  foundation  whatever, 
great  or  small,  for  the  belief  that  such 
an  arrangement  has.  been  made,  or  that 
any  communication  of  any  kind  has 
taken  place  upon  it.  The  position, 
therefore,  which  his  Bill  has  occupied, 
together  with  the  freedom  of  my  hon. 
Friend  and  of  the  House,  remains  posi- 
tively unimpaired  ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  he  will  feel  that 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  that  kind 
ought  to  be  moved  when  there  is  a  re* 
sponsible  Gt>vemment  in  Office. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resohed,  That  Standing  Order  No.  1 
be  suspended,  and  that  this  House,  at 
its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  To-morrow^ 
at  Five  of  the  clock. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  to  move 
that  this  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Wednesday,  2ith  June,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  2ith  June,  1885. 


The  House  met  at  Five  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issubd— For  Wake- 

field  Borough,  «-.   fiobert  Bownas  Mackie, 

esquire,  dec^ised. 
PcBLic  BiiA,9— Considered  a*  amended —TTAm" 

ways    ProTisional    Orders  (No.   2)  •  [166] ; 

Tramways     Provisional    Orders    (No.  3)* 

[1C7J. 
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PARLIAMENT- AD  JOURNMEN  T-THE 
NEW  MINISTRY-NEW  WRITS. 

Mb.  EOWLAND  WINN:  I  have  to 
move  that  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  until  Friday  next — the  intention 
being  that  no  Business  shall  be  trans- 
acted on  Friday,  except  the  issue  of 
certain  Writs,  which  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  move  to-day.  I  propose,  on 
Friday,  to  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  until  the  Monday  week  follow- 
ing— the  6th  of  July. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  till  Friday.'* — {Mr.  RotcUnd 
Winn.) 

THE   NEW    MINISTRY  — THE   CORRE- 

SPONDENCE. 

STATEMENT  OF   MR.   GLADSTONE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Perhaps,  Sir, 
the  Motion  which  has  just  been  made, 
and  which  I  should  have  been  very 
happy  to  second  if  it  had  been  neces- 
sary to  do  so,  may  afford  me  a  conve- 
nient and  regular  opportunity  of  fulfil- 
ling the  pledge  which  I  have  given — and 
given,  indeed,  on  more  than  one  occasion 
— to  the  House.  It  is  strictly  in  con- 
formity with  the  pledges  given  by  me  to 
the  House  in  reply  to  Questions  which 
have  been  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
that  I  should  now  proceed  to  read,  with 
Her  Majesty's  permission,  all  the  letters 
containing  assurances  as  to  the  conduct 
of  myself,  or  any  Friends,  which  I  have 
given  to  Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to  the 
request  of  Lord  Salisbury.  I  shall 
read  these  letters  without  note  or  com- 
ment of  any  kind,  except  to  say  that 
there  is  one  of  them  from  myself  to  Her 
Majesty,  from  which  one  or  two  sen- 
tences will  be  omitted,  as  they  are  sen- 
tences that  have  hardly  any  bearing 
upon  the  real  points  of  the  correspon- 
dence, but  relate  to  matters  which  may 
possibly  come  hereafter  into  discussion. 
The  first  letter,  Sir,  is  a  letter  from 
Lord  Salisbury,  dated  June  17th,  1885. 
It  is  as  follows : — 

**  Lord  Salisbury,  with  his  humble  duty  to 
Your  Majesty,  respectfully  submits  the  following 
consideri^tions  on  the  present  conjuncture. 

*•  It  is  very  peculiar  in  this,  that  probably  for 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  England,  except  on 


one  well-known  occasion,  the  SoTereign  will  not 
have  the  power  of  dissolving  Parliament  be- 
tween  this  time  and  November  next.  Until  ilie 
Redistribution  Bill  had  passed  both  llooses  this 
state  of  things  had  not  arisen.  But  now  the  Btll 
cannot  be  altered  in  this  respect  by  the  Forms  of 
Parliament ;  and  as  the  Bill  mast  pass,  it  most 
be  accepted  as  a  fact  that  Dissolution  is  impos- 
sible. 

'*  This  wholly  abnormal  state  of  things  phees 
the  Executive  in  a  diflScuIt  position  in  the  Iloiite 
of  Commons.  A  Government  which  has  not  a 
majority  in  that  Douse  will  have  no  means  of 
securing  that  the  indispensable  Business  of  tb« 
country  shall  bo  completed.  It  is,  therefore,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Conservaiive 
Party,  indispensable  that  before  accepting  Office 
they  should  obtain  from  the  Leaden  of  the  ma- 
jority in  that  House  an  undertaking  to  support 
them  in  the  measures  which  are  absolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  bring  the  Session  to  a  close.  The 
engagement  which,  in  theirjudgment.it  necessary 
is  that  the  Liberal  Lenders  should  undertake  to 
support  the  new  Government  in  the  two  loUoving 
respects : — 

*'  1.  That  on  all  days  on  which  the  Govemnent 
puts  down  Supply  or  Ways  and  Means,  or  the 
Appropriation  Bill,  the  Government  Bnatoets 
shall  hare  precedence. 

*'  2.  That  if  no  other  provision  is  made  by  the 
House  to  satisfy  the  Estimates  that  have  brae 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  the  Votes  ot  Credit  that 
have  been  passed,  provision  shall  be  made  for  the 
issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds  to  the  amount  oeoes- 
sary  for  that  purpose. 

*'  With  the  support  of  the  Liberal  Leaders  opoe 
these  points  a  Conservative  Government  would  W 
able  to  wind  up  the  Business  of  the  Seasion  mUx 
as  those  measures  are  concerned  which  are  abso- 
lutely necessary  ;  but  without  it  they  could  eoc 
do  so,  and  could  render  no  useful  service  to  Tosr 
Majesty  by  taking  Office." 

The  second  is  a  letter  from  myself,  dated 
June  nth,  8.30  p.m. — 

"  Mr.  Gladstone  acknowledges  with  his  hooibl* 
duty  Your  Majesty's  gracious  letter  incloaio;  a 
letter  from  Lord  Salisbury  to  Tour  Majesty. 

*'  As  Your  Majesty  desires  a  prompt  reply,  sft4 
as  Mr.  Gladstone  has  had  an  opportunity  of  eo»- 
sidering  the  substance  of  the  matter  pre»sed  by 
Lord  Salisbury,  he  answers  at  once ** 

Perhaps  I  may  say  that  this  was  onlj 
received  at  8  o'clock  in  the  evening,  and 
the  answer  was  sent  immediately. 

"  At  the  same  time  he  would  have  been  ;Ud  ts 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  advin  apo« 
the  important  question  whether,  as  Lortl  Salis> 
bury  states,  a  Disftolotion  is  impossible.  Mr. 
Gladstone  will  only  say  that  this  is  not  bis  mr 
prcssioo. 

**  He  has,  however,  to  say  that  in  the  ceedaet 
of  the  necessary  Business  of  the  coostry  donaf 
the  remainder  of  the  Session  be  believes  tb««* 
will  be  no  disposition  to  embarrass  the  Gervrs- 
mcnt  serving  your  Majesty. 

**  He  does  not  consider  that  it  would  bs  isr  tW 
public  advantage,  from  any  point  of  view,  to  rvtrv 
into  specific  pledges  on  points  of  PaHtam^sUfy 
action  with  respect  to  which  he  is  not  in  pev>- 
sion  of  all  the  facts  that  bear  upon  tbem. 
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"  Ue  hnmbly  asks  leave  to  regard  the  assar- 
mnce  which  he  has  aboTe  coDvejed  aa  a  pablio 
replj  to  a  public  question." 

Then  follows  a  supplementary  letter 
from  myself  to  Her  Majesty  of  the  18th 
of  June— 

"  Mr.  Gladstone,  with  his  humble  duty  to  Tour 
Majesty,  reverts  to  his  letter  of  last  night,  and, 
upon  the  facts  before  him,  having  now  had  the 
opportunity  of  consultation  to  which  he  then  re- 
ferred, he  agrees  with  Lord  Salisbury  in  the 
words  '  it  must  bo  accepted  now  as  a  fact  that  a 
Dissolution  is  impossible.' 

*'  Ue  prays  Your  Majesty  to  consider  this  sup- 
plemental  letter  as  being,  like  the  letter  of  last 
night,  a  record  of  a  public  transaction." 

The  fourth  letter  is  a  letter  from  Lord 
Sfidisbury  to  Her  Majesty,  dated  the  18th 
of  June — 

**  Lord  Salisbury,  with  his  humble  duty  to  Your 
Majesty,  respectfully  acknowledges  the  receipt  of 
Mr.  Gladstone's  answer  to  Your  Majesty. 

**  With  respect  to  the  question  whether  an  im- 
mediate Dissolution  is  possible  when  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill  is  passed,  be  begs  to  submit  an  opinion 
signed  by  Sir  Ilardingo  Giffard  and  Mr.  Gibson. 

*'  Lord  Salisbury  has  laid  the  two  letters  beforo 
his  political  friends  ;  and  they  are  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  Mr.  Gladstone's  letter  contains 
no  pledge  that  he  and  his  fritfnds  would  give  to  a 
new  Government  the  support  necessary  for  com- 
pleting the  indispensable  Business  of  the  Session. 
Without  such  a  pledge  they  feel  that  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  assuming  Office  in  the  face  of  a 
large  adverse  majority  at  a  juncture  when  an 
appeal  to  the  constituencies  is  legally  impossible. 
By  such  a  step  they  would  not  be  facilitating  the 
progress  of  Public  Business,  and  would  be  rather 
eml^rrassing  than  serving  Your  Mnjesty. 

"  Lord  Salisbury  concurs  with  Mr,  Gladstone 
in  thinking  that  their  letters  to  Your  Majesty  on 
this  subject  should  be  treated  as  having  a  public 
charaoter." 

Here  is  the  opmion  of  Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard  and  Mr.  Gibson,  which  I  will 
read,  although  there  is  no  dispute  what- 
ever as  to  the  fact,  assuming  the  passing 
of  the  Eedistribution  of  Seats  Bill — 

"June  18. 
"  We  are  of  opinion  that  once  the  Queen's 
Assent  is  given  to  the  Redistribution  Bill  a  Dis- 
solution is  impossible.  The  old  constituencies 
and  the  Registers  applicable  to  them  will  have 
been  abolished,  and  the  new  Registers  applicable 
to  the  new  constituencies  will  not  have  come  into 
existence.  Of  course  the  Queen's  Assent  may  be 
deferred  and  a  Dissolution  on  the  old  Registers 
thus  obtained  ;  but  we  do  not  understand  that 
eonrse  to  be  suggested. 

'*  Habdinob  Glppard. 
"  E.  Gibson." 

No.  5  is  a  Memorandum  drawn  up 
by  me  at  Windsor,  and  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty  on  the  18th  of  June  in  a 
formal  document,  with  certain  points — 


"  Memorandum  submitted  to  Her  Majesty  at 
Windsor,  June  18,  1885. 

**  1.  Can  Lord  Salisbury  suggest  any  amend- 
ment of  my  words  which  would  make  them  satis- 
factory ? 

"2.  In  my  opinion  the  whole  value  of  such  a 
declaration  as  circumstances  like  these  admit  de- 
pends upon  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  given  and 
received,  For  myself  and  for  any  friends  of  mine, 
I  can  only  say  that  we  give  the  declaration,  and 
should  endeavour  to  interpret  and  apply  it,  in  the 
same  spirit  in  which  we  entered  upon  the  recent 
conferences  on  the  Seats  Bill. 

**S.  1  am  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  easy  to 
convince  Lord  Salisbury  himself  that  it  is  en- 
tirely beyond  our  power  to  give  the  specific  pledges 
which  he  requires. 

"  4.  I  can  confidently  say  that,  so  far  as  my 
knowledge  goes,  there  is  not  the  slightest  intention 
to  make  an  extreme  or  illegitimate  use  of  the 
power  of  a  majority,  were  it  in  our  power  to  do 
so. 

'*  5,  About  the  Dissolution,  on  the  facts  beforo 
us,  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion.*' 

The  sixth  letter  is  a  letter  from  Lord 
Salisbury  to  Her  Majesty,  and  is  dated 
the  19  th  of  June — 

*'  Lord  Salisbury,  with  his  humble  duty  to 
Tour  Majesty,  respectfully  acknowledges  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  Memorandum  from  Mr.  Gladstone. 

*'  Lord  Salisbury  begs  to  submit  the  following 
observations  in  reply  : — 

*'  1.  The  precise  engagements  asked  for  are  as 
follows  : — (a.)  That  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  poli- 
tical Friends  will  support  a  Motion  to  give  the 
new  Government  the  time  of  the  House — that  is, 
precedence  on  all  days  on  which  financial  Busi- 
ness is  put  down.  The  new  Government,  on  the 
other  hand,  would  engage  not  to  bring  forward  on 
those  d.iys  any  other  Business  to  which  Mr. 
Gladstone  objected,  {b,)  That  if  no  other  pro- 
vision is  made  by  the  House  for  the  Credits 
already  voted  and  the  Estimates  laid  on  the 
Table,  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  Friends  will  sup- 
port a  financial  arrangement  to  this  effect — that 
the  Income  Tax  shall  stand  for  the  year  at  8d., 
and  that,  in  lieu  of  any  other  augmentation  of 
taxation,  provision  be  made  for  Supply  either  by 
Exchequer  Bonds  for  the  year  or  any  other  form 
of  temporary  loan. 

*'  The  object  of  this  proposal  is,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  leave  Mr.  Gladstone  at  liberty  to  object 
to  any  new  taxing  proposals  which  the  new  Go- 
vernment may  make  when  they  are  in  possession 
of  oflScial  information,  and,  on  the  other  band,  to 
prevent  any  possibility  of  a  deadlock. 

'*  If  Dissolution  were  possible  the  new  Govern- 
ment would  have  no  right  to  ask  their  opponents 
for  security  against  a  deadlock  ;  an  appeal  to  the 
electors  would  be  the  Constitutional  resource, 
which  it  would  be  their  duty  to  recommend  to 
Tour  Mnjesty.  But  this  resource  having  been 
cot  off  by  the  Redistribution  Bill,  Lord  Salisbury 
and  his  Friends  feci  that  they  cannot  take  OflBce 
with  any  advantage  to  Tour  Majesty's  Service 
unless  they  receive  from  the  Leader  of  the  ma- 
jority an  engagement  to  concur  in  the  measures 
which  are  indispensable  for  closing  the  Business 
of  the  Session.  A  substitute  for  such  specific 
pledges  eannot  be  found  in  a  general  declaration 
that  there  is  no  intention  to  embarrass  the  new 
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Government,  for  the  precise  bearing  of  such  a 
declaration  will  be  open,  as  events  arise,  to 
different  interpretations." 

No.  7  is  a  letter  from  myself  to  Her 
Majesty  dated  June  20th,  after  having 
received  tJiat  letter  of  Lord  Salisbury — 

June  20,  1  p.m. 

"  Mr.  Gladstone  presents  bis  humble  duty  to 
Tour  Majesty. 

*<  ne  bad  tbo  bonour  to  receive  between  9.30 
and  10  this  morning  a  letter  from  Sir  Henry  Pon- 
sonby,  written  on  Your  Majesty's  behalf,  and  in- 
closing a  letter  from  Lord  Salisbury  to  Your 
Majesty,  dated  June  19. 

**  Mr.  Gladstone  felt  it  necessary  at  once  to 
call  for  the  presence  of  all  his  late  Colleagues 
who  were  within  reach  ;  and  they  met  at  11, 
when  Mr.  Gladstone  laid  before  them  the  letters 
which  have  passed. 

*'  The  conditions  which  it  is  deemed  necessary 
by  Lord  Salisbury  to  require  from  Mr.  Gladstone 
are  stated  with  great  clearness. 

"  It  is  a  matter  of  the  utmost  regret  to  your 
Majesty's  late  Advisers  and  to  Mr.  Gladstone 
himself  that  Lord  Salisbury  puts  aside  without  a 
word  a  portion  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Memorandum, 
describing  the  spirit  in  which  the  declaration 
lately  made  by  him  would  be  interpreted  and 
applied. 

"  This  portion  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Memoran- 
dum written  on  the  18th  has  received  the  entire 
and  marked  approval  of  his  Colleagues,  and  ho 
himself  had  hoped  that  here  might  be  found  a 
solution  of  the  existing  difficulty. 

"  lie  is  concerned  to  say  for  himself  and  on 
the  part  of  all  the  Members  of  the  late  Cabinet 
who  have  assembled  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
their  public  duty  to  compromise  the  liberties  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  giving  the  specific 
pledges  which  Lord  Salisbury  requires." 

No.  8  is  a  letter  from  Lord  Salisbury  to 
Her  Majesty,  dated  the  20th  of  June, 
which  passed  through  Her  Majesty,  and 
reached  me  on  the  22nd — 

"  June  20. 

**  Lord  Salisbury,  with  his  humble  duty  to 
Your  Majesty,  respectfully  acknowledges  the  re- 
ceipt of  Mr.  Gladstone's  letter. 

"  Lord  Salisbury  much  regrets  that  he  should 
have  seemed  to  Mr.  Gladstone  to  have  '  put  aside 
without  a  word'  his  reference  to  the  spirit  in 
which  Mr.  Gladstone  undertook  to  interpret  the 
declaration  contained  in  bis  own  letter  of  the 
17th  inst.  Lord  Salisbury  had  no  intention  of 
doing  so.  The  closing  sentence  of  bis  last  letter 
to  your  Majesty  was  intended  to  convey  that  his 
objection  was  to  the  generality  of  that  declaration 
— an  objection  which  is  not  sufficiently  met  by  a 
statement  of  the  spirit  in  which  that  declaration 
was  made. 

**  The  declaration  to  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
refers  was  in  these  words — '  In  the  conduct  of 
the  necessary  Business  of  the  country  during  the 
remainder  of  the  Session,  Mr.  Gladstone  believes 
there  will  be  no  disposition  to  embarrass  the 
Government  serving  Your  Majesty.'  In  the  sub- 
sequent Memorandum  he  states  that  he  gives  thifc 
declaration  (which  is  a  declaration  of  his  belieQ, 

Mr,  Gladstone 


and  that  he  '  would  endeavour  to  interpret  aad 
apply  it  in  the  same  spirit  in  which  he  and  his 
Friends  entered  upon  the  recent  conferences  on 
the  Seats  Bill.'  Lord  Salisbury  does  not  en- 
tirely understand  the  meaning  of  these  words  as 
applied  to  a  declaration  of  belief.  But  be  is  glad 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  acknowledging  the 
loyalty  with  which  the  arrangements  at  those 
conferences  have  been  kept.  He  believes,  bow- 
ever,  that  their  success  is  mainly  due  to  the  dis- 
tinctness of  the  '  specific  pledges '  which  were 
then  asked  for  and  given  on  either  aide.  The 
spirit  which  declines  all '  specific  pledges  *  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  spirit  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
his  Friends  entered  on  the  confereooes  oa  the 
Seats  Bill. 

"  Lord  Salisbury  is  not  able  to  tmderstaad  oo 
what  ground  Mr.  Gladstone  speaks  of  the  'spe- 
cific pledges'  asked  for  as  compromising  the 
liberties  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Lord  Salis- 
bury has  only  asked  whether  Mr.  Gladstone  will 
vote  for  a  certain  form  of  Budget,  and  whether 
he  will  support  a  motion  for  giving  to  the  is- 
coming  Government  (which  cannot  oommeoee  its 
work  till  after  the  beginning  of  July)  &etlitits 
similar  to  those  which  are  fr^uentlj,  if  not  oni- 
formly,  given  to  the  Government  of  the  day  at 
some  period  during  that  month.  Lord  Salisbory 
cannot  see  in  this  suggestion  anything  iaeoosis- 
tent  with  the  liberties  of  the  House  of  ComoNOS. 

"  Though  the  language  used  by  Mr.  GladstoM 
on  behalf  of  his  Cabinet  gives  an  emphatie  saae- 
tion  to  the  declaration  already  qooted.  Lord 
Salisbury  humbly  submits  that  the  declaratioo 
itself  contains  no  definite  assurance  of  aopportia 
respect  of  the  matter  mentioned  in  Lord  Salis- 
bury's proposals,  and  offers  no  seearity  agaiast 
an  immediate  recurrence  of  the  present  difl* 
culty." 

That,  Sir,  is  letter  No.  8,  which  is  datad 
June  20.  It  reached  me  on  the  22ttd, 
and  I  mention  that  fact  because  my 
closing  letter  is  dated  on  the  2l8t  <d 
June  before  this  letter  had  reached  me. 
My  letter  is  as  follows : — 

*'  10,  Downing  Street,  Whitehall,  Jane  f  I. 

**  Mr.  Gladstone  presents  his  hamble  daty  to 
Your  Majesty. 

*'  Ue  had  the  honour  to  reoeive  tooo  aftar  1 
to-day  Tour  Majesty's  graeions  letter.  ....  He 
has  at  no  time  stated  that  nothing  eonid  be  doae 
in  the  sense  indicated  by  Lord  Salisbury,  aad 
had,  indeed,  reason  to  believe  Lord  Salisbory  » 
already  aware  that,  in  his  opinion.  Caeilitlas  te 
expediting  Supply  may  reasoitably  be  prond«d, 
but  not  so  as  to  place  the  libertica  of  the  Heasa 
of  Commons  in  abeyance. 

"  But  his  Colleagues  have  been  of  opiniea  tbat 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  enter  into  argaaeeC 
or  detail  on  the  demands  of  Lord  SalislMry,  aa4 
Mr.  Gladstone  could  not  but  cononr,  as  his  rder^ 
ence  to  the  recent  conferences  on  tlM  Seats  Bifl 
has  simply  led  to  counter »argn meats, 

"  With  regard  to  finance,  looklof  at  aU  tht 
facts  and  probabilities  before  him,  Ifr.  Glainsw 
feels  sure  there  is  no  idea  of  wtthboidtaf  thi 
Ways  and  Means  required  for  the  Pablie  Servkth 
and  he  apprehends  no  danger  on  thb  aeere. 

<*  The  diflknlty  which  be  is  nnaMo 
lies  in  endeavoors  to  defloe  bifasfcanitho* 
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to  be  tftken  on  questions  the  eznot  form  of  which 
cannot  be  foreseen. 

**  He  remains,  therefore,  without  power  on  his 
own  part  and  that  of  his  Friends  to  tender  the 
epeotfic  pledges  required  bj  Lord  Salisbury." 

I  liave  now  read,  Sir,  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's permission,  all  the  letters  con- 
taining assurances  as  to  the  conduct  of 
my  Friends  and  myself  which  I  have 
given  to  Her  Majesty  in  answer  to  the 
request  of  Lord  Salisbury. 

Mr.  EOWLAND  WINN:  Since  I 
moved  that  the  House  at  its  rising  should 
adjourn  until  Friday,  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  in  consequence  of  an  ar- 
rangement which  has  been  made  for  the 
meeting  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment to-morrow,  I  cannot  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  until  Friday.  I 
therefore  beg  to  withdraw  that  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 


NEW  WRITS. 

For  Devon  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), r.  Eight  honble.  Sir  Stafford 
Henry  Northcote,  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

For  Gloucester  County  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Eight  honble.  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  baronet.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

For  Lancaster  County  (South- West- 
em  Division),  v.  Sir  Eichard  Assheton 
Cross,  baronet,  Secretary  of  State. 

For  Woodstock  Borough,  v.  Eight 
honble.  Eandolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill,  commonly  called  Lord  Ean- 
dolph Churchill,  Secretary  of  State. 

Ar  Westminster  City,  v.  Eight  honble. 
William  Henry  Smith,  Secretary  of 
State. 

For  Lancaster  County  (Northern  Di- 
vision), r.  Eight  honble.  Frederick 
Arthur  Stanley,  Secretary  of  State. 

For  Launceston  Borough,  v.  Sir  Har- 
dinge  Stanley  Giffard,  knight.  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain. 

For  Dublin  University,  v.  Eight 
honble.  Edward  GKbson,  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland. 

For  Middlesex  County,  v.  Eight 
honble.  George  Francis  Hamilton,  com- 
monly called  Lord  George  Hamilton, 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 

For  Leicester  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Eight  honble.  John  James 
Bobert  Manners,  Postmaster  General. 

For  Lincoln  County  (Mid  Division), 
r.  Honble.  Edward  Stanhope,  Vice 
President  of  the  Council. 


For  Lincoln  County  (Mid  Division), 
V.  Henry  Chaplin,  esquire.  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 

For  Hertford  Borough,  v,  Arthur 
James  Balfour,  esquire,  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

For  Dublin  University,  v.  Eight 
honble.  David  Eobert  Plunket,  First 
Commissioner  of  Works. 

For  Kent  County  (Mid  Division),  v. 
Eight  honble.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
baronet.  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Rowland  Winn.) 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

0 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882- RENEWAL  OF  ACT. 
Me.  PAENELL  :  I  desire.  Sir,  to 
take  this  opportunity,  the  first  I  have 
had  since  the  change  of  Government 
that  has  taken  place,  to  give  Notice  that 
upon  an  early  day — the  earliest  possible 
day  I  can  secure — ^I  shall  call  attention 
to  the  maladministration  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland,  and  more  especially 
certain  provisions  of  the  Crime  Preven- 
tion Act,  during  the  Viceroy alty  of 
Earl  Spencer,  whereby  persons  have  in 
some  cases  been  condemned  to  death 
and  executed,  and  in  others  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude  for  life  or  for  long 
terms  of  years,  which  sentences  are  now 
in  operation ;  and  to  move — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  it  is 
the  daty  of  the  Government  to  institute  strict 
inquiry  into  the  evidence  and  convictions  in 
the  Maamtrasca,  Barbavilla,  Crossmaglen,  and 
Castleishind  cases,  the  case  of  the  brothers 
Delahunty,  and,  generally,  all  cases  in  which 
witnesses  examined  in  the  trials  now  declare  that 
they  committed  perjury,  or  in  which  proof  of 
the  innocence  of  the  accused  is  tendered  by 
credible  persons,  and  that  such  inquiries,  with 
a  view  to  the  full  discovery  of  truth  and  the 
relief  of  innocent  persons,  should  be  held  in  the 
manner  most  favourable  to  the  reception  of  all 
available  evidence.** 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]—  Public  Bihia^Seeond  Rending^ 
Public  Health  (Sootland)  Proviaional  Order* 
(148);  Commons  Regulation  (Aihdown 
Forest)  Provisional  Order  *  (141) ;  Commons 
Regulation  (Drumburgh)  Provisional  Order  * 
(142) ;  Commons  Inclosure  (Llanybyther) 
Provisional  Order  *  ( 1 43) ;  Local  Government 
(Gas)  Provisional  Orders  •  (144);  Local  Go- 
vernment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (La- 
bourers Act)  (No.  4)  •  (145) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  * 
(146);  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)*  (147);  Tramways  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  1)  •  (149) ;  Friendly  Societies 
Act  (1876)  Amendment*  (128). 

Committ0f  —  B$port  —  Yorkshire  Registries  • 
(133). 

Third  Afo^iw^— East  India  Unclaimed  Stocks* 
(113),  Bn^pa—ed. 

Moyal  J(MM<~PrinceaB  Beatrice's  Annuitv  [48 
k  49  Vict,  c.  24];   Local  Authorities  *(Ex- 

?Bn8es  of  Conferences)  [48  &  49  Viet,  c.  22] ; 
arliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution)  [48 
&  49  Vict,  c.  23]  ;  Burial  Boards  (Contested 
Elections)  [48  &  49  Viet.  o.  21];  Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders 
(Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  [48  &  49  Viet.  c. 
zxix] ;  Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)[48  &  49  Viet.  c.  zxx];  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  4)  [48  k  49  Viet.  o.  xxxi] ;  Local  Go- 
vernment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (La- 
bourers Act)  (No.  3}  [48  &  49  Viet.  c.  xxxii]. 

The  Earl  of  Reoesdale — Sat  Speaker. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

The  Ri^ht  Honourable  Sir  Hardinoe 
OiFFARD,  Knight,  having  been  appointed 
Lord  Chancellor — Sat  Speaker. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  NEW  MINISTRY- 
STATEMENT  OF  THE  MARQUESS  OP 
SALISBURY. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
rise,  for  the  first  time,  to  occupy  the  most 
honourable  office  of  Leader  of  this  House, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that,  during  the 
time  I  have  the  privilege  to  occupy  that 
position,  I  may  be  honoured  with  that 
support  from  your  Lordships  which  you 
have  always  given  to  the  Leader  of  this 
House,  and  that  I  may  not  be  held  to 
fall  short  of  the  distinguished  men  who 
have  preceded  me.  The  political  events 
of  the  last  few  days  reniier  it  unneces- 
sary that  I  should  remind  you  of  what 


you  are  acquainted  with  by  the  Ofdtnary 
means  of  communication,  of  what  has 
taken  place  ''  elsewhere,"  and  especially 
with  the  correspondence  which  has  been 
read  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
and  it  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  add 
very  much  to  the  statement  which  waa 
there  made.    There  are  only  one  or  two 
supplementary  facts  which,  for  the  un- 
derstanding of  our  conduct  in  this  mat- 
ter, it  is  necessary  that  your  Lordships 
should  know;  but  upon  which,  being 
matters  of  a  private  and  personal,  more 
than  of  a  public,  interest,  I  shall  not 
dwell  at  any  unseemly  length.    When 
I  was  summoned  by  Her  Majesty  to 
Balmoral,  my  first  representation  to  Her 
Majesty  was  that,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
legislation  which  had  taken  place,  the 
country  was  in  a  position  of  a  veiy 
exceptional  kind—that  a  Bill  had  prac- 
tically passed  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  by  which  a  Dissolution  of 
Parliament  had  become  impossible,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  prac* 
tically,  therefore,  without   that    direct 
responsibility  to  the  constituencies  which 
is  an  essential  part  of  ita  Constitutional 
position.     I  represented  to  Her  Majesty 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  it  waa» 
in  my  judgment,  desirable  that  the  Go* 
vemment,  whose  legislation   had  pro- 
duced this  state  of  things,  should  take 
charge  of  the  management  of  Parliament 
during  the  abnormal  interval  that  must 
transpire  before  the  constitaencios  could 
be  consulted ;  and  I,  while  readily  ac- 
knowledging the  responsibility    which 
rests  upon  any  political  Party  that  has 
produced  a  defeat  of  the  Government 
m    the   House  of   Commons,    was   of 
opinion,  in  the  wholly  peculiar  and  ab- 
normal position  in  which  we  stood,  that 
the   course    I    recommended    was    the 
wisest  to    pursue.      Her  Majesty  was 
graciously  pleased  to  communicate  to 
^Ir.  Gladstone  these  opinions  of  mine. 
A  telegram  was  sent,  in  which  I  urgwi 
him  to  take  these  circumstances  earnestly 
into  consideration,  before  he  finally  re- 
solved upon  his  retirement.      Her  Ma- 
jesty received  a  telegram  in  reply,  in 
which  Mr.  Gladstone,  reciting  some  of 
the  events  that  had  taken  placa,  said 
that,  after  these  events,  the  retiring  Go- 
vernment was  precluded   from    reoon- 
sidering  its  resignation.     That  was,  no 
doubt,  a  very  important  statement,  and 
laid  a  considerable  responsibility  upon 
the  ConservatiTe  Party.    It  appeavM  to 
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me,  however,  that,  under  the  circum- 
stauces,  it  would  very  much  assist  the 
conduct  of  public  affairs  and  the  welfare 
of  the  Public  Service,  if  the  Leader  of 
the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  give  those  pledges  which  were 
necessary  as  an  assurance  that,  in  this 
strange  and  unusual  interval,  the  Busi- 
ness of  Parliament  should  be  wound  up 
with  all  practicable  smoothness  and 
despatch,'and  that  an  appeal  to  the  con- 
stituencies should  take  place  at  the 
earliest  time.  Your  Lordships  are  aware 
of  the  correspondence  which  has  passed, 
and  you  are  aware  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
declined  to  give  specific  pledges.  In 
the  last  letter,  however,  of  that  corre- 
spondence his  attitude  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, modified.  If  I  might  borrow  a 
form  of  language  which,  perhaps,  might 
be  attributed  to  him,  I  should  say  that, 
although  his  pledges  were  not  specific, 
his  general  pledges  were  specifically  ap- 
plied. This  last  letter,  however,  I  con- 
fess did  not  produce  at  first  upon  my 
mind  the  impression  that  we  were  suf- 
ficiently secure  from  an  early  recurrence 
of  difficulties  and  crises  to  make  it  de- 
sirable that  we  should  undertake  the 
duties  of  Office.  At  that  stage  Her  Ma- 
jesty spontaneously  was  pleased  to 
intervene — not,  I  need  hardly  say,  with 
the  slightest  partiality  for  one  Party  or 
another ;  for,  throughout  the  whole  of 
Her  Beign,  Her  Majesty  has  maintained 
the  most  admirable  and  Constitutional 
position  of  impartiality  between  the  two 
Parties ;  but  simply  to  call  my  atten- 
tion, in  very  earnest  language,  to  the 
injury  that  was  being  done  to  the  great, 
the  highest  interests  of  the  State  by  the 
prolongation  of  the  Ministerial  crisis; 
and  Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to  l^dd 
that,  in  her  opinion,  I  might  reasonably 
aeeept  Mr.  Gladstone's  assurances.  This 
testimony  of  Her  Majesty  to  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's loyalty  I  hardly  needed,  because 
I  never  doubted  that  loyalty — I  doubted 
the  application  he  would  make  of  the 
prindpie  on ,  which  he  acted ;  still,  I 
could  not  but  pay  great  deference  to  an 
opinion  so  expressed.  What,  however, 
pressed  much  more  strongly  upon  my 
mind  was  the  representation  which  Her 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  make  of  the 
evils  which  a  prolonged  interval  of 
Ministerial  suspension  were  likely  to 
cause.  I  could  not  but  consider  that  in 
connection  with  the  telegrams  which 
had  passed  at  Balmoral,  if  it  had  been 
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possible  simply  to  hand  back  my  task 
to  the  retiring  Ministry  and  to  call  upon 
them  to  go  on,  there  would  have  been 
much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  adopting 
such  a  course  in  the  peculiar  position  of 
public  affairs — I  mean  the  peculiar 
position  arising  out  of  the  impossibility 
of  a  Dissolution.  But  that  issue  had 
been  cut  off  by  these  telegrams,  and  I 
felt  that  if  I  now  declined  i;he  responsi- 
bility of  Office  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
my  Friends,  I  should  be  compelling  Her 
Majesty  to  recur  either  to  new  Leaders 
or  to  new  combinations  —  that  a  very 
great  and  long  delay  must  necessarily 
intervene,  and  that  the  evil  of  suspense 
to  the  Public  Service  would  probably 
exceed  any  evil  which  we  might  incur 
by  dispensing  with  Mr.  Gladstone's 
specific  engagement,  even  if  we  took  the 
most  unfavourable  view  of  the  intention 
which  his  refusal  to  give  this  engage- 
ment might  imply.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, with  the  unanimous  consent  of 
my  Colleagues,  I  thought  it  was  my 
duty  to  assume  Office.  With  that  state- 
ment I  will  close  any  further  reference 
to  a  subject  with  regard  to  which,  if  I 
were  to  push  it  further,  I  think  I  might 
justly  be  accused,  at  a  moment  of  con« 
siderable  importance  and  anxiety,  of 
thrusting  personal  matters  into  undue 
and  inconvenient  prominence.  My 
Lords — ^rightly  or  wrongly — we  con- 
sidered that  the  balance  of  advantages 
to  the  Public  Service  would  rather  be 
consulted  by  our  accepting  Office  than  by 
our  declining  it.  It  is  needless  for  me 
to  dwell  upon  the  question  whether  we 
were  right  or  not.  The  history  of  the 
next  four  or  five  weeks  will  furnish  a 
better  commentary  than  any  that  I  could 
off'er,  and  I  trust  and  earnestly  hope 
that  the  result  will  show  that  we  struck 
the  balance  in  the  right  direction.  My 
Lords,  the  time  has  not  come  when  I  can 
make  to  your  liordships  any  statement 
of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  upon  the  various  difficult 
questions  that  lie  before  us.  We  have 
only  just  entered  Office,  and  we  have  only 
just  at  this  moment  had  access  to  the 
information  upon  which  our  policy  must 
be  based.  Before  many  days  have 
elapsed,  it  will  probably  be  my  duty  to 
make  some  statement  of  that  kind.  In 
the  meantime,  I  hope  I  may  say  that, 
in  circumstances  probably  more  difficult 
than  those  in  which  any  other  Govern- 
ment has  acceded    to  Office   in  recentr 
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times,  we  may  look  to  the  kindly  and 
considerate  support  of  our  countrymen. 
We  believe  that,  in  view  of  the  state  of 
public  affairs,  we  shall  not  meet  with 
any  large  number  of  politicians  who  will, 
of  set  purpose  and  desire,  impede  the 
progress  of  government.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  have  re- 
ceived, from  many  moderate  men  who 
have  no  connection  with  our  Party,  an 
assurance  that,  during  this  interval,  they 
will  do  their  utmost  to  forward  and 
smooth  the  progress  of  affairs,  and  en- 
able us  to  carry  on  the  Business  of  the 
country.  I  feel  sure  that,  at  all  events, 
we  shall  enjoy  the  support  of  those  out- 
of-doors  who  are  outside  Party  strife — 
who  desire  that  the  Public  Service  should 
be  carried  on,  and  who  wish  that  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  may  not  be  neg- 
lected in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  of 
arranging  Parliamentary  disputes  and 
antagonisms ;  and  whether  our  term  of 
Office  be  long  or  short,  I  earnestly  hope 
that  our  motives  in  approaching  such  a 
task  will  not  be  subject  to  misconcep- 
tion. Much  has  been  said  out-of-doors 
by  some  who  are  even  mainly  respon- 
sible for  the  position  of  the  prospects  of 
any  Government  which  takes  Office  at 
the  present  time.  I  believe  that  distin- 
guieJied  men  have  talked  of  the  certainty 
of  our  being  swept  off  the  face  of  the 
English  constituencies  from  Devonshire 
to  Oheshire.  Well,  my  recommenda- 
tion to  these  distinguished  men  is  not  to 
attempt  to  add  to  their  many  other  claims 
to  popular  admiration  any  pretence  to 
the  title  of  prophets.  There  is  no  de- 
partment of  human  affairs^in  which  pro- 
phecy is  more  dangerous  than  politics. 
If  they  will  look  back  on  history,  they 
will  find  that  some  of  the  Ministries 
which  lived  the  longest  were  not  those 
which  took  Office  with  the  highest  pros- 
pects of  predominance  or  success.  One 
of  my  earliest  recollections  of  politics  is 
the  advent  of  Lord  Palmerston's  Go- 
vernment to  power  in  1855,  during  the 
time  of  the  long  frost,  and  I  remember 
then  that  it  was  a  popular  saying  that 
the  frost  would  outlast  the  Government ; 
but,  with  very  little  interval,  Lord  Pal- 
merston  was  in  Office  for,  I  think,  10 
years.  I  need  not  refer  to  the  instances 
further  back  of  Lord  Liverpool  in  1812, 
and  of  Mr.  Pitt  in  1784;  but  I  depre- 
cate all  prophecies  of  this  kind.  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  any 
political  organization,  or  of  any  public 
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man,  however  dear-sighted,  to  look  be- 
hind the  veil  which  hides  the  Parlia- 
mentary future  from-our  eyes.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  our  duty  to  take  any 
such  probabilities  into  account  in  the 
course  we  shall  pursue.  We  have  to 
devote  our  energies  to  performing  our 
duty  to  our  country  and  eur  Queen  for 
the  time  during  which  we  are  in  Office, 
without  any  reference  to  whether  it  is 
to  be  long  or  short ;  and  in  that  course 
I  am  convinced  we  shall  have  the  sym- 
pathy and  support  of  four  countiymen. 
Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Marquess  began  his  observatioos 
by  making  a  very  graceful  appeal  to 
the  House  to  give  him  that  support 
which  the  Leader  of  the  House  has 
generally  received  from  them.  I  cannot 
resist  the  opening  which  he  has  just 
given  me  for  saying  very  shortly  how 
deeply  I  feel  the  general  and  cordial 
support  I  have  received  from  my  Friendi 
while  holding  the  position  of  the  Leader, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  indulgence 
and  forbearance  shown  to  me  pereonally 
by  those  who  sit  opposite  to  me.  My 
Lords,  I  should  have  been  very  eony  if 
it  had  been  considered  neoessaxy  for  me 
to  make  any  lengthened  comment  upon 
anything  which  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess  to-day,  and  atill  more 
if  that  comment  should  have  had  to  be 
of  a  contentious  character.  TheooUe 
Marquess  has  made  something  like  an 
apology  for  having  accepted  the  com- 
mand of  the  Queen  to  form  a  Goven- 
ment.  It  appearsto  me  that  that  apobgy 
is  unnecessary.  The  noble  Marquen 
has,  I  think,  followed  a  Derfectly  Con- 
stitutional course.  I  should  be  the  veir 
last  person  to  raise  any  objection  to 
what  he  has  done;  because,  if  I  re- 
member rightly,  on  almost  the  very  last 
occasion  in  which  I  spoke  in  this  House, 
I  deprecated  the  existing  GoTemmisat 
being  embarrassed  and  weakened  ia 
their  dealings  with  Foreign  Powers. 
but  I  strongly  urged  on  thoae  opposed 
to  us  the  propriety  of  turning  ns  out  if 
they  were  able  and  wilUng  to  do  to. 
The  noble  Marquess  only  a  few  weeks 
ago  declined  to  announce  his  policy  na- 
less  he  was  in  Office.  He  said  th« 
urgent  necessity  of  the  moment  was  not 
to  provide  a  policy,  but  to  change  tkt 
Government,  and  to  turn  out  rtilefs  in- 
competent to  deal  with  public  affiH& 
This  declaration  was  followed  by  a  Tots 
of  Censure  of  a  vital  character,  i 
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and  carried  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  appears  to  me,  according  to  all  the 
rales  of  Constitutional   principles,  the 
noble  Marquess  is  perfectly  entitled  to 
the  place  he  occupies,  and  that  he  need 
not  apologize  for  accepting  Office.     The 
noble  Marquess  has  alluded  to  one  or 
two  points  which  have  induced  him  to 
do  80.     One  was  with  regard  to   the 
necessity  created    by  Mr.   Gladstone's 
declaration  that  he  would  not  form  a 
Qovemment.     I  must  go  into  a  little 
more  detail  than  the  noble  Marquess  on 
that  subject.    I  think  it  was  on  the 
11th  of  June  that  Mr.  Gladstone  was 
asked  whether,  in  the  case  of  the  noble 
Marquess  failing  to  form  a  Government, 
he  would,  with  his  Colleagues,  be  pre- 
pared to  remain.     He  answered  that 
the  refusal  or  inability  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury would  obviously  change  the  situa- 
tion.    Upon  that  his  resignation  was 
accepted.     The    noble   Marquess  went 
down  to  Balmoral,  and  it  was  under- 
stood that  he  went,  though  not  to  kiss 
hands,  to  accept  the  duty  of  forming  a 
Government.     On  the  Idth  a  question 
was   put    to    Mr.    Gladstone    by    the 
Queen,  at  the   instance  of    the   noble 
Marquess,  to  which    he  has    referred. 
Mr.   Gladstone  answered  that  no  new 
circumstances    had    arisen    since    the 
noble  Marquess  was  understood  to  an- 
nounce publicly  his  readiness  to  take 
Office,  and  that  acceptance  of  resigna- 
tions was  announced  to  Parliament  yes- 
terday. This  precluded  any  reconsidera- 
tion by  the  retiring  Gt)vemment.     On 
the  afternoon  of  the  22nd  Sir  Henry 
Ponsonby,    whose    activity,  judgment, 
and  tact  in  the  difficult  duty  he  had  to 
discharge  is  generally  recognized  by  the 
noble  Marquess  and  ourselves,  according 
to  a  note  which  Mr.  Gladstone  made  at 
the  time,  stated  that  the  Queen  believed 
that  the  late  Government  did  not  wish 
to  come  back.    Mr.  Gladstone    simply 
reminded  him  of  his  own  previous  reply, 
and  to  the  statement  he  had  made  that 
the  failure  or  refusal  of  Lord  Salisbury 
to  form  a  Ministry  would  alter  the  cir- 
cumstances.    He  said  he  could  not  pro- 
mise that  in  such  a  case  matters  would 
be  perfectly  smooth ;  but  he  did  feel  that 
in  the  position  which  he  held  it  was  his 
duty  under  such  circumstances,  as  far  as 
he  was  himself  concerned,  to  make  every 
effort  to  prevent  Her  Majesty  being  left 
without  Advisers.     As  to  the  Queen's 
letter,  I  should  like  to  go  a  little  more 


into  detail.  On  an  inquiry  from  Sir 
Henry  Ponsonby,  acting  under  the  com- 
mands of  Her  Majesty,  Mr.  Gladstone 
suggested  that  possibly  a  letter  from  the 
Queen  to  Lord  Salisbury,  testifying  to 
the  sincerity  and  loyalty  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, might  re- assure  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. The  only  difference  which  comes 
out  in  the  correspondence  has,  I  think, 
been  fairly  stated  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
Whereas  he  for  a  long  time  insisted  upon 
specific  pledges,  Mr.  Gladstone  entirely 
refused  to  give  specific  pledges  which  he 
considered  would  compromise  the  liberty 
of  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  in  every 
way,  and  even  with  unusual  expressions, 
he  showed  the  cordiality  and  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  determination  of  himself 
and  his  Friends  not  to  throw  anything 
like  factious  opposition  in  the  way  of 
the  Government  now  forming.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone certainly  suggested  that  letter  with 
the  notion  that  it  might  re-assure  the 
noble  Marquess  in  regard  to  the  sincerity 
of  those  declarations  which  he  and  his 
late  Colleagues  had  made.  That  that 
letter  was  written  is  only  an  exemplifica- 
tion of  what  the  noble  Marquess  has 
said,  and  what  I  confirm  completely.  I 
am  not  astonished  at  it,  because  there 
has  been  no  exception  in  such  cases  from 
the  course  which  the  Queen  pursued. 
That  course  has  been,  as  regards  both 
the  outgoing  and  incoming  Administra- 
tions, perfectly  Constitutional,  so  far  as 
I  know.  The  noble  Marquess  appeals 
to  my  Friends  not  to  occupy  the  position 
of  prophets.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
wish  to  do  so.  I  am  perfectly  unaware 
of  what  the  issue  of  the  next  General 
Election  will  be ;  but  why  he  should  im- 
press on  us  the  duty  of  not  becoming 
prophets  I  do  not  know,  seeing  that  he 
himself  gives  us  a  most  clear  prophecy, 
based  on  historical  recollections  and  in- 
genious inferences,  that  he  intends  to  re- 
tain his  present  position  for  the  next 
nine  or  10  years.  I  will  not  prophecy 
myself,  but  I  leave  to  the  noble  Marquess 
all  the  pleasures  and  advantages  which 
such  self-confidence  may  inspire  in  his 
mind,  and  in  that  of  his  supporters. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— MOTION. 
The  Mabqubss  op  SALISBUEY  :  It 
being  understood  that  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  will  not  interfere  with  the 
Judicial  Business,  I  propose  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  until  the  j 
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elections  have  taken  place  for  the  other 
House.  I  therefore  propose  that  the 
House  do  adjourn  until  Monday  week. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Honse  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thunday^  25th  June^  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'BiiA.^^Thxrd Reading-^ 
Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  • 
[166] ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)« 
[167],  Ksidi  patted. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (REDIS- 
TRIBUTION) BILL. 
HESSAQB  F&OIC  THE  LORDS. 

Message  from  The  Lorde — That  they 
do  not  insist  on  their  Amendments  to 
the  Bill  to  which  this  House  has  dis- 
agreed. 

NEW  WRITS. 

For  Lincoln  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Eowland  Winn,  esquire,  Chil- 
tem  Hundreds. 

For  Kent  (Western  Division),  v.  Bight 
honble.  William  Heneage  Legge,  com- 
monly called  Viscount  Lewisham,  Vice 
Ohamberlain  of  Her  Majesty's  House- 
hold. 

For  Down  County,  v.  Eight  honble. 
Arthur  William  Hill,  commonly  called 
Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Controller  of  Her 
Majesty's  Household. 

For  Wilts  County  (Southern  Divi- 
sion), V.  Bight  honble.  William  Pleydell 
Bouverie,  commonly  called  Viscount 
Folkestone,  Treasurer  of  Her  Majesty's 
Household. 

For  Devon  County  (Eastern  Division), 
V.  William  Hood  Walrond,  esquire, 
Commissioner  of  the  Treasury. 

For  Wilton  Borough,  i;.  the  honble. 
Sidney  Herbert,  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

For  Bute  County,  r.  Charles  Dal- 
rjrmple,  esquire.  Commissioner  of  the 
Treasury. 

For  Eye  Borough,  v.  Ellis  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  esquire.  Commissioner  of  the 
Admiralty. 

The  Margwee  of  SaUehury 
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Beiolvedf  That  this  House  will,  at  the 
rising  of  the  House  this  day,  adjourn 
till  Monday  6th  July.  — (1/r.  Aken- 
Douglas.) 

COMMITTEES. 

Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have 
leave  to  sit,  notwithstanding  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

House  adjoomed  at  half  after  Four 
o'clock  till  Monday  6th  July. 


HOUSE     OF    LOBDS, 
Friday,  26th  June,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bius—First  Rmdinf— 
Drainage  and  ImproToment  of  Landi  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order  (No.  2)*  (IM); 
Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)*  (156); 
Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  •  (157). 

Second  jReading—liocal  Government  Provisioosl 
Orders  (No.  6)«  [152];  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  6}«  (163). 

Seleet  Committee— B^mi—Piet  and  Harhov 
Provisional  Orders  •  (114). 

The  Earl    of  Sblbobitk  —  Ghosea 

Speaker  in  the  absence  of   the  Lord 

Chancellor    and  the   Lords    Oommis- 
sioners. 

Pkatebs. 

House    adjourned  during    pleasure; 
and  resumed  by  the  Lord  Chancdlor. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR. 
The  Lord  President  acquainted  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been 
pleased  to  create  the  Eight  Honourable 
tiir  Hardinge  Stanley  Oiffard,  Knight, 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britjon,  a 
Peer  of  this  Eealm,  by  the  title  of 
Baron  Halsbury  of  Hidsbory  in  the 
county  of  Devon,  and  his  Lordshipi 
having  retired  to  robe,  was  introdueed 
in  the  usual  manner. 

House  adjoomed  at  half  past  Four  o*ckck, 

to  Monday  nest,  a  ranter 

before  ElavM  o^cfeck. 
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HOUSE     OF    L0ED8, 
Monday y  29th  June,  1885. 


{July  3,  1885}  Bminess.  1642 

HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Thunday,  2nd  July,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  before 

Two  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  30M  June,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

Houie  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleren  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Wednesday,  Ut  July,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Two  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  3rd  July,  1885. 


Their  Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
of  Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o  dock. 


MINISTRY  OP  THE  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE, 

AS   IT  STOOD  AT  THETB  RESIGNATION  OP  OFFICE. 


MINISTRY  OF  THE  Most  Noble  MARQUESS  OF  SALISBURY, 


AS   FORMED  ON  ACCEPTANCE  OF  OPFICE. 
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THE  MINISTKY 

Of  the  Eight  Honourable  WILLIAM   EWART   GLADSTONE, 

As    IT    STOOD    AT   THEIR    EeSIGNATION    OF    OfFICE   IN    JUNB,    1885. 

THE  CABINET, 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Prime  Minister)    Right  Hon.  William  Ewart  Glapstoke. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Selbornb. 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  .  .  .  Right  Hon.  Earl  Spencer,  K.6. 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  .  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Carlinoford. 
Lord  Privy  Seal  and  First  Comini8sioner\  t»-  t,4.  tt^„  t^^.i  «*  t>^«,«„„^ 

of  Works  and  PubUc  Buildings      .        /  ^'^^^  ^°°-  ^^  ^^  Rosibert. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .        .        .        Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  Childbrs. 
Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department         .    Right  Hon.  Sir  William  V.  Harcourt. 
Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department  .        Right  Hon.  Earl  Granville,  K.G. 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies      .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Derby. 
Secretary  of  State  for  War     .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartinotox. 
Secretary  of  State  for  India         .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Ktmberlet. 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty    .        .        .        Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and'J 

Vice    President   of    the  Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  George  Otto  Trbtbltak. 

Council  for  Agriculture  ...         J 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade      .        .        Right  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board       Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.  Bt. 

Postmaster  General Right  Hon.  George  John  Shaw  LsFBrmK. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief  H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridob,  E.G. 

^C.  C.  Cotes,  Esq. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury     .        .        .        .     }  Herbert  Gladstone,  Esq. 

(R.  W.  Duff,  Esq. 

S  Admiral  Sir  Astlet  Cooper  Key,  Admiral  Lord 
Sproston  Gaine,  Esq.,  &  George  W.  RENi>KL,Eiq- 

Joint  Secretaries  to  the  l^ury        .  {Kto^J^.^:^  ^Z^,^!'^"'^ 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty      ...        Sir  Thomas  Brassey. 

Secretary'-  to  the  Board  of  Trade  .    John  Holms,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board      George  William  Erskine  Russell,  Eaq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department  .        .    Henry  Hartley  Fowler,  Eaq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department    .        Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies      .        .        .    Hon.  A.  Evelyn  Ashley. 

Under  Secretary  for  War        .        .        .        Earl  of  Morlby. 

Under  Secretary  for  India  .        .        .        .J.  Kynaston  Cross,  Esq. 

Paymaster  General  .        .    '    .        .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Wolverton. 

Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  .        .     Hon.  Henry  Robert  Brand. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department    Colonel  Sir  Arthur  Divbtt  Haytbr,  Bait. 

Judge  Advocate  General     ....    Right  Hon.  Gborob  Osborne  Morgan. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Sir  Henry  Jambs. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Farrer  Herschell. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

Solicitor  General Alexander  Asher,  Eaq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  Spenobr,  K.G. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  John  Naish. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant      .    Right  Hon.  Henry  Campbxll-Bankbrxan. 

Attorney  General Samuel  Walker,  Esq. 

Solicitor  General The  Macdermott.  , 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon  Earl  Sydney. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kenmare. 

Master  of  the  Horse         ....        His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Westminstrr,  K.G. 
Treasurer  of  the  Household        .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Brradalbane. 
Comptroller  of  the  Household  .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 

Yice  Chamberlam  of  the  Household  .        .    Right  Hon.  Lord  Charles  Bruce. 
Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms    Right  Hon.  Lord  Carrington. 
Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard      .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Monson. 
Master  of  the  Buckhounds  ....     Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Cork  and  ORRUtT. 
Chief  Fiquerry  and  Clerk  Marshal   .        .        Lord  Alfred  H.  Paget. 

Mistress  of  the  Robes Her  Graco  the  Duchess  of  Rqkbcrobc.      ^I^ 
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Of  the  Most  Noble  the  Makquess  of  SALISBURY,  K.G., 
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THE  CABINET. 

^riSiTMLte^^ /''''  .^""'"^^  ^^*^"}  The  Most  Noble  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  K.G. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  England  .        .        .  Kight  Hon.  Lord  Halsbcot. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourxe. 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carkaryox. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council    .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cran brook. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Harrowbt. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Iddbsleioh,  G.C.B. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .  .  Right  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach,  Bart. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department       .  Right  Hon.  Sir  Richard  Asshbton  Cross,  G.C.B. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies         .  Right  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Randolph  Churchill. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade     .        .  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon,  E.G. 

Postmaster  General Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Manners,  G.C.B. 

^o'S  ES^n""^  ^'  Committeeof  Council|  ^.^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  Stanhope. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambeidob,  K.G. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and^ 

Vice   President   of   the    Committee    of  >  Right  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

Counoil  on  Agriculture  ,    )     ^ 

President  of  the  Local  GoTemment  Board    Right  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

^BdWiT^'''!"'  °'  ^t'*"  f"**  ^''^"?}  ^8''*  H»°-  J'*''"  ^"«"  P"««"- 

^Charles  Dalrymplb,  Esq. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury    ,        .        ,        ,     <  Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

(Colonel  Walrond. 

/Vice  Admiral  Hood,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  Anthony 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty      .        .        .        .<     Hoskins,    Vice   Admiral   Brandreth,    Captain 

\    CoDRiNOTON,  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 

Joint  Soc^tarie- to  the  Tre^nry.       .  {^rCt"H""o;?r.'^'^^- 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  .        .  Charles  Thompson  Ritchie,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade     .        .  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  GoTcmment  Board  Right  Hon.  Earl  Brownlow. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department      .  Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Woetley,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Robert  Bourke. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies .        .        ,  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Dun  raven. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  ....  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Bury. 

Under  Secretary  for  India      .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Harris. 

Paymaster  General Right  Hon.  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Sunreyor  General  of  Ordnance       .        .  Hon.  Guy  Cuthbert  Dawnay. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department  Hon.  H.  S.  Northcote. 

Judge  Advocate  General  .        .  Right  Hon.  William  Thackeray  Marriott,  Q.C. 

Attorney  General Sir  Richard  E.  Webster,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General John  Eldon  Gorst,  Esq.,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate John  Hay  Athol  Macdonald,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General J.  P.  Bannbrman-Robertson,  Eaq, 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant     .    Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Hugh  Holmes,  Q.C. 

Solicitor  General John  Monroe,  Esq.,  Q.C. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mount-Edocumbe. 

Lord  Chamherlain      ,        .        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 

3[uster  of  the  Horse       ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bradford. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household         .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Levtisham. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard         .  Kight  Hon.  Viscount  Baurinoton. 

Master  of  the  Buckhounds      .        .        .  Most  Noble  the  Marquess  of  Watbrford.   ^^^^I^ 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal      .        .  Lord  Alfred  H.  Paget.       Digitized  by  V^jOOQIC 

Mistress  of  the  Robes     ....  Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Buccleucu.  ^ 
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spect  of  a  petition  or  petitions  of  the 
Metropolitan  Water  Oompanies  pray- 
ing to  be  heard  by  oounsel  against  the 
Bill. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 
Monday^  6th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLL%-'Seeond  Reading— 
Referred  to  Select  Committee  —  "Waterworks 
Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment  (127). 

Committee — Gas  and  Water  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)*  (136) ;  Water  Provisional  Orders* 
(137) ;  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  • 
(149) ;  Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Birmingham,  &c.)* 
(80). 

Committee — Report — Commons  Regulation  (Ash- 
down  Forest)  Provisional  Order  •  (141) ; 
Commons  Regulation  (Drumhurgh)  Provi- 
sional Order  •  (142) ;  Commons  Inclosure 
(Llanybyther)  Provisional  Order*  (143) ; 
Local  Oovemment  (Oas)  Provisional  Orders  • 
(144);  Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)  • 
(146);  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  2)*  (146);  Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)*  (162). 

Third  JReadinff—Yorlutiiie  Registries*  (133), 
and  passed. 

NEW  PEERS. 

The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Stafford 
Henry  Northcote,  Baronet,  G.C.B.,  hav- 
ing been  created  Viscount  Saint  Cyres 
of  Newton  Saint  Cyres  in  the  county  of 
Devon,  and  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  in  the 
same  county — Was  (in  the  usual  man- 
ner) introduced. 

The  Right  Honourable  Edward  Gib- 
son, Chancellor  of  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  called  Ireland,  having  been 
created  Baron  Ashbourne  of  Ashbourne 
in  the  county  of  Meath — Was  (in  the 
usual  manner)  introduced. 

Rowland  Winn,  Esquire,  having  been 
created  Baron  Saint  Oswald  of  Nostell 
in  the  West  Riding  of  the  county  of 
York — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  in- 
troduced. 

WATERWORKS    CLAUSES    ACT    (1847) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  127.) 

{The  Viscount  Enfield.) 

SECOND   READIKQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  taking  into 
consideration  Standing  Order  No.  93.  in 
order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  in  re- 


LoRD  BRAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  said  Standing  Order  be  now  con- 
sidered, said,  the  Bill  was  really  a  Pri- 
vate Bill,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  go 
before  a  Select  Committee,  in  order  that 
the  Water  Companies  might  be  heard 
against  it.  If  it  were  arranged  that  the 
Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
he  should  not  trouble  their  Lordships. 
As  the  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  other 
House,  it  affected  all  the  Water  Com- 
panies in  the  country ;  but  in  its  pre- 
sent form  it  only  applied  to  the  Metro- 
polis. Petitions  could  not  be  presented 
in  time  against  the  Bill,  owing  to  the 
delay  in  ascertaining  its  real  character. 
The  Bill  affected  £80,000,000  of  pro- 
perty, and  contained  proposals  of  a 
most  unjustifiable  character.  It  would, 
in  fact,  take  away  one-fifth  or  one-sixth 
of  the  income  of  the  Metropolitan  Water 
Companies.  Their  Lordships  most, 
therefore,  see  that  these  Companies 
ought  to  be  heard  against  it. 

Moved,  <<  That  the  said  Standing  Order 
be  now  considered." — {2%e  Lord  Jfrsm- 

well) 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  be  could 
not  agree  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  proposals.  The  Bill  was  essoi- 
tially  a  Public  Bill,  and  was  decided  so 
to  be  by  an  overwhelming  majority— 
146  to  31 — in  the  other  House.  He 
hoped,  in  the  interests  of  4,000,000  of 
ratepayers,  that  the  Bill  would  be  re«d 
a  second  time.  If,  after  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time,  it  should  hi  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  for  consideration,  but 
not  for  taking  evidence,  there  would  be 
no  objection  to  that  course. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  no 
doubt  in  the  other  House  it  was  a  Public 
Bill,  as  it  then  applied  to  the  whole 
Kingdom ;  but  it  was  certainly  not  » 
in  its  present  form. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Duke  of  Righmoto  and 
Qoedon)  said,  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  view  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  the  Bill  would  inflict  gross  injustice. 
It  was  because  he  believed  it  would  haw 
the  contrary  effect  that  he,  on  the  part 
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of  the  Government,  would  support  the 
second  reading.  He  regarded  the  Bill 
as  one  of  the  fairest  that  could  be  framed. 
The  Water  Companies  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  assessing  property  in  a  fashion 
of  their  own.  The  Bill  provided  a  fair 
and  equitable  method  of  assessment, 
such  as  was  provided  by  the  quinquen- 
nial assessment  under  the  Metropolitan 
Valuation  Act.  If  the  mode  of  assessing 
property  to  the  poor  and  other  rates  in 
the  Metropolis  was^just,  there  could  be 
no  hardship  in  requiring  the  Water 
Companies  to  base  their  charges  upon 
that  assessment,  as  the  Bill  proposed. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
agreed  with  all  the  noble  Duke  had 
said.  The  Bill  was  undoubtedly  as 
much  a  Public  Bill  as  any  measure  in 
the  world  could  be.  Upon  that  ground, 
as  well  as  upon  the  merits,  he  should 
support  the  second  reading. 

Earl  BROWNLOW  (Secretary  to 
the  Local  GovERNMENt  Board)  said, 
he  also  should  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  and  urged  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  before  which 
the  Water  Companies  might  be  heard, 
by  themselves  or  their  agents,  but  not 
by  counsel  or  witnesses. 

Thb  Earl  of  WEMYSS  observed 
that  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  had  said 
there  was  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
this  was  essentially  a  Public  Bill.  There 
were,  however,  other  authorities  in  that 
House  who  held  an  opinion  different 
from  that  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  and  those  authorities  were  the 
Examiners  of  Bills.  They  held  that  by 
the  change  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  restricted  the  operation  of 
the  measure  to  the  Metropolis,  it  became 
ipso  facto  a  Private  Bill,  and  ought  to 
be  treated  accordingly.  No  doubt,  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  would  be 
very  glad  to  have  cheap  water;  but 
there  was  a  consideration  even  more 
important  than  the  question  of  cheap 
water  for  the  4,000,000  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Metropolis.  That  considera- 
tion was  whether  they  would  be  doing 
justice  to  the  Companies  in  the  matter 
of  their  property.  All  that  the  Compa- 
nies had  done  was  to  exercise  their  legal 
rights,  which  their  Lordships  were  now 
asked  to  take  from  them.  He  could  not 
but  think  that  the  course  suggested  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Bramwell)  was  the  right  course— that 


the  Bill  should  become  a  Private  Bill, 
and  that  the  Water  Companies  should 
be  allowed  to  appear  by  counsel  before 
the  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
must  deny  that  the  measure  deprived 
the  Companies  of  any  of  their  legal 
rights.  It  would  simply  make  law  that 
which  was  virtually  law  already  by  the 
decision  of  their  Lordships'  House  in 
the  Dobbs  case. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  appointment 
of  a  special  Committee  in  this  particular 
case.  If  their  Lordships  generally  were 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  should  pass  the 
second  reading,  he  should  offer  no  oppo- 
sition to  that  course.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  allowed  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  in  the  usual  way. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  this  Bill  was  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Commons  as  a  Public 
and  not  a  Private  Bill,  its  object  being 
simply  to  alter  in  one  particular  the 
provisibns  of  a  Public  Act  which  ap- 
plied to  the  whole  Kingdom.  Under 
the  Act  of  1847,  the  water  rate  was  to 
be  levied  upon  the  valuation  ;  but,  by  a 
singular  omission,  no  authority  was  cre- 
ated to  determine  what  the  valuation 
was  to  be.  Accordingly,  the  Water 
Companies  themselves  became  the  valu- 
ators, and  levied  the  rate  upon  the  rate- 
able value  as  they  chose  to  fix  it.  It 
was  provided  that  in  case  of  dispute  the 
matter  might  be  referred  to  a  magis- 
trate ;  but  what  chance  had  an  indi- 
vidual against  one  of  these  wealthy 
Companies  ?  If  their  Lordships  read 
the  records  of  the  decisions  of  the  magis- 
trates, they  would  find  that,  as  there 
was  no  principle  to  guide  the  Justices, 
their  rulings  were  eccentric  in  the 
highest  degree. 

Lord  BRAMWELL,  interposing, 
said,  he  did  not  know  that.^  At  all 
events,  it  was  a  subject  which  ought  to 
be  investigated  by  a  Committee. 

Lord  FITZGERALD,  resuming,  said, 
that  the  decisions  of  the  magistrates, 
acting  without  any  guide  gpven  to  them 
by  the  Act  of  Parliament,  were  irre- 
gular, often  unjust,  and  eccentric.  The 
present  Bill'  was  intended  to  operate  for 
the  public  protection,  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  on  what  ground  it 
could  be  treated  as  a  Private  Bill.     Mr. 
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Parliament — 


ILOEDSI 


Adjournment. 


1652 


Frederick  Clifford,  in  his  useful  work, 
page  269,  said — 

*'Tlie  rule  that  Bills  affecting  a  particular 
locality  are  private  Bills  is  departed  from  in 
the  case  of  measures  relating  to  the  whole 
Metropolis  (i.e.^  the  Metropolitan  district). 
These  are  frequently  dealt  with  as  Public  Bills, 
the  large  area,  the  number  of  parishes,  the 
vast  population,  and  the  variety  of  interests 
concerned  constituting  them  measures  of  public 
policy  rather  than  of  local  interest.'* 

Mr.  Clifford  went  on  in  his  work  to 
show  that  on  some  occasions  Bills 
affecting  the  Metropolitan  district  had 
been  dealt  with  as  Hybrid  Bills;  but 
never  where  the  object  was  to  declare 
the  effect  of  a  public  statute.  When 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  was  in 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Mr.  Coope,  representing  the  Water 
Companies,  brought  forward  a  Motion 
precisely  similar  to  that  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's;  but  it  was  rejected  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  because  the 
Bill  was  a  Public  and  not  a  Private  Bill. 
On  Question  ?  Eetolved  in  the  negative. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Viscount  ENFIELD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  require  the 
Metropolitan  Water  Companies  to  rate 
the  occupiers  of  premises  on  their  rate- 
able instead  of  upon  their  annual  value, 
subject  to  the  quinquennial  revision 
provided  for  by  the  Act  passed  in  1869. 
He  asked  their  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time  on  the  clear  understanding 
that  it  would  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  their  Lordships  upstairs 
— not  to  a  Private  nor  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, but  to  a  Public  Committee. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Viscount  Anjield.) 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  was  not  a  shareholder  in  any  Water 
Company,  and  he  had  no  personal  in- 
terest whatever  in  the  matter ;  but  he 
protested  against  the  Water  Companies 
being  compelled  to  be  bound  by  the 
rateable  value,  which  in  a  large  number 
of  cases  was  notoriously  far  below  the 
real  net  annual  value  of  the  property. 
[Cries  of  "No I"]  He  said  peremp- 
torily **'Yes.'' 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly; and  re/erred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  Fitzgerald 


PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT- 
STATEMENT   OF   THE    MARQUESS  OF 
SALISBURY— ARRANGEAIENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY,  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaies 
(Prime  Minister):  My  Lords,  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  Houae,  it  may 
be  convenient  that  I  should  state,  as 
far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  the  con- 
dition of  one  or  two  important  ques- 
tions in  which  your  Lordships  take 
a  great  interest,  and  which  affect  con- 
siderably the  foreign  policy  and  position 
of  this  country.  The  first  matter— a 
matter  of  the  grave.st  importance,  of 
course— is  the  negotiations  which  have 
been  taking  place  for  some  time  with 
the  Court  of  Hussia  in  respect  to  the 
Frontier  of  Afghanistan.  In  respect  to 
this  case,  and  in  respect  to  others,  I 
need  not  point  out  to  you  that  our  busi- 
ness is  now  not  to  consider  or  to  oomment 
upon  the  past ;  we  find  the  threads  as 
they  have  been  left  by  our  PredecessorB; 
and  it  is  our  business  to  take  up  the 
policy  where  it  has  been  left,  and  con- 
duct it  to  such  an  issue  as  seems  to  m 
consistent  with  the  pubHo  interest  Iti^ 
not  our  business  now  to  enter  into  any 
controversial  questions  which  may  for- 
merly have  been  raised  in  respect  to  it ; 
and  still  more  your  Lordships  will  ob- 
serve the  very  material  restriction  on 
our  action  and  on  our  statements,  which 
arises  from  the  fact  that  we  have  come 
into  these  matters  right  in  the  middle 
of  them,  and  that  we  are  finishing,  or 
furnishing  the  end  of  that  which  others 
have  begun.  The  consequence  of  that 
is  that  many  pledges  have  been  gireo; 
and  the  first  duty  of  any  Government, 
whether  it  is  fresh  or  has  las^  for  a 
considerable  time,  or  from  whatever 
side  of  the  House  or  Part^  in  politics  it 
is  drawn — the  first  Business  of  anj 
Government  is  to  see  that  the  pledges 
which  tbe  English  Gt>vemmeDt,  as  ths 
English  Government,  has  given  shall  be 
observed.  That  is  the  dominant  ooo- 
dition  which  overrides  any  other  in  tha 
consideration  of  the  negotiations  wfakh 
we  have  inherited ;  and  it  is  the  eoodi- 
tion  which  for  a  certain  space  of  tims, 
until  those  pledges  have  been  falfiHed 
must  materially  and  considerably  hmxt 
our  freedom  of  action.  My  Lords,  that 
statement  is  eminently  illiutnittd  by 
this  question  of  the  Frontier  of  Afjr^  "* 
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istan.  The  difference,  or  the  chief  dif- 
ference, affects  a  certain  portion  of  the 
Frontier,  perhaps  not  very  intimately 
known  to  your  Lordships,  which  is  called 
the  Pass  of  Zulfikar.  The  importance 
of  that  Pass,  be  it  great  or  small,  is  not 
a  matter  which  comes  before  us  for  our 
consideration,  because  the  dominant  con- 
dition under  which  we  deal  with  it  is 
not  the  consideration  of  its  importance 
or  non-importance  to  England  or  Af- 
ghanistan ;  but  it  is  the  fact  that  Eng- 
land has  promised  to  the  Ameer  that 
this  Pass  shall  be  included  within  the 
limits  of  Afghanistan,  and  from  that 
promise  so  given  it  is  not  open  to  us  to 
recede.  It  is  of  high  and  vital  im- 
portance that  we  should  establish  in  the 
eyes  of  all  who  trust  us  or  depend  upon 
us,  not  only  in  Asia  but  elsewhere,  out 
especially  in  Asia,  that  the  word  of 
England  once  given  will  be  sustained 
and  adhered  to.  But  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  this  promise  given  to  the  Ameer 
was  only  consequent  upon  another  pro- 
mise given  by  the  Court  of  Eussia  that 
the  Zulfikar  Pass  should  be  included 
within  the  territory  of  Afghanistan. 
Bat  differences  have  arisen  as  to  the 
precise  application  of  this  promise,  and 
these  differences  are  now  the  subject  of 
negotiations.  It  is,  perhaps,  rather 
eany  for  me  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
the  issue,  or  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
those  negotiations  will  pass  along ;  but 
as  far  as  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
judging  they  are  conducted  by  the  Court 
of  Bussia,  as  they  are  undoubtedly  con- 
ducted on  our  side,  with  an  earnest  de- 
sire to  arrive  at  an  amicable  settlement ; 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  an  amicable 
settlement  may  be  anticipated.  At  the 
same  time,  in  hoping  that  that  will  be 
the  case,  I  must  say  that  the  negotia- 
tions have  not  gone  far  enough  to  en- 
able me  to  speak  in  any  positive  manner. 
The  lamentable  domestic  affliction  which 
we  all  deplore  has  prevented  the  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs  from  pursuing 
the  negotiations  at  this  moment;  and 
we  must  regret  it  all  the  more  as  M.  de 
Giers  has,  in  all  the  differences  which 
have  arisen  between  this  country  and 
Bussia,  been  such  a  friend  of  peace  that 
our  sympathy  is  doubly  due  to  him. 
My  Lords,  I  would  not,  at  the  same 
time,  ask  you  to  attach  too  final  or  con- 
clusive importance  to  these  negotiations 
— whenever  they  are  concluded.  With- 
out entering  upon  the  question  of  the 


views  which  various  potentates  enter- 
tain, it  is  a  matter  known  to  all  who 
have  studied  the  subject,  however 
slightly,  that  the  whole  condition  of 
affairs  in  those  countries  is  in  a  state  of 
unstable  equilibrium ;  and  it  is  not  in 
Treaties  or  Agreements,  though  they 
may  be  useful  in  their  way,  that  we  must 
trust  for  the  defence  of  the  precious  in- 
terests which  we  have  in  those  coun- 
tries ;  and  although  we  shall  cultivate — 
and,  I  trust,  successfully  cultivate — the 
confidence  and  friendship  of  the  Ameer 
of  Afghanistan,  it  is  not  to  the  friend- 
ship of  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  that 
we  must  trust  for  the  protection  of  our 
interests.  It  is  to  preparations  skilfully 
devised  and  vigorously  and  rapidly 
carried  out  for  the  defence  of  our  Fron- 
tier at  all  points  where  it  is  weak  ;  it  is 
to  the  erection  of  bulwarks  which  shall 
not  only  defend  the  Frontier  when  it  is 
attacked,  but  which  shall  stretch  out  far 
enough  to  prevent  the  tide  of  war  rolling 
to  its  foot — it  is  to  preparation  of  that 
kind  which  we  trust ;  and,  whatever  may 
be  the  political  changes  in  England,  or 
whatever  Party  in  the  State  may  hold 
the  predominance,  I  hope  they  will  from 
this  time  forth  never  for  an  instant 
be  abandoned  or  relaxed.  The  other 
matter  which  occupies  the  greatest 
share  of  public  attention  is.  perhaps, 
one  of  the  most  complicated  and  en- 
tangled problems  ever  submitted  to  any 
Government  to  solve — the  problem  of  the 
present  position  of  Egypt.  If  I  affected 
to  have  a  formula  which,  like  a  spell, 
would  solve  all  difficulties,  your  Lord- 
ships would  justly  mistrust  the  know- 
ledge I  have  acquired  of  the  conditions 
of  that  problem.  The  difficulties  are 
enormous,  and  they  are  of  many  kinds, 
and  what  I  am  going  to  do  now  is  rather 
to  indicate  to  you  the  heads  and  chapters 
under  which  the  difficulties  may  be  ar- 
ranged than  to  point  out  the  precise 
nature  of  the  remedies  we  propose  to 
adopt.  I  take  that  course  for  the  obvious 
reason  that  we  must,  before  we  resolve 
upon  our  definite  course,  take  the  coun- 
sels of  all  those  who  are  best  fitted  by 
experience  and  knowledge  to  guide  us  in 
the  matter.  The  most  important  con- 
sideration that  should  be  before  our 
minds  is  so  to  weigh  our  steps  that  once 
taken  they  should  not  be  retraced ;  that 
our  policy  should  be  steady  without 
oscillation  ;  and  if  it  ful61fl  those  condi- 
tions the  main  essentials  of  a  cure  wilL 
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have  been  obtained,  even  although  the 
results  should  not  be  rapidly  arrived  at. 
Now,  the  first  of  all  the  difficulties  with 
which   we    have    to   deal    is    that   we 
have    a    triumphant    enemy    on    the 
Frontier.  On  the  Frontier  at  Khartoum, 
on  the  Frontier  at   Suakin,    we  have 
an  enemy,  who,  at  all  events,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  ideas — and  that  is  the  im- 
portant thing — has  been  triumphant  in 
the  recent  struggle.     He  has  prevented 
us  from  attaining  the  objects  that  we 
had  in  view,  and  he  has  seen  us  retire 
from  the  ground  which  we  occupied.     It 
is  idle  to  suppose  that  with  the  tenacity 
of  purpose  the  Mahdi  has  already  shown, 
strengthened  by  the  fanaticism  of  the 
tribes  who  have  devoted  themselves  with 
such  splendid  courage  to  his  cause — it 
is  idle  to  suppose  that  we  can  look  for- 
ward to  a  passive  or  an  indolent  attitude 
on  his  part.     We  must,  until  we  have 
conquered  him,  treat  his  strength  as  one 
of  the  dangers  of  Egypt,  and  therefore 
it  is  that  the  military  question  is  more 
important  than  any  other.   The  most  mo- 
mentous issue  we  have  to  decide  is  how  we 
shall  apply  the  Forces  of  Egypt,  assisted, 
no  doubt,  in  some  measure  by  ourselves — 
and  assisted,  it  may  be,  in  other  ways — so 
as  to  keep  this  tide  of  fanatic  and  sanguin- 
ary barbarism  at  a  distance — how  we 
shall  be  able  to  secure  the  Frontiers  of 
Egypt,  whatever  they  may  be,  so  that 
the  civilization  we  are  anxious  to  leave 
behind  us  shall  flourish  without  danger 
whenever  the  time  shall  come  for  our 
protecting  hand  to  be  withdrawn.     My 
Lords,  the  difficulty  does  not  rest  there  ; 
the  military  difficulty  is  enormous,  but 
the  political  difficulty  connected  with  the 
Soudan  is,  perhaps,  greater  still.     Vast 
territories  which  were  under  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  have  ceased  to  be  prac- 
tically under  its  control — desolation  has 
swept  over  them,  and  every  vestige  of 
progress    and    civilization    has    disap- 
peared,  and   the  population,  in  many 
cases,  has  been  reduced  to  a  miserable 
remnant.    Yet  we  cannot  abandon  these 
Provinces  entirely  to  their  fate.     The 
Soudan  is  a  name,  popularly  given  to 
districts  of  vast  extent,  dift'ering  very 
much  from  each  other  in  their  character 
and  in  their  importance  to  Egypt.  There 
is  the  question  how  much  ot  the  Soudan 
ought  to  remain  under  the  actual  Gro- 
vernment  of  Egypt.     There  is  the  fur- 
ther question  how  much  beyond  that 
ought  to  be  so  far  under  the  military 
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control  of  Egypt  that  attack  from  the 
forces  of  the  Desert  shall  no  longer  be 
feared.     These    questions    have  to  be 
solved,  and  they  must  be  solved  before 
we  can  say  we  have  placed  Egypt  in  a 
position  of  security,  or  before  we  have 
discharged  the   debt   which    oar  past 
intervention  and  the  effect  which  our 
actions  have  had  upon  that  coiintry  hu 
thrown  upon  us.     My  Lords,  these  are 
the  two  main  problems  connected  with 
Egypt  with  which  we  have  to  deal ;  but 
they  are  exceeded   in  momentary  im- 
portance by  another,  which  very  much 
occupied  the  attention  of  our  Prede- 
cessors— I    mean   the    financial    ques- 
tion.   Lord  Northbrook — I  do  not  see 
him    in    the    House — went    to    Egypt 
last    autumn   and    made  an  elaborate 
Beport    recommending    certain     mea- 
sures.    These  measures  had  for  their 
object  the  solution  of  the  financial  diffi- 
culty under  which  Egypt  laboured.    A 
Convention  was  afterwards  concluded, 
which,  whatever  else  may  be  said  of  it, 
would  have  relieved  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment of  some  of  its  worst  diffieol- 
ties ;  I  believe  it  would  have  enabled  it 
to  pay  off  its  indemnities,  and  would 
have  enabled  it  to  prevent  the  appear- 
ance of  a  de6cit  which  is  now  threaten- 
ing it.    But  that  Convention,  although 
it  has  been  concluded,  has   been  pr^ 
vented  from  coming  into  operation  by 
diplomatic  difficulties;  and  until  those 
difficulties—and  I  hope  they  are  in  the 
way  of  solution — have  been  solved,  the 
financial  condition  of  Egypt  is  not  leas 
embarrassing,  and  not  less  a  hindrance 
to  all  possible  progress  in  that  conntrr, 
than  it  has  l)een   before.     Mj  Lordb, 
finance  is  really  the  question  of  the  first 
importance,  and    until   that  is  settled 
nothing  can  be  done.     If  those  diplo- 
matic difficulties  cannot  be  removed,  the 
financial  deadlock  must  be  put  a  stop  to 
by  measures  of  the  severest  economy; 
but  one  way  or  another  nothing  can  be 
done  until  a  satisfactory  balance-sheet 
is  established  in  Egypt.     One  difficohy 
is  to  keep  the  Frontier  safe  from  the 
barbarous  enemies  who  have  won  to 
many  advantages  at  our  expense.     Tbs 
next  is  to  determine  the  political  cm* 
dition,  and  to  fix  the  political  rdatioas 
of  Egypt  to  the  vast  territories  which 
have  been  the  scenes  of  all  these  lamsnl* 
able  events.     Behind  and  bejond  all 
these  matters,   when  they  have    beta 
settled,  and  not  till  then,  will  ar»e  tke 
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▼ory  serious  group  of  questions  which 
belong  to  our  International  relations 
with  other  countries — questions  which 
assuredly  will  require  solution,  but 
which  do  not  press  acutely  for  solution 
now.  My  Lords,  I  have  stated  these 
difficulties  to  your  Lordships  fully  for 
the  purpose  of  impressing  upon  you  that 
a  wise  and  circumspect  policy  in  dealing 
with  them  requires  that  we  should  have 
time  for  obtaining  the  fullest  advice 
from  those  who  are  best  fitted  to  give  it, 
and  that  we  should  obtain  the  advice  in 
such  a  manner  as  may  seem  to  us  most 
necessary.  It  is  impossible  that  we  can 
restore  Egypt  to  the  condition  in  which 
she  was  before  our  troops  landed  unless 
we  make  up  our  minds  to  a  somewhat 
lengthy  process.  There  is  really  no 
alternative  before  us  but  steadily  buck- 
ling to  with  a  view  of  amending  all  the 
evilsy  or  a  considerable  number  of  the 
evils  which  exist,  by  a  cautious  and 
circumspect  policy.  There  is  no  alterna- 
tive between  that  and  taking  a  course 
which  it  seems  to  me  would  cover  Eng- 
land with  shame — that  is,  abandoning 
Egypt  to  her  fate,  and  to  all  the  anarchy 
and  the  chaos  that  would  follow.  I  only 
wish  to  say  one  other  word  on  this  sub- 
ject. Among  the  many  evil  conditions 
with  which  we  have  had  to  deal  in  Egypt 
we  haye  had  one  conpensation ;  we  have 
had  to  deal  with  a  Khedive  who,  through- 
out the  whole  of  this  calamitous  history, 
has  shown  himself  loyal  and  steadfast 
to  England.  To  him,  therefore,  we  are 
bound  by  every  consideration  of  honour. 
With  respect  to  domestic  matters,  as  it 
has  been  said  that — *' Happy  is  the 
nation  that  has  no  history;"  for  the 
same  reason  I  hope  that  the  Parliament 
of  England  may  be  happy  during  the 
next  few  weeks.  I  need  not  enlarge 
again  upon  the  anomalous  position  in 
which  we  find  ourselves,  and  the  very 
peculiar  circumstances  under  which  we 
are  conducting  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try ;  but  they  seem  to  us  to  point  to  an 
avoidance  of  contentious  subjects  of 
legislation,  the  passing  of  necessary 
measures,  and  bringing  the  Session  to  a 
close  as  soon  as  we  can.  With  respect 
to  Ireland  I  will  not  say  anything,  be- 
cause my  noble  Friend  the  Viceroy  is 
here,  and  I  hope  he  will  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  policy  which  the  Government 
will  recommend.  With  respect  to  other 
matters,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  Bill 
of  importance  beyond  the  ordinary  ne- 


cessary Bills  which,  at  all  events  in  this 
House,  it  is  desirable  for  us  to  insist 
upon,  except  the  Bill  brought  in  by  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Rosebery) — the  Bill  for  the  Secretary- 
ship of  Scotland.  If  the  noble  Earl  is 
disposed  to  go  on  with  that  Bill,  he  will 
meet  with  all  the  assistance  in  our 
power,  as  we  think  it  very  desirable,  if 
possible,  to  carry  out  legislation  on  that 
subject  in  the  present  year.  With  that 
exception,  I  think  we  shall  best  do  our 
duty  by  passing  the  necessary  measures 
only,  and  in  thus  bringing  the  Session 
to  a  close.  With  very  great  surprise  I 
have  seen  it  suggested  by  some  people 
that  there  is  a  dark  design  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  push 
the  Dissolution  off  as  far  as  possible  for 
the  purpose  of  enjoying  what  some 
people  are  pleased  to  call  the  sweets  of 
Office  a  few  weeks  longer.  I  leave  it  to 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  to  say  whether  I  did  not, 
after  the  fall  of  the  late  Government, 
suggest  a  clause  to  him  for  the  purpose 
of  accelerating  the  Dissolution.  I  took 
into  counsel  the  permanent  officers  of 
the  Government  in  conjunction  with  the 
jioble  Lord  as  to  the  earliest  time  when 
we  could  have  a  Dissolution ;  and  we 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  November 
17th,  speaking  roughly,  was  about  the 
earliest  date  on  which  we  coidd  confi- 
dently expect  the  arrangements  for  the 
Dissolution  to  be  complete.  That  was 
the  day  they  furnished  to  me.  It  is 
prophesying  a  long  time  ahead ;  but  I 
can  assure  your  Lordships  that  no  Party 
will  be  more  desirous  of  bringing  this 
anomalous  condition  of  things  to  an  end 
than  we  shall  be,  and  no  delaying 
of  the  Dissolution  need  be  feared  at 
our  hands.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  else  with  which  I  need  detain 
your  Lordships,  and  I  will  therefore 
make  way  for  my  noble  Friend. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ."— {The  Marquees  of  SaUehury.) 

The  lord  LIEUTENANT  op  IRE- 
LAND  (The  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  :  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  has  desired  that 
I  should  state  to  your  Lordships  the 
general  position  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  occupy  with 
regard  to  Irish  affairs,  and  I  hope  to  do 
so  in  comparatively  few  sentences.  I 
need  not  tell  your  Lordships  what  every- 
one in  this  House  knows,  the  nature  of  . 

Digitized  by  ^^UU^lC 


1659 


Parliament — 


{LOEDS} 


AdjournmenL 


1660 


events  which  has  brought  us  to  the  pre- 
sent position.  It  will  be  perhaps  suffi- 
cient if,  by  quoting  a  few  figures,  I  show 
what  the  state  of  agrarian  crime  was  a 
few  years  ago.  what  it  has  since  been 
in  the  interval,  and  what  it  is  at  the 
present  time.  In  1878  agrarian  crime 
in  Ireland  stood  at  301  cases.  In  the 
following  year  there  were  860,  and  in 
the  three  following  years  1880,  1881, 
and  1882  the  cases  reached  the  enor- 
mous totals  of  2,580,  4,439,  and  3,433 
respectively.  In  1883,  after  the  Crimes 
Act  had  passed,  agrarian  crimes 
fell  to  870,  and  last  year  to  762.  I 
ought,  perhaps,  to  supplement  that 
statement  by  saying  that  in  1884,  I 
think,  that  there  was  no  case  of  the 
worst  form  of  agrarian  crime.  I  think 
there  was  not  one  case  of  actual  murder, 
and  the  calendars  promise  to  be  of  a 
comparatively,  if  not  singularly,  light 
character.  The  substance,  therefore,  of 
the  statement  is  that  whereas  crime  rose 
in  those  three  years  to  an  enormous 
figure,  it  has  since  fallen  to  what  I  do 
not  call  an  absolutely  normal  level,  but 
to  the  same  level,  in  fact  below  the  level, 
of  1879.  In  those  circumstances,  the 
question  has  naturally  arisen — what  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  to  do;  and 
it  is  impossible  to  conceive  a  graver  or 
a  more  serious  matter  on  which  to  de- 
liberate. Within  a  very  short  time — 
indeed,  within  a  time  to  be  numbered 
by  weeks — the  Crimes  Act  expires,  and 
the  question  is  what  course  should  be 
taken?  Three  courses  are  possible. 
Either  you  may  re-enact  the  Crimes 
Act  in  the  whole,  or  you  may  re-enact 
it  in  part,  or  you  may  allow  it  to  lapse 
altogether.  I  think  very  few  persons 
would  be  disposed  to  advocate  its  re- 
enactment  as  a  whole.  Some  of  the 
clauses  of  that  Act  have  never  been  put 
into  operation  at  all,  some  are  accepted 
by  common  consent  as  useless;  some 
powers  which  it  contains  may  be  exer- 
cised equally  well  under  the  ordinary 
law.  Some,  again,  are  so  exceptional 
that  they  can  only  properly  be  required 
and  put  in  force  in  very  exceptional  times. 
Therefore,  I  dismiss  the  consideration  of 
the  re-enaotment  of  the  Crimes  Act  as  a 
whole.  The  more  serious  and  practical 
question  is  whether  it  shall  be  re- 
enacted  in  part.  No  one,  I  think,  oan 
deny  that  there  are  some  provisions  in 
that  Act  which  have  proved  effective 
and  are  useful,  such,  for  instance,  as 
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that  for  the  change  of  venue;  each, 
again,  as  the  clauses  dealing  with  special 
juries  and  the  power  of  allowing  a  ma- 
gisterial inquiry  to  be  held  although 
there  is  no  accused  person ;  or,  again, 
the  clauses  with  regard  to  intimidatioD. 
Many  of  those  are  powers  which  are  not 
unconstitutional,  and  which  are  not  op- 
posed to  any  legal  instincts.  On  the 
contrary,  they  have  an  analogy  to  exist- 
ing laws ;  they  are  known  to  the  Scotch 
law,  were  recommended  by  the  Criminal 
Code  legislation  of  1879,  and  are 
actually  embodied,  if  I  mistake  not,  in 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  late  Attorney 
General.  But,  my  Lords,  that  seems  to 
me  to  be  hardly  the  point  at  this  mo- 
ment; because  if  you  re-enact  theee 
clauses  and  these  clauses  alone,  as  many 
contend  is  expedient,  such  re-enactrnmit, 
I  hold,  would  be  in  the  nature  of  excep- 
tional or  special  legislation,  and  my  own 
feeling  is  that  unless  in  the  last  re- 
source such  special  legislation  is  not 
desirable.  One  of  two  things  most  take 
place — either  legislation  of  this  nature 
must  be  permanent  or  it  must  be  tem- 
porary. If  it  is  permanent,  then  I 
think  that  the  majority  of  this  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  right  that 
it  should  be  a  universal  and  general 
enactment.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
to  be  temporary,  then  I,  for  one,  can  sea 
no  advantage  gained.  It  is  a  mere 
stop-gap,  and  the  moment  it  lapses  t^ 
same  difficulty  which  you  have  at  ^bk 
moment  recurs,  and  you  have  to  hoB 
exactly  the  same  question.  When  Uial 
Act  was  passed  three  years  ago  the 
limit  of  three  years  was  assigned  lor  its 
operation.  It  was  an  Act  much  ooa- 
sidered  and  much  debated,  and  I  cannot 
come  to  any  other  conclusion  hnt  that 
the  Legislature,  in  assigning  that  limit 
of  three  years,  thought  that  at  the  end 
of  that  time  the  effects  designed  wooM 
be  produced  and  the  Act  might  oome  lo 
an  end.  To  imagine  any  other  cos- 
dusion  would  be  stultifying  ParHameat 
The  results  are  those  which  I  have  de- 
scribed ;  crime  has  fallen,  baa  leachwt 
an  almost  normal  level,  and  has  re- 
mained at  that  level  daring  the  laat  tw9 
years.  The  Act  having  produced,  as  aU 
agree,  its  effect,  and  the  three  years  bar- 
ing lapsed,  it  seems  hard  once  more  la 
call  upon  Parliament  to  re-enact  it  I  be- 
lieve, for  my  own  part,  that  special  le- 
gislation of  this  sort  is  inexpedient.  It 
is  inexpedient  while  it  is  in  operatioa. 
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because  it  must  conjure  up  a  sense  of 
restlessness  and  irritation,  and  it  is  still 
more  inexpedient  when  it  has  to  be  re- 
newed at  short  intervals,  and  brings  be- 
fore the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  country 
that  they  are  to  be  kept  under  peculiar 
and  exceptional  coercion.    Now,  I  have 
looked  through  a  good  many  of  the  Acts 
that  haye    been    passed,   I    may  say, 
during  the  last  generation  for  Ireland ; 
and  I  have  been  astonished  to  find  that 
ever  since  the  year  1847,  with  some  very 
short  intervals  which  are  hardly  worth 
mentioning,  Ireland  has  lived  under  ex- 
ceptional and  coercive  legislation.    No 
sane  man  can  admit  that  this  is  a  satis- 
factory or  a  wholesome  state  of  things. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  very  de- 
sirable, if  possible,  to  extricate  ourselves 
from  this  miserable  habit,  and  to  aim  at 
some  wholesome  and  better    solution. 
But  more  than  being  undesirable,  I  hold 
that  such  legislation  is  practically  im- 
possible if  it  is  to  be  continually  and 
mdefinitely  re-enacted.    I  think  it  was 
Oount  Cavour  who  said  that  it  was  easy 
to  govern  in  a  state  of  siege.    Without 
arguing  upon  that,  I  admit  possibly  the 
truth  of  it — I  say  it  is  true  as  far  as 
this,  that  it  may  be  easy  to  govern  in  a 
state  of  siege  for  a  time,  but  to  attempt 
to  govern    permanently  is,  I    believe, 
utterly  impossible.     It  may  be  said  that 
this  is  a  question  of  trust.    No  doubt, 
it  is  a  question  of  trust ;  but  trust  begets 
trust,  and  it  is,  after  all,  the  only  foun- 
dation upon  which  we  can  hope  to  build 
up  amity  and  concord  between  the  two 
nations.     I  know  of  nothing  more  sad 
than  to  see  how,  instead  of  diminishing 
under  the  healing  process  of  time,  there 
has  been  a  growth  of  ill-will  between 
these  two  nations;  and  I  think  it  is 
time  to  try  how  far  we  may  appeal  to 
better  feelings.    I,  for  my  own  part, 
believe  that  L*elan<l  will  justify  the  con- 
fidence which  is  shown  her  when  this 
Act  is    allowed    to   lapse.     My    noble 
Friend  has  said  that  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  effect  much  legislation  during  the 
short  remainder  of  the  Session.    The 
same  remark  applies  to  Ireland ;  yet  I 
will  say  this — that  though  little  com- 
paratively can  be  done,  something,   I 
think,  may  be  achieved ;  and  if  we  meet 
with  forbearance,   and  more  than  for- 
bearance,   with  support    in    ''  another 
plaoe,"  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
some  reasonable  measure  in  the  direc- 
tion of  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  may  be 


secured.  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
some  measure  amending  the  Labourers 
Act,  1883,  may  also  be  secured.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  as  far  as  regards 
legislation,  if  I  am  asked  further  as  to 
policy,  I  will  speak  generally  in  these 
terms.  So  far  as  the  mere  administra- 
tion of  the  law  is  concerned,  it  is  our 
hope  and  intention  to  administer  the 
ordinary  law  firmly  and  effectually.  So 
far  as  the  larger  field  of  government, 
which  includes  law,  and  more  than  law, 
is  concerned,  I  hope  we  shall  deal  justly, 
and  that  we  shall  secure,  perhaps,  a 
somewhat  better,  wholesomer,  and  kind- 
lier relation,  I  will  not  say  merely  be- 
tween classes,  creeds,  or  races,  but  be- 
tween the  rulers  and  the  ruled ;  and, 
above  all,  it  is  my  wish  so  to  study  as  to 
understand  those  questions  of  discord 
which  have  torn  these  two  nations  apart. 
My  Lords,  Ireland  has  had  a  very  stormy 
and  disastrous  history;  faction.  Party 
spirit,  and  misgovernment  have  left 
their  enduring  marks  on  the  face  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  There  have 
been  so  many  failures  that  the  wrecks 
of  them  lie  strewn  all  about ;  but  I 
cannot  and  will  not  lightly  believe  that 
the  combination  of  good  feeling  to  Eng- 
land and  of  good  government  to  Ireland 
is  a  hopeless  task.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
believe  that,  with  honesty  and  single- 
mindedness  of  purpose  on  the  one  side, 
and  with  the  willingness  of  the  Irish 
people  on  the  other,  it  is  hopeless  to 
look  for  some  satisfactory  solution  of 
this  terrible  question.  My  Lords,  these 
I  believe  to  be  the  opinions  and  the 
views  of  my  Colleagues.  I  can  only  say 
for  myself  that,  in  undertaking  the  task 
which  has  been  laid  upon  me,  I  indi- 
vidually go  to  it  with  a  perfectly  free, 
open,  and  unprejudiced  mind,  to  hear, 
to  question,  and,  as  far  as  may  be,  to 
understand.  And  just  as  I  have  seen 
in  English  Colonies  across  the  sea  a 
combination  of  English,  Irish,  and 
Scotch  settlers  bound  together  in  loyal 
obedience  to  the  law  and  the  Crown, 
and  contributing  to  the  general  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  so  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  there  is  any  irreconcilable  bar 
here  in  their  native  home  and  in  Eng- 
land to  the  unity  and  the  amity  of  the 
two  nations. 

Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  In  the 
absence,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  late  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  is  not  well,  it  devolves  upon    , 
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events  which  has  brought  us  to  the  pre- 
sent position.  It  will  be  perhaps  suffi- 
cient if,  by  quoting  a  few  Ggures,  I  show 
what  the  state  of  agrarian  crime  was  a 
few  years  ago.  what  it  has  since  been 
in  the  interval,  and  what  it  is  at  the 
present  time.  In  1878  agrarian  crime 
in  Ireland  stood  at  301  cases.  In  the 
following  year  there  were  860,  and  in 
the  three  following  years  1880,  1881, 
and  1882  the  cases  reached  the  enor- 
mous totals  of  2,580,  4,439,  and  3,433 
respectively.  In  1883,  after  the  Crimes 
Act  had  passed,  agrarian  crimes 
fell  to  870,  and  last  year  to  762.  I 
ought,  perhaps,  to  supplement  that 
statement  by  saying  that  in  1884,  I 
think,  that  there  was  no  case  of  the 
worst  form  of  agrarian  crime.  I  think 
there  was  not  one  case  of  actual  murder, 
and  the  calendars  promise  to  be  of  a 
comparatively,  if  not  singularly,  light 
character.  The  substance,  therefore,  of 
the  statement  is  that  whereas  crime  rose 
in  those  three  years  to  an  enormous 
figure,  it  has  since  fallen  to  what  I  do 
not  call  an  absolutely  normal  level,  but 
to  the  same  level,  in  fact  below  the  level, 
of  1879.  In  those  circumstances,  the 
question  has  naturally  arisen — what  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  to  do;  and 
it  is  impossible  to  conceive  a  graver  or 
a  more  serious  matter  on  which  to  de- 
liberate. Within  a  very  short  time — 
indeed,  within  a  time  to  be  numbered 
by  weeks — the  Crimes  Act  expires,  and 
the  question  is  what  course  should  be 
taken?  Three  courses  are  possible. 
Either  you  may  re-enact  the  Crimes 
Act  in  the  whole,  or  you  may  re-enact 
it  in  part,  or  you  may  allow  it  to  lapse 
altogether.  I  think  very  few  persons 
would  be  disposed  to  advocate  its  re- 
enactment  as  a  whole.  Some  of  the 
clauses  of  that  Act  have  never  been  put 
into  operation  at  all,  some  are  accepted 
by  common  consent  as  useless;  some 
powers  which  it  contains  may  be  exer- 
cised equally  well  under  the  ordinary 
law.  Some,  again,  are  so  exceptional 
that  they  can  only  properly  be  required 
and  put  in  force  in  very  exceptional  times. 
Therefore,  I  dismiss  the  consideration  of 
the  re-enactment  of  the  Crimes  Act  as  a 
whole.  The  more  serious  and  practical 
question  is  whether  it  shall  be  re- 
enacted  in  part.  No  one,  I  think,  ean 
deny  that  there  are  some  provisions  in 
that  Act  which  have  proved  effective 
and  are  useful,  such,  for  instance,  as 
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that  for  the  change   of  venue;  each, 
again,  as  the  clauses  dealing  with  special 
juries  and  the  power  of  allowin|3^  a  ma- 
gisterial inquiry  to  be  held  aJthoagh 
there  is  no  accused  person ;  or,  again, 
the  clauses  with  regard  to  intimidatioa. 
Many  of  those  are  powers  whicli  are  not 
unconstitutional,  and  which  are  not  op- 
posed to  any  legal  instincts.     On    the 
contrary,  they  have  an  analogy  to  exist- 
ing laws ;  they  are  known  to  the  Scotch 
law,  were  recommended  by  the  Cnminal 
Code    legislation    of    1879,     and     are 
actually  embodied,  if  I  mistake  not,  in 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  late  Attorney 
General.    But,  my  Lords,  that  seema  to 
me  to  be  hardly  the  point  at  this  mo- 
ment;   because  if   you  re-enact  these 
clauses  and  these  clauses  alone,  as  many 
contend  is  expedient,  such  re-enactmeat, 
I  hold,  would  be  in  the  nature  of  exc^H 
tional  or  special  legislation,  and  my  owa 
feeling  is  that  unless  in  the  last   re- 
source such  special  legislation   is   Bot 
desirable.    One  of  two  things  most  take 
place — either  legislation  of  this  nature 
must  be  permanent  or  it  most  be  tem- 
porary.     If  it  is   permanent,   then   I 
think  that  the  majority  of  this  Hooee 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  right  thai 
it  should  be  a  universal  and  general 
enactment.    If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  ie 
to  be  temporary,  then  I,  for  one,  caa  see 
no  advantage  gained.     It  is  a  mere 
stop-gap,  and  the  moment  it  lapeea  the 
same  difficulty  which  you  have  at  this 
moment  recurs,  and  you  have  to  face 
exactly  the  same  question.    When  that 
Act  was  passed  three  years  ago  the 
limit  of  three  years  was  assigned  for  its 
operation.    It  was  an  Act  much  eoa- 
sidered  and  much  debated,  and  I  canaot 
come  to  any  other  conclusion  but  that 
the  Legislature,  in  assigning  that  liaiit 
of  three  years,  thought  that  at  the  e«i4 
of  that  time  the  effects  designed  woaM 
be  produced  and  the  Act  might  oome  to 
an  end.    To  imagine  any  other  coa- 
dusion  would  be  stultifying  Parliameat 
The  resolts  are  those  which  I  have  de- 
scribed ;  crime  has  fallen,  has  reached 
an  almost  normal  level,   and  has  re> 
mained  at  that  level  during  the  last  twa 
years.    The  Act  having  produced,  as  efi 
agree,  its  effect,  and  the  three  years  hev* 
ing  lapsed,  it  seems  hard  oace  more  «• 
call  upon  Parliament  to  re-enact  it.  I  be- 
lieve, for  my  own  part,  that  special  le- 
gislation of  this  sort  is  inexpedieat.    It 
is  inexpedient  while  it  is  ia  opcratioa. 
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because  it  must  conjure  up  a  sense  of 
restlessness  and  irritation,  and  it  is  still 
more  inexpedient  when  it  has  to  be  re- 
newed at  short  intervals,  and  brings  be- 
fore the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  country 
that  they  are  to  be  kept  under  peculiar 
and  exceptional  coercion.  Now,  I  have 
looked  through  a  good  many  of  the  Acts 
that  have  been  passed,  I  may  say, 
during  the  last  generation  for  Ireland ; 
and  I  hare  been  astonished  to  find  that 
ever  since  the  year  1847,  with  some  very 
short  intervals  which  are  hardly  worth 
mentioning,  Ireland  has  lived  under  ex- 
ceptional and  coercive  legislation.  No 
sane  man  can  admit  that  this  is  a  satis- 
factory or  a  wholesome  state  of  things. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  very  de- 
sirable, if  possible,  to  extricate  ourselves 
from  this  miserable  habit,  and  to  aim  at 
some  wholesome  and  better  solution. 
But  more  than  being  undesirable,  I  hold 
that  such  legislation  is  practically  im- 
possible if  it  is  to  be  ooctinually  and 
mdefinitely  re-enacted.  I  think  it  was 
Oount  Cavour  who  said  that  it  was  easy 
to  govern  in  a  state  of  siege.  Without 
arguing  upon  that,  I  admit  possibly  the 
truth  of  it — I  say  it  is  true  as  far  as 
this,  that  it  may  be  easy  to  govem  in  a 
state  of  siege  for  a  time,  but  to  attempt 
to  govern  permanently  is,  I  believe, 
utterly  impossible.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  is  a  question  of  trust.  No  doubt, 
it  is  a  question  of  trust ;  but  trust  begets 
trust,  and  it  is,  after  all,  the  only  foun- 
dation upon  which  we  can  hope  to  build 
up  amity  and  concord  between  the  two 
nations.  I  know  of  nothing  more  sad 
than  to  see  how,  instead  of  diminishing 
under  the  healing  process  of  time,  there 
has  been  a  growth  of  ill-will  between 
these  two  nations;  and  I  think  it  is 
time  to  try  how  far  we  may  appeal  to 
better  feelings.  I,  for  my  own  part, 
believe  that  Ireland  will  justify  the  con- 
fidence which  is  shown  her  when  this 
Act  is  allowed  to  lapse.  My  noble 
Friend  has  said  that  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  effect  much  legislation  during  the 
short  remainder  of  the  Session.  The 
same  remark  applies  to  Ireland;  yet  I 
will  say  this — that  though  little  com- 
paratively can  be  done,  something,  I 
think,  may  be  achieved ;  and  if  we  meet 
with  forbearance,  and  more  than  for- 
bearance, with  support  in  ''  another 
place,"  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
some  reasonable  measure  in  the  direc- 
tion of  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  may  be 


secured.  I  am  not  without  hopes  that 
some  measure  amending  the  Labourers 
Act,  1883,  may  also  be  secured.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  as  far  as  regards 
legislation,  if  I  am  asked  further  as  to 
policy,  I  will  speak  generally  in  these 
terms.  So  far  as  the  mere  administra- 
tion of  the  law  is  concerned,  it  is  our 
hope  and  intention  to  administer  the 
ordinary  law  firmly  and  effectually.  So 
far  as  the  larger  field  of  government, 
which  includes  law,  and  more  than  law, 
is  concerned,  I  hope  we  shall  deal  justly, 
and  that  we  shall  secure,  perhaps,  a 
somewhat  better,  wholesomer,  and  kind- 
lier relation,  I  will  not  say  merely  be- 
tween classes,  creeds,  or  races,  but  be- 
tween the  rulers  and  the  ruled;  and, 
above  all,  it  is  my  wish  so  to  study  as  to 
understand  those  questions  of  discord 
which  have  torn  these  two  nations  apart. 
My  Lords,  Ireland  has  had  a  very  stormy 
and  disastrous  history;  faction.  Party 
spirit,  and  misgovernment  have  left 
their  enduring  marks  on  the  face  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  There  have 
been  so  many  failures  that  the  wrecks 
of  them  lie  strewn  all  about;  but  I 
cannot  and  will  not  lightly  believe  that 
the  combination  of  good  feeling  to  Eng- 
land and  of  good  government  to  Ireland 
is  a  hopeless  task.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
believe  that,  with  honesty  and  single- 
mindedness  of  purpose  on  the  one  side, 
and  with  the  willingness  of  the  Irish 
people  on  the  other,  it  is  hopeless  to 
look  for  some  satisfactory  solution  of 
this  terrible  question.  My  Lords,  these 
I  believe  to  be  the  opinions  and  the 
views  of  my  Colleagues.  I  can  only  say 
for  myself  that,  in  undertaking  the  task 
which  has  been  laid  upon  me,  I  indi- 
vidually go  to  it  with  a  perfectly  free, 
open,  and  unprejudiced  mind,  to  hear, 
to  question,  and,  as  far  as  may  be,  to 
understand.  And  just  as  I  have  seen 
in  English  Colonies  across  the  sea  a 
combination  of  English,  Irish,  and 
Scotch  settlers  bound  together  in  loyal 
obedience  to  the  law  and  the  Crown, 
and  contributing  to  the  general  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  so  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  there  is  any  irreconcilable  bar 
here  in  their  native  home  and  in  Eng- 
land to  the  unity  and  the  amity  of  the 
two  nations. 

Thb  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  In  the 
absence,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  late  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  is  not  weS,  it  devolves  upon    , 
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me  to  make  a  few  observations  upon  the 
two  very  important  statements  which 
we  have  just  heard.  And,  first  of  all, 
before  I  touch  on  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Marquess  as  to  foreign  affairs,  I 
desire  to  say  that  I  never  for  one 
moment  believed  in  what  I  conceived 
to  be  the  absurd  rumour  to  which  he 
has  referred,  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  the  slightest  intention  to  postpone 
the  Dissolution  bejond  the  earliest  con- 
venient moment.  With  regard  to  the 
two  very  important  questions  of  foreign 
affairs  relating  to  Afghanistan  and 
to  Egypt,  I  wish  to  state  that  I  concur 
generally  in  what  the  noble  Marquess 
said  as  to  the  question  of  the  Afghan 
Frontier ;  and  although  I,  perhaps, 
looking  to  the  opinion  of  experts,  should 
not  altogether  attach  no  importance  to 
the  Zulfikar  Pass,  still  I  concur  with 
the  noble  Marquess  that  the  main  point 
connected  with  it  in  the  present  negotia- 
tions rests  on  the  fact  that  the  Ameer 
has  attached  great  importance  to  that 
Pass,  that  we  received  a  promise,  as  we 
understood,  from  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment that  certain  positions  in  the  Zul- 
fikar  Pass  would  be  left  to  Afghanistan ; 
and  we  informed  the  Ameer  that  that 
Pass  should  remain  in  his  possession. 
I  agree  also  that  it  is  of  the  first  im- 
portance that  all  the  pledges  and  pro- 
mises of  this  country  shoidd  be  fully 
and  scrupulously  observed.  I  have 
likewise  great  satisfaction  in  concur- 
ring in  the  general  view  of  the  noble 
Marquess  as  to  Afghan  affairs.  When 
I  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
I  stated  that  I  entirely  agreed  with 
him  that  we  must  not  in  these  affairs 
look  merely  to  Treaties  for  our  security 
and  for  the  safety  of  India.  Treaties 
record  the  agreements  made  between 
different  countries,  and  have  their  ob- 
vious advantages;  but  at  all  times  a 
nation  is  unwise  in  trusting  to  Treaties 
alone,  and  especially  in  a  case  of  this 
kind  where,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
pointed  out,  from  the  very  nature  of 
the  Afghan  nation,  there  exists  a  very 
loose  condition  of  affairs  which  may 
change  rapidly  from  time  to  time.  And 
I  certainly  regard  it  as  of  the  greatest 
moment,  as  the  noble  Marquess  has  in- 
timated, that  whatever  Party  should 
have  to  deal  with  this  question*  or 
whatever  Government  should  be  in 
Office  in  this  country,  we  should  firmly 
and  steadily  keep  in  view  the  placing  of 
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India  in  a  thorough  position  of  defence. 
If  that  is  done,  no  matter  what  may 
take  place,  we  shall  be  ready  for  events ; 
and,  in  my  opinion,  events  are  more 
likely  to  take  a  peaceful  turn  if  we  are 
in  a  thorough  state  of  defence.  With 
regard  to  Egypt,  as  the  noble  Marqueai 
truly  said,  a  more  difficult  and  more 
complicated  diplomatic  and  also  military 
problem  was  never  under  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Government ;  and  I  say  at  once, 
if  the  noble  Marquess,  by  the  firm  and 
careful  treatment  of  the  question  which 
he  has  promised  in  language  of  the 
greatest  moderation,  can  disentangle  it 
from  some  of  the  extraordinary  diffi- 
culties which  surround  it,  I  feel  sure 
that  all  Parties,  both  in  Parliament  and 
in  the  country,  will  rejoice.  The  noble 
Marquess,  alluding  to  the  military  part 
of  the  question,  rather,  as  I  think,  over- 
estimated the  triumphant  position  of  the 
Mahdi.  According,  at  least,  to  the  in- 
formation which  we  had  before  we  left 
Office,  the  Mahdi  was  not  quite  in  so 
triumphant  a  position  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess appeared  to  suppose.  It  is  per- 
fectly true,  and  lamentably  true,  that  we 
failed  in  the  great  object  of  the  Expedi- 
tion for  the  relief  of  Khartoum  and  the 
heroic  General  Gt)rdon ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  a  misrepresentatioii, 
which  I  am  sure  no  one  in  this  House 
would  wish  to  encourage,  to  represent 
that  our  Army  had  been  unsuccessfiil, 
when,  in  point  of  fact,  they  invariably 
succeeded  against  their  enemies  in  one 
gallant  engagement  after  another ;  aad 
I  should  strongly  deprecate  the  erro- 
neous idea  gaining  oirrency  that  the 
Mahdi  had  succeeded  ag^nst  our  armed 
efforts,  or  that  our  troops  had  suffered 
any  defeat. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  1 
beg  the  noble  Earl's  pardon.  What  I 
wished  to  convey  was  that  the  Mahdi 
had  been  triumphant  in  his  own  belieC 
which,  I  think,  is  important. 

The  Earl  OF  KIMBERLET :  I  have 
not  referred  to  the  point  by  way  of  re- 
proach to  the  noble  Marquess ;  but  I  feh 
that  it  was  only  due  to  our  troops,  alter 
all  their  services  and  all  their  endoraaos 
in  that  country,  that  there  should  be  ao 
misconception  as  to  the  result  of  their 
efforts,  r^o  doubt  the  retirement  of  oar 
troops  may  have  led  the  Mahdi  to  believe 
that  within  certain  bounds  he  had  beea 
successful ;  but  he  has  shown  a  raiT 
strong  dread  of  oar  troops ;  a  veiy  hifa 
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respect,  for  the  power  of  tbe  British  arms 
has  been  established  in  that  country; 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  he  will  soon 
be  ready  to  confront  our  soldiers  again. 
However  that  may  be,  it  has  yet  to  be 
seen  whether  the  Mahdi  can  maintain 
his  power.  The  noble  Marquess  viewed 
with  some  apprehension — and  there  may 
be  some  grounds  for  apprehension— the 
Mahdi's  approach  to  Egypt.  The  in- 
yasion  of  Egypt  by  the  Mahdi  on  a 
great  scale  has  always  seemed  to  us  not 
the  evil  which  was  so  much  to  be  feared. 
What  is  most  to  be  feared  is  the  spread 
of  the  Mahdi's  doctrines  and  his  in- 
fluence, which  cannot  be  arrested  by 
our  troops.  In  that  I  recognize  a  real 
and  serious  danger ;  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  see  any  method  by  which  it  can  be 
effectually  removed.  I  apprehend  that 
there  is  only  one  way  of  doing  that — 
namely,  by  the  establishment  of  a  stable 
Government  in  Egypt,  and  one  which 
has  the  confidence  and  respect  of  the 
population.  Then  the  noble  Marquess 
pointed  out  the  enormous  difficulty  of 
fulfilling  that  task;  yet  that  task  has 
been  undertaken  by  the  Government  of 
this  country.  We  undertook  to  support 
the  Khedive,  of  whom  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  noble  Marquess  speak  as  he 
did  in  terms  which  were  fully  deserved, 
and  terms  which,  if  he  will  allow  me  to 
say  so,  were  most  judicious  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  Unfortunately,  our  task 
in  Egypt  has  been  almost  rendered  im- 
possible by  the  financial  position  of  the 
country.  The  finances  of  Egypt  have 
been  in  such  confusion  that  it  has  been 
impossible  to  establish  an  equilibrium. 
The  noble  Marquess  knows  that  our 
attempts  to  bring  about  a  financial 
equilibrium  have  not  met  with  that 
assistance  and  co-operation  from  other 
Powets  which  was  desirable,  and  which, 
I  think,  we  might  have  expected,  espe- 
cially as  it  is  in  the  interest  of  all  Europe 
that  some  stable  condition  of  affairs 
should  be  established  in  Egypt.  If  the 
noble  Marquess  can  succeed  in  an  agree- 
ment with  other  Powers  to  bring  about 
the  financial  solvency  of  Egypt,  I  shall 
not  for  one  be  sorry  that  he  should  have 
these  matters  in  hand,  and  should  try 
his  abilities  on  this  subject ;  and  I  trust 
that  he  will  succeed.  Having  mUde 
these  few  observations  on  the  Egyptian 
and  Afghan  questions,  I  now  come  to 
what  is  a  question  quite  as  grave  and 
serious,  and  one  wluch   comes  nearer 

VOL.  COXOVIII.    [thibd  sbeibs.] 


home — ^I  mean  the  subject  which  was 
referred  to  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  will  not  mis- 
take me  or  think  that  I  speak  from 
Party  feeling  if  I  say  that  is  a  very 
unusual,  if  not  an  unprecedented,  course 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
should  inake  a  statement  of  policy  in 
this  House.  I  only  remember  one  in- 
stance in  which  a  Lord  Lieutenant  took 
such  a  part  in  this  House — namely,  the 
case  when  Lord  Clarendon  was  attacked 
by  Eesolution.  The  position  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  one  of 
great  peculiarity;  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  noble  Earl  will  agree  with  me  that 
it  is  desirable  as  much  as  possible  that 
that  he  should  be  separated  from  Party 
politics.  Having  said  that,  I  freely  ac- 
knowledge the  careful  way  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  approached  the  question.  My 
noble  Friend  has  taken  what  may  be 
termed  a  broad  view  of  the  question  of 
exceptional  legislation  for  Ireland.  He 
has  looked  at  the  matter  generally,  and 
has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  excep- 
tional legislation  is  a  great  evil.  I  sup- 
pose that  that  is  a  fact  which  we  are  all 
ready  to  admit.  There  cannot  be  the 
slightest  doubt  that  exceptional  legisla- 
tion is  an  evil.  The  noble  Earl  told  us 
that  in  Ireland  it  has  continued  for  a 
certain  number  of  years ;  and  there  is 
no  doubt  that,  in  the  opinion  of  every 
reasonable  man,  it  is  a  misfortune  that 
exceptional  legislation  should  be  re- 
quired. The  question  remains — is  the 
condition  of  Ireland  or,  is  it  not,  such 
that  we  can  safely  dispense  with  legis- 
lation of  this  character  ?  I  do  not  think 
anyone  will  contradict  me  when  I  say 
that  nothing  could  be  more  disagree- 
able to  us,  or  less  in  accordance  with  our 
general  political  views,  than  to  have  re- 
course to  this  exceptional  legislation, 
and  we  showed  our  reluctance  when  we 
came  into  Office,  because  at  that  time 
we  found  ourselves  in  a  position  not 
altogether  unlike  that  in  which  the  pre- 
sent Government  now  stands.  We  found 
exceptional  legislation  which  was  to  ex- 
pire in  about  10  days,  and  found  our« 
selves  face  to  face  with  the  question 
whether  or  not  it  should  be  renewed. 
We  came  to  the  conclusion— after,  I 
must  say,  much  doubt  and  discussion, 
but  upon  those  broad  grounds  which  we 
have  heard  from  my  noble  Friend — that 
we  would  make  the  experiment  of  dis- 
pensing with  exceptional  legislation  and 
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f^overn  Ireland  under  the  ordinary  law. 
We  were  not,  however,  so  sanguine  as 
my  noble  Friend ;  and  perhaps  the 
reason  was  that  some  of  us  had  had  a 
little  more  experience  than  he  has  had 
of  Irish  affairs;  but  still  we  were  in 
hope — and  it  is  no  breach  of  confidence  to 
say  that  Mr.  Forster  had  strong  hopes — 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  govern  Ire- 
land in  the  ordinary  manner.  We  were 
grievously  disappointed.  Every  one 
knows  what  happened,  and  that  the  re- 
sult of  that  experiment  was  disastrous. 
Everyone  knows  what  attacks  were 
made  upon  us,  not,  perhaps,  without 
justification  considering  the  results 
which  followed.  While  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  a  word  to  add  to  the  difficulties 
of  the  Government,  or  to  embarrass  my 
noble  Friend  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, I  view  with  considerable  appre- 
hension the  experiment  about  to  be 
tried.  My  noble  Friend  has  access  to 
all  the  information  that  was  before  us. 
Of  the  Act  now  in  force  parts,  no  doubt, 
are  plainly  coercive  in  character.  But 
there  are  provisions  in  it  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  alluded,  which  ought 
scarcely  to  be  characterized  as  coercive 
legislation.  The  question  is  whether 
Ireland  has  returned — ^I  will  not  say  to 
a  normal  condition ;  when  was  it  in  a 
normal  condition  ? — but  to  such  a  tran- 
quil condition  that  we  can  dispense  with 
all  exceptional  legislation  ?  My  noble 
Friend  says  that  no  legislation  would  be 
satisfactory  unless  it  were  permanent  in 
its  character. 

The  LOED  LIEUTENANT  op  IRE- 
LAND explained  that  what  he  had 
said  was  that  there  were  certain  clauses 
in  the  Act  which,  if  re-enacted,  should 
be  re-enacted  as  part  of  the  general 
law. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  :  That 
has  often  been  suggested,  and  it  is  a 
taking  suggestion ;  but  it  is  not  sound 
reasoning.  You  may  depend  upon  this 
— that  if  you  assume  that  the  state  of 
affairs  in  Lreland  is  going  to  be  precisely 
similar  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  England, 
that  upon  all  subjects  and  at  all  times 
you  can  apply  the  same  rules  in  Ireland 
as  in  England,  you  show  a  complete  and 
entire  disregard  of  the  history  and  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland.  This  does  not 
apply  merely  to  coercive  legislation. 
There  is  nothing  I  should  desire  more 
than  that  Ireland  should  be  treated  with  j 
the  same  justice,  with  the  same  &Y0ur 
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if  I  may  say  so,  as  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  But  there  are  pecu- 
liarities in  Ireland  which  mast  be 
studied  in  that  oountiy  and  whidi 
require  special  treatment.  I  do  not 
speak  without  consideration,  because 
the  matter  was  frequently  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  late  Ghivern- 
ment ;  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion,  after 
mature  reflection,  that  this  is  not  a 
principle  which  you  can  apply.  Having 
said  thus  much,  I  repeat  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment are  satisfied,  from  information 
which  they  have  at  their  command,  that, 
looking  to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  look- 
ing to  what  has  taken  place  daring  the 
last  five  years,  looking  to  all  suoh  fom- 
casts  as  men  can  make  from  their  ex- 
perience of  the  past — I  say  if  looking  to 
all  these  circumstances  thej  deliberatelj 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  caa 
take  upon  themselves  the  great  and 
serious  responsibility  of  goveming  Ire- 
land without  any  exceptional  l^islatioo, 
it  is  not  for  us  to  challenge  their  deci- 
sion. We  abide  by  it  and  shall  await 
the  event.  And  far  from  desiring  that 
we  should  reap  any  such  advantage  ai 
we  should  derive  from  the  expeotatioBS 
of  my  noble  Friend  being  falsified,  I 
can  assure  him  that  there  is  no  man  oa 
either  side  of  the  House  who  will  fael 
more  complete  and  entire  BatisCaoti<m 
than  I  shall  if  he  is  able  daring  th« 
next  few  months  to  govern  Ireland 
successfully  without  exceptional  legisla- 
tion. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  I  do  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  say 
serious  reply  to  the  three  interesting  aiu 
important  speeches  we  have  just  heaid. 
It  would  hardly  be  in  Order  to  eairy  on 
this  debate,  as  there  is,  in  fact,  no  Qfybt- 
tion  before  the  House.  It  is  a  costosi 
of  the  House  to  allow  the  First  Miniitir 
of  the  Crown  and  those  who  are  resfoa- 
sible  for  great  Departments  to  make 
what  statements  they  please  upon  IhsM 
occasions.  Nor  with  respect  to  mj 
noble  Friend  who  has  jast  spoken  do  1 
think  that  any  serious  comment  is  nsess- 
sary.  The  situation  is  peculiar.  Tbs 
noble  Marquess,  speaking  as  AiflM 
Minister,  is  necessarily  confined  to  a 
general  statement,  and  all  that  he  aud 
will  meet  with  general  approval  oa  both 
sides,  and  that  approval  has  besn  ax- 
pressed  bv  my  noble  Friend  who  hai 
just  sat  down.  One  obsarration  Ul 
from  my  noble  Friend|  about  whkk  I 
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have  some  doubt,  with  regard  to  the  in- 
flueace  of  the  Mahdi.     The  truth  is  we 
know  nothing  about  it.     We  know  no- 
thing of  the  truth  about  the  various 
reports  which  are  brought  in  from  time 
to  time.     There  is  hardly  anything  re- 
liable about  them.    But  I  rather  agree 
with  the  noble  Marquess  that  although, 
BO  far  as  our  soldiers  are  concerned,  it 
18  most  true  that  the  Arabs  will  take 
care  how  they  meet  them  again  in  battle, 
yet,  as  regains  the  political  situation,  I 
am  afraid  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
a  serious  impetus  has  been  given  to  that 
fanatical  movement.    But  we  may  be 
aore  of    this — that  fanatical  influence 
meets  with   very  serious  check  when 
there  is  military  repulse.      Now,   my 
Lords,  I  have  observed  upon  the  some- 
what anomalous  position  we  are  in  with 
regard    to  our   policy  in    Ireland.    I 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down. 
I  observed  the  caution  which  he  gave  to 
my  noble  Friend  opposite,  that  it  is  not 
usual  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  inter- 
yene  in  the  debates  of  this  House.  That 
is  a  rule  which  it  is  most  desirable  to 
observe.    At  the  same  time  I  may  point 
out  that  I  did  not  look  at  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  as  one  of  Party  con- 
tention.    It  is  surely  within  the  discre- 
tion of  the  existing  Government  to  de- 
termine whether  the  statement  of  policy 
with  regard  to  Ireland  should  be  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant.    My  noble  Friend  had  a  perfect 
right  to  speak,  and  he  used  that  right 
in  a  spirit  which  no  man  can  challenge. 
But  I  cannot  help  observing  upon  the 
anomalous  position  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  in  this  House,  who  ex- 
presses serious  doubts  as  to  the  possi* 
Dility    of   doing    without     exceptional 
legislation  when  we  have  on  the  Con- 
Bervative  side  a  declaration  that  they 
mean  to  try  the  experiment,  and  figures 
are  quoted  to  prove  that  they  are  safe  in 
doing  so.     This  is  a  transposition  of 
parts  which  is  very  peculiar.     I  cannot 
nelp  observing  that  this  is  the  result  of 
our  political  situation.     My  feeling  is, 
this  being  the  last  of  Ministerial  explana- 
tions, that  we  have  not  yet  had  a  fitting 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  political 
ntuation.    The  two  Front  Benches  have 
had  their  say.      But  the  independent 
Members  of  the  House  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinions 
upon  the  peculiarities  of  this  political 


crisis ;  and  I,  for  one,  do  not  think  that 
it  would  be  expedient  that  the  ordinary 
transactions  of  the  Government  should 
resume  their  place  without  this  matter 
being  seriously  brought  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  My  Lords,  there 
are  many  Members  of  this  House,  and 
many  sections  of  it,  who  have  watched 
this  crisis  with  intense  anxiety  and  in- 
terest, and  we  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
explanations  given  by  either  side.  But 
this  would  not  be  a  fitting  opportunity 
for  introducing  matter  of  a  contentious 
character.  I  have  therefore  resolved  to 
give  Notice  that  on  Friday  next  I  shall 
call  attention  to  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the  recent  change  of  Adminis- 
tration, and  the  effect  of  that  change 
upon  the  political  prospects  of  the 
country. 

SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
OBSBRYATION. 

Thb  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  that 
with  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  proceed  with  this  Bill  at  the 
earliest  possible  mfoment. 

LUNACY  BILL.— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  inquired 
whether  the  Government  intended  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Lunacy  Bill  ? 

The  Marquess  of  8ALISBUEY,  in 
reply,  said,  that  there  was  every  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  if 
the  arrangements  for  Business  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  such  as  to 
enable  so  complicated  a  measure  to  be 
passed  this  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  6th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— tf©ii#i«for^  in  Committ$$ 
— Civil  Service  Estimates— Class  II.  — 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Depart- 
ments; Votes  16  to  42;  Class  V.— Forbiow 
AND  Colonial  Services  ;  Votes  1  to  3,  6  to  9 
Setolutiona  [June  4J  reporttd. 
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Public  'BvLiA—Ordered—Firat  Reading — Lon- 
don Livery  Companies  [210]. 

Second  Reading— "Looal  Loans  (Sinking  Funds)  • 
[189]. 

Committee  —  Copyhold  Enfranchisement  [26] 
— R.p. ;  River  Thames  (No.  2)  (re'Comm.)  • 
[92]-H.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  East  India  Loan 
(£10,000,000)  [109];  Shannon  Navigation 
\re-eomm.)*  [171]. 

Report  —  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders*  [182];  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Labourers  Act) 
(No.  5)*  [186];  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  7)  *  [201]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No. 
9)*  [198];  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  •  [168];  Local  Government 
Provisional  Order  (Municipal  Corporations)  ♦ 
[199]. 

Considered  as  amended — Third  Reading — ^Metro- 
polis Management  Acts  Amendment  *  [200], 
and  passed, 

^•Mrfratrn  —  Cemeteries*  [12];  Copyright 
(Works  of  Fine  Art)  •  [84]  ;  Rivers  Purifica- 
tion •  [190.] 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

For  Brighton,  v.  William  Thackeray 
Marriott,  esquire,  Q.C.,  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

Far  Chatham,  v,  John  Eldon  Gtorst, 
esquire,  Q.O.,  Solicitor  Oeneral. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN; 

The  Right  honble.  Sir  Michael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beach,  baronet,  for  Glou- 
cester Oounty  (Eastern  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  SirEichard  Asshe- 
ton  Cross.  Q.C.B.,  for  Lancaster  Oounty 
(South  Western  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  Frederick  Arthur 
Stanley,  for  Lancaster  County  (Northern 
Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  William  Henry 
Smith,  /or  Westminster  City. 

.The  Eight  honble.  Eandolph  Henry 
Spencer  Churchill,  commonly  called 
Lord  Eandolph  Churchill,  for  Wood- 
stock Borough. 

The  Eight  honble.  John  James 
Eobert  Manners,  commonly  called  Lord 
John  Manners,  for  Leicester  Oounty 
(Northern  Division). 

The  honble.  Edward  Stanhope,  for 
Lincoln  County  (Mid  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  George  Francis 
Hamilton,  commonly  called  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  for  Middlesex. 

The  Eight  honble.  David  Eobert 
Plunket,  for  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 

The  Eight  honble.  Arthur  James  Bal- 
four, for  Hertford  Borough. 


The  Eight  honble.  Sir  WHliam  Hart 
Dyke,  baronet,  for  Kent  County  (Mid 
Division). 

Henry  Chaplin,  esquire,  for  Lincoln 
County  (Mid  Division). 

The  Eight  honble.  William  Heneage 
Legge,  commonly  called  Viscount  Lewis- 
ham,  for  Kent  County  (Western  Divi- 
sion). 

Charles  Dalrymple,  esquire,  for  Bute 
County. 

The  Eight  honble.  Pleydell  Bouverie, 
commonly  called  Viscount  Folkestone, 
for  Wilts  County  (Southern  Division). 

Ellis  Ashmead-BarUett,  esquire,  for 
Eye  Borough. 

Eichard  Edward  Webster,  esqoiie, 
for  Launceston  Borough. 

William  Hood  Walrond,  esqiiire,  for 
Devon  County  (Eastern  Division). 

The  honble.  Sidney  Herbert,  /or  Wil- 
ton Borough. 

Hugh  Holmes,  esquire,  for  Trinity 
College,  Dublin. 

Edward  Green,  esquire,  far  Wake- 
field Borough. 

John  Curzon  Moore  Stevens,  esquire, 
for  Devon  County  (Northern  Division}. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (ME. 

BRADLATJGH).— RESOLUTION. 
Mr.  Bkadlaugh,  one  of  the  Memben 
for  Northampton,  came  to  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath. 

The  oh  ANOELLOB  of  thb  EX0H£> 
QIJEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicxs-Bbach)  : 
Sir,  the  first  duty  which  I  have  to  per- 
form is  of  so  unpleasant  a  nature  ii 
itself  that  I  hope  that  very  fact  will,  ia 
some  measure,  add  force  to  the  appesl 
which,  in  any  case,  I  should  have  ves- 
tured to  make  for  the  indulgence  asd 
support  of  the  House  in  the  positka 
which  I  now  have  the  honour  to  ooo^y. 
Sir,  I  feel  sure  that  that  indolgeoca  m 
that  support  are  never  dented  wfaeis 
they  are  deserved ;  and  for  mysdf  I 
will  only  venture  to  say  that  I  will,  at 
any  rate,  do  my  best  to  imitate,  both  os 
this  occasion  and  always,  that  spirit  of 
courtesy  and  consideration  for  the  fsii- 
ings  of  opponents,  which  so  pis  eai- 
nently  and  so  honourably  disti^:iiiaM 
Lord  Iddesleigh  during  all  the  tims  W 
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performed  the  functions  of  Leader  of 
the  House  and  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. Sir,  I  will  endeavour  to  sustain 
to  the  best  of  my  humble  power  that 
dignity  and  those  honoured  traditions  of 
this  House  which  are  dear,  I  believe,  to 
all  its  Members.  On  this  occasion  I 
need  not  detain  the  House  by  reiterating 
arguments  that  are  familiar  to  us  all. 
On  the  two  last  occasions  when  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  presented  himself  to  this 
House,  in  February,  1884,  this  House, 
by  large  majorities,  adopted  the  follow- 
ing Eesolution,  directing : — 

'*  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to 
go  through  the  form  of  repeating  the  words  of 
Uie  Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes,  29  Vic., 
c.  19,  and  31  &  32  Vic,  c.  72." 

And  further — 

"That  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  do  exclude  ]ilr. 
Bradlaugh  from  the  preoints  of  the  House,  until 
he  shall  engage  not  f  urUier  to  disturb  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House.  "^3  Bansard,  [a  84] 
480.) 

That,  Sir,  is  the  Besolution  which  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  move  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. It  was  based  on  principles  which 
have  been  repeatedly  affirmed  by  the 
House  of  Commons  in  dealing  with  this 
subject.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  based 
upon  a  feeling  strongly  entertained, 
and  by  no  means  entirely  confined  to 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  go 
through  the  form  which,  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  entertain  that  feeling,  is 
not  in  reality  a  taking  of  the  Oath  at 
all.  Secondly,  it  was  based  upon  a 
belief  that  it  was  necessary  to  guard 
this  House  against  those  repeated  and 
unfortunate  interruptions  which  have 
taken  place  in  the  conduct  of  its  Busi- 
ness. As  to  the  second  point,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  admitted,  in 
February,  1884,  the  reasonableness  of 
the  contention  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Stafford  Northoote)  who  then  moved 
this  Eesolution.  On  the  first  point,  the 
sole  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man was  an  argument  for  delay.  He 
reminded  the  House  that  at  that  time 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James), 
who  was  then  Attorney  General,  had 
instituted  certain  proceedings  against 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  which  were  still  pend- 
ing, and  he  invited  the  House  to  delay 
the  expression  of  any  opinion  until  the 
decision  of  the  Courts  had  been  given ; 


but  he  admitted.  Sir,  that  if  that  deci- 
sion were  adverse  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
that  fact  would  immensely  strengthen 
the  position  of  his  opponents.  Well, 
Sir,  that  decision  has  now  been  given — 
it  was  given  by  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  January  last.  Notice  of  appeal 
against  that  decision  was  given  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  in« 
formed,  no  steps  have  been  taken  to 
prosecute  that  appeal,  and  therefore  I 
may  take  it  that  we  have  before  us  what 
is,  practically,  the  final  decision  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  on  the  subject.  Now,  . 
Sir,  what  is  that  decision  ?  It  is  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is,  by  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, a  person  incapable  of  taking  an 
Oath;  and,  therefore,  what  you,  Sir, 
are  asked  to  do  to-day,  if  you  allow 
the  Oath  to  be  administered  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  is  this — you  are  asked,  and 
this  House  is  asked,  to  go  through 
what  is  nothing  else  than  an  illegal 
mockery  absolutely  without  value  as 
conferring  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh  any 
right  to  exercise  his  functions  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  What  is  the  reason 
why  Mr.  Bradlaugh  presents  himself  on 
this  occasion  ?  I  gather  that  there  are 
two  reasons— the  first  is  in  consequence 
of  the  change  of  Government.  I  do 
not  exactly  follow  his  argument  in  that 
matter.  The  second  is  on  account  of  the 
blocking  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Oaths  Bill,  brought  in  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood).  That  is  a  reason  which  I 
can  understand.  What  it  implies  is 
this — ^it  is  an  attempt  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, by  presenting  himself  here  to- 
day, to  force  the  House  to  proceed  with 
legislation  precisely  similar  in  its  na- 
ture, but  wider  and  more  serious  in 
scope,  than  that  which,  when  supported 
by  the  full  strength  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, was  signally  defeated  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  will  venture  to  hope  that 
neither  in  this  matter,  nor  in  the  matter 
of  permitting  the  Oath  to  be  administered 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  will  this  House  stultify 
itself  by  reversing  its  previous  decisions. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  is  in  his 
place ;  but  if  he  is,  I  should  very  much 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
if  it  is  his  intention  to  proceed  with  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  has  given  No- 
tice— [Mr.  Hopwood:  Hear,  hear!] — 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  precise  meaning 
of  that  Amendment?    Is  the  meaning 
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of  that  Amendment  similar  to  the  reason 
given  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  his  letter  to 
the  Chair?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  ask  the 
House  to  express  an  opinion  upon  a  Bill 
which  is  already  on  the  Notice  Paper  of 
the  House ;  or  is  it  the  fact,  Sir,  that 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  a  wider  scope  ?  Does  he, 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment,  really  ask  this  House  to 
resolve  generally — 

<<  That  the  questions  raised  concerning  pro- 
missory and  other  Oaths  call  for  an  early  settle- 
ment, on  wider  grounds  than  the  interests  of  a 
constituency  or  its  Member,  and  that  this  House, 
believing  that  legislation  is  necessary  for  its 
settlement,  resolves  that  it  be  proceeded  with  as 
soon  as  possible  ?  " 

If  that  is  a  general  assertion  of  opinion, 
I  would  humbly  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  any  of  those  who  may  be 
disposed  to  support  his  Amendment, 
what  peculiar  value  they  can  attach,  to 
Buch  a  Eesolution  ?  It  will  not  enable 
them  to  attain  their  end ;  but,  more 
than  that,  it  is  a  Eesolution  which  ought 
not  to  be  proposed  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons,  because. 
Sir,  what  is  the  subject  with  which  it 
deals?  It  is  a  subject  of  the  highest 
importance.  The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  not  con- 
fined to  the  right  of  a  Member  of  either 
House  of  Parliament  to  substitute  an 
Affirmation  for  an  Oath.  It  raises  the 
general  question  of  the  substitution 
by  anyone,  and  at  any  time,  of  an 
Affirmation  for  an  Oath  at  his  own  will. 
Well,  this  House  will  remember,  when 
the  question  of  the  substitution  of  an 
Affirmation  for  an  Oath  by  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  raised  by 
the  late  Government,  what  a  feeling 
that  proposal  excited  throughout  the 
country.  I  suppose  the  country  has 
not  been  so  deeply  stirred  by  anything 
within  the  last  five  years  as  it  was 
stirred  by  that  proposal.  That  pro- 
posal was  defeated  in  this  House  by  a 
definite  majority  in  a  division — perhaps 
the  largest  that  has  taken  place  in  the 
whole  history  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons ;  and.  Sir,  I  would  venture  to 
ask  is  it  reasonable,  is  it  right,  is  it  fair 
that,  in  the  last  weeks  of  an  expiring 
Parliament,  such  a  question  as  that 
should  be  thrown  on  the  Table  of  this 
House  ?  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  question 
of  vast  importance  to  this  country.     I 

7^e  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


assert  it  is  a  question  that  should  be  re- 
legated to  the  constituencies,  and  to  the 
new  House  of  Commons  which  will  be- 
fore long  replace  us  ;  and  I  ask  the 
House  on  this  occasion  to  adhere  to  its 
numerous  former  decisions,  and  not  to 
reverse  them  by  sanctioning  prineiplee 
against  which  it  has  strongly  and  fiimlj 
pronounced.  Sir,  I  beg  to  move  the  Ee- 
solution which  I  now  place  in  your  bands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  this  House  doth  affirm  the  two  Bmo- 
lutions  made  upon  the  11  th  of  February  18S4y 
directing  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  pennitted 
to  ^o  through  the  f  onn  of  taking  the  Oath  prt- 
sonbed  by  the  statute  29  Vic  c  12,  and  91  and 
32  Vic.  c.  72,  and  directing  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  pre- 
cincts of  the  House  until  he  shall  engage  not  to 
disturb  the  proceedings  of  the  House." — {Mr, 
Chaneelhr  of  th$  Exekequer.) 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  will  now  withdraw. 

[Mr.  Bradlaugh  withdrew  below  the 
Bar,  where  he  remained  standing.] 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  not  left  the 
House.  It  has  always  been  the  custom, 
as  far  as  the  Irish  Members  have  beeft 
concerned,  when  they  have  been  ordered 
to  withdraw,  to  compel  them  to  with- 
draw from  the  House.  I  beg  to  call 
your  attention,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  has  not  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  There  is  no  qoee- 
tion  of  compelling  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  withdraw.  I  directed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  withdraw  from  the  Table,  and  he 
has  complied  with  the  direction  of  the 
Ohair.  It  was  only  in  case  of  a  refusal 
to  withdraw,  and  a  disturbance  in  the 
House  arose,  that  a  Member  was  com* 
polled  to  leave  the  House. 

Mr.  HEALY :  Is  it  not  a  Bule  of 
this  House,  when  the  conduct  of  a  Mem- 
ber has  been  called  in  queetioo,  and 
the  Member  has  been  ordered  to  with- 
draw, that  he  is  bound  to  leave  the 
House  ?  Do  yon.  Sir,  lay  it  down  as  t 
Bule  in  future  that  it  is  only  when  a 
Member  has  been  ordered  to  withdrav, 
and  he  refuses  to  withdraw,  or  leet  t 
disturbance  should  be  created,  that  a 
Member  is  obliged  to  leave  the  House? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  now  refeirag  to 
cases  in  which  the  Question  before  the 
House  was  the  suspension,  or  the  alleged 
misconduct,  of  certain  Membera    Tbat 
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was  a  very  diflferent  case.  [Crie»  of 
"  No ! "  from  ths  Irish  Members.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  call 
jour  attention  to  a  precedent  which 
occurred  in  1877,  when,  on  the  Motion 
of  the  present  Lord  Iddesleigh,  in  refer- 
ence to  my  conduct  at  a  Sitting  of  the 
House,  I  was  directed  by  the  then 
Speaker  to  withdraw,  just  in  the  same 
way  as  you  have  now  directed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  to  withdraw.  On  that  occasion  I 
was  compelled  not  only  to  leave  the 
House,  but  I  was  not  permitted  to  go 
into  any  part  of  the  House,  even  into 
any  of  the  Galleries,  until  the  Motion 
before  the  House  was  disposed  of. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  case  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  is  not  a  parallel 
case.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  by  the  courtesy 
of  the  House,  has  been  permitted  to 
remain  in  the  House  below  the  Bar, 
although  he  is  not  a  full  Member  of  the 
House,  not  having  taken  the  Oath  of 
the  House.  Under  these  circumstances, 
unless  I  am  otherwise  directed  by  the 
House,  I  think  it  is  sufficient  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  below  the 
Bar  while  the  case  affecting  him  and  the 
constituency  he  represents  is  being  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Amendment : — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
*Mr.  Bradlaagh,  Member  for  Northampton, 
having  informed  Mr.  Speaker  of  his  intention 
to  come  to  the  Table  to  be  sworn,  this  House  is 
of  opinion  that  the  questions  raised  concerning 
promissory  and  other  Oaths  call  for  an  early  set- 
tlement, on  wider  grounds  than  the  interests  of  a 
constitnency  or  its  Member,  and,  believing  that 
legi^ation  is  necessary  for  its  settlement,  re- 
solves that  it  be  proceeded  with  as  soon  at 
possible,'" 

said,  he  must  congratulate  the  House, 
in  the  first  place,  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  person  concerned  in  the  Motion 
before  it,  that  person  having  chival- 
rously allowed  the  Members  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,  who  had  vacated  their  seats 
on  appointment  to  Office,  precedence  in 
coming  up  to  the  Table.  He  thought 
it  right  to  call  attention  to  an  act  of 
courtesy  on  the  part  of  a  man  who  had 
himself  received  but  scant  courtesy 
at  the  hands  of  the  House.  The  man- 
ner in  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  ful- 
filled the  pledges  which  he  had  given  to 
the  House  in  the  past  proved  that  the 


House  could,  without  hesitation,  accept 
hi^  pledges  now.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
undertaken,  in  face  of  the  House  and  the 
public,  that,  if  the  Amendment  should 
be  carried,  he  would  not  intrude  him- 
self upon  the  attention  of  the  House 
until  it  should  have  entered  upon  that 
course  of  legislation  which,  by  agreeing 
to  the  Amendment,  it  would  affirm  its 
readiness  to  accept.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  asked  him  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
to  say  what  his  object  was.  Well,  his 
object  was  to  promote  the  cause  of  re- 
ligious and  political  freedom— -["  Oh, 
oh!"] — he  could  not  congratulate  the 
Leader  of  the  House  upon  this,  the  first 
occasion  when  he  appeared  to  marshal 
his  forces,  the  question  upon  which  he 
led  them  being  one  so  greatly  concerned 
with  bigotry.  ['*0h,  oh!"]  The  ques- 
tion  for  which  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  de- 
manded a  legislative  settlement  was  one 
which  might  assume  serious  aspects, 
which  were  little  thought  of  by  those 
who  had  wantonly  raised  it.  He  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  had  undertaken  to  cany  on 
this  matter  to  a  wider  range  than  the 
interests  of  an  individual,  or  the  inte- 
rests of  constituencies.  An  issue  was 
raised  which  might  affect  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice.  The  object  of  any 
legislation  undertaken  in  the  future 
should  be,  as  it  was,  by  the  Bill  he  had 
brought  forward,  endeavoured  to  effect, 
to  substitute  the  ^ower  to  affirm  in  the 
place  of  an  Oath  in  every  case  in  which 
the  obligation  to  take  an  Oath  was  im- 
posed upon  a  man  by  law.  As  to  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  took 
his  stand,  he  would  advert  to  some  of 
the  consequences  that  might  flow  from 
it.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls,  in  deliver- 
ing his  judgment,  said,  with  reference 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh — 

**  I  must  declare  my  Tiew  that  if  a  person 
were  to  sit  and  rote  in  the  House  of  Commons 
after  baring  gone  through  all  the  formalities, 
without  haying  described  to  the  House  his  state 
of  mind,  although  the  House  of  Commons  had 
no  cognizance  of  his  state  of  mind,  yet  if  after- 
wards it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Attorney 
General,  by  proof  upon  which  he  thought  it 
right  to  act,  that  that  person  had  so  sat  or  roted 
in  Parliament,  having  gone  throueh  all  the 
formalities  without  having  described  his  state 
of  mind,  if  a  iury  should  so  find,  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  all  these  penalties  would  be  incurred. 
This  shows  the  severity  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment." 
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Now,  how  would  the  Act  thus  interpreted 
apply?  Supposiog  a  Member  of  the 
House,  in  familiar  discourse,  or  under 
the  temptation  of  a  convivial  moment, 
were  to  express  himself  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  show  his  religious  ideas  to  be 
loose,  anybody  would  be  entitled  to 
challenge  his  Oath,  and,  to  insist  that 
the  Attorney  General  should  be  directed 
to  prosecute  him.  In  fact,  there  could 
be  no  limit  to  inquisitorial  investigation 
on  the  Motion  of  persons  stirred  perhaps 
by  a  just  conviction,  or  perhaps  by  nar- 
row religious  bigotry.  According  to  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  Judge,  if  a  jury- 
man, upon  whose  verdict  the  life  of  an 
accused  person  depended,  should,  subse- 
quently to  the  trial,  appear  to  be  want- 
ing in  religious  belief,  the  question  of  the 
vaHdity  of  his  oath  might  be  raised,  and 
the  verdict  might  be  set  aside.  A  ques- 
tion analogous  was  raised  in  connection 
with  the  disabilities  of  Quakers  in  1833, 
where  a  Quaker,  having  been  put  on 
the  jury,  and  as  a  juryman  found  a  man 
guilty  of  a  capital  offence,  the  Judges 
decided  that  there  had  been  a  mis- 
trial, and  that  the  verdict  must  be  set 
aside.  A  man  who  was  a  profligate, 
and  whose  language  might  shock  every- 
body who  came  near  him,  might  take 
the  Oath  in  that  House,  and  nobody 
could  challenge  him;  but  a  man  of 
irreproachable  and  blameless  habit  of 
life  might  come  up  to  the  Table  in  order 
to  take  the  Oath,  and  if  he  had  had  the 
frankness  to  say  that  he  entertained 
doubts  as  to  the  all-presiding  Creator 
of  the  world,  he  might  be  marked  out 
by  a  spiteful  person  as  unfit  to  take 
the  Oath.  The  unworthy  might  thus 
take  the  Oath  and  swear  as  much  as  he 
pleased,  while  the  worthy  might  be 
prevented  from  doing  so.  \^LaughterJ\ 
He  did  not  envy  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  laughed,  and  thought  themselves 
so  very  superior  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  It  should  be  noticed 
that  the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the 
Judges  to  which  he  had  referred  might 
extend  to  courts  martial,  and  that  the 
evidence  of  soldiers  might  be  invalidated, 
and  the  result  set  aside,  on  the  ground 
that  their  religious  belief  was  not  such 
as  to  justify  their  taking  the  Oath.  The 
Judges  held  that  this  religious  belief 
must  be  a  belief  in  a  Deity  who  rewarded 
or  punished.  This  definition  would  ex- 
clude Agnostics,  Positivists,  and  others, 
many  of  whom  believed  in  an  all-per- 
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vading  Presence,  acting  in  accordance 
with  general  laws,  but  not  interfering 
with  special  intervention ;  but  believers 
in  a  God,  who  was  really  more  a  devil 
according  to  our  notions — ^he  alluded  to 
the  beliefs  held  by  Natives  in  some  of 
our  dependencies — would  be  compet^it 
to  swear,  because  they  believed  in  the 
distribution  of  rewards  and  panishments 
by  their  Deity.  In  his  view,  Agnostics 
and  Positivists  were  men  perfectly  ca- 
pable of  doing  their  duty  to  the  State. 
The  Judges  had  laid  down  the  law,  and 
the  result  was  that  a  man  who  professed 
these  opinions  could  not  take  the  Oath ; 
and  if  he  did  so,  even  with  all  the  sanc- 
tions of  the  House,  or  even  in  obedieaos 
to  a  Eesolution  of  the  House,  it  was  of 
no  effect.  That  was  the  state  to  whidi 
their  progress  in  legislation  had  reduced 
them,  and  he  proposed  to  meet  that  bj 
fresh  legislation.  As  an  example  it 
how  men,  when  they  were  withdzawn 
from  these  matters  and  considered  dis- 
passionately, arrived  at  the  condosioa 
he  was  asking  the  House  to  arrive  at» 
he  would  instance  the  action  of  tiie 
Cathedral  Churches  Commission,  the 
Members  of  which,  including  a  ^shop 
and  two  Members  of  the  House  of  Lards, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Beresfofd 
Hope)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  fiute- 
shire  (Mr.  Dalrymple),  had  signed  a 
recommendation  suggesting  the  substi- 
tution of  declarations  in  place  of  oaths 
on  the  assumption  of  office.  Why  shoaid 
they  not  follow  that  good  precedent? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  condoded 
by  moving  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

8iB  WILFRID  LAWSON  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  Tbst,*'  to  tk« 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wm^B 
'*Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  NctrtliiDptoa« 
having  informed  Mr.  Speaker  of  his  inteatkn 
to  come  to  the  Table  to  he  sworn,  this  Hoiot  ■ 
of  opinion  that  the  questions  ndaed  ooDC«raiaf 
promissory  and  other  Oaths  call  for  aa  es4j 
settlement,  on  wider  grounds  than  the  iut»s^ 
of  a  constituency  or  its  Member,  and,  bdi«riaf 
that  legislation  is  necessary  for  its  seitltnwBU 
resolves  that  it  be  proceeded  with  as  torn  ss 
possible,"— (Jfr.  Soptcocd^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  vwdi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pert  of  tlbs 
Question." 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  upon  former 
oooasions  most  of  those  who  sit  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  myself 
among  them,  haye  drawn  a  very  broad 
distinction  between  their  view  of  the 
question  of  principle  involved  in  the 
exclusion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  this 
House  and  the  questions  of  order  and 
policy  raised  by  certain  methods  adopted 
by  him  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  what  he  conceives  to  be  his  rights. 
We  have  taken — I  myself  have  taken — 
the  very  strongest  views  of  the  question 
of  principle,  not  only  going  with  many 
who  thins  that  the  action  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been 
unconstitutional,  but  also  being  firmly 
convinced  that  it  has  been  illegal.  But, 
retaining  that  conviction,  when  that 
opinion  has  been  distinctly  contradicted 
by  a  majority  of  the  House,  we  have 
had  to  consider  what  course  we  should 
take,  as  dutiful  and  loyal  Members  of 
the  House,  with  regard  to  the  proposals 
which  have  been  made  for  preserving 
the  order  of  its  proceedings.  Well, 
Sir,  that  is  the  nature  of  the  proposal 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-day, 
and  I  at  once  admit  that  he  is  entirely 
justified  by  the  precedent  which  he  has 
quoted,  and  his  conduct  in  following 
that  precedent  is  further  sustained,  I 
do  not  scruple  further  to  admit,  by  the 
recent  proceedings  of  a  Court  of  Law. 
Therefore,  Sir,  if  I  were  to  consider  the 
question  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alone,  and  apart  from  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hop  wood)  upon  his  own  re- 
sponsibility, I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  I,  for  one,  having  originally  re- 
corded my  opinion  of  the  principle  in- 
volved in  the  proceedings,  should  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  a  Motion  in- 
tended to  vindicate  the  order  of  the 
House ;  but  at  present  I  find  myself  in 
the  position  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  has 
pressed — I  may  say  has  forced — upon 
my  attention  a  proposition  which  I  will 
describe  generally  as  amounting  to  this 
— ^that  our  first  duty  is  to  deal  with  this 
question  by  legislation,  and  by  legis- 
lation to  remove  the  grievance  which 
exists.  I  give  that  general  descrip- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  because  it  is  in 
that    sense    that   I    find  myself   com- 


pelled to  support  his  Amendment.  I 
am  bound  to  say,  however,  that  I  do 
not  concur  in  all  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment, inasmuch  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  expressly  carries  the  scope  of  it 
far  beyond  what  I  conceive  to  be  the 
immediate,  pressing,  and  urgent  point ; 
and  there  it  is  that  I  am  at  issue,  as  far 
as  phrases  are  concerned,  with  my  hon. 
andleamedFriend,  and  as  far  as  substance 
is  concerned,  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  avail- 
ing himself,  as  I  think  technically  he 
has  every  right  to  do,  of  the  particular 
terms  of  this  Amendment,  has  pointed 
out  that  its  scope  as  it  stands  is  very 
wide,  and  that  it  is  hardly  fair  to  ex- 
pect the  House,  in  the  present  condition 
of  affairs,  to  give  itself  to  considering 
the  settlement  of  the  whole  question  of 
promissory  and  other  Oaths.  That  may 
be  so ;  at  any  rate,  I  am  not  concerned 
to  dispute  that  proposition ;  but  what  I 
have  before  me  is  this,  and  upon  this 
point  I  take  the  strongest  and  clearest 
view — namely,  the  unsatisfied  and  Con- 
stitutional claim  of  the  constituency  of 
Northampton.  Now,  Sir,  my  point — I 
need  not  argue  at  any  length,  because 
it  does  not  require  that  I  should  tres- 
pass long  upon  the  time  of  the  House, 
not  even  to  the  moderate  extent  to  which 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  found 
it  necessary  to  argue  the  general  ques- 
tion— what  I  contend  is  this— that  all 
along  through  the  course  of  the  present 
Parliament  a  grievous  wrong  has  been 
done  by  the  action  of  the  House  to  the 
constituency  of  Northampton,  and  that 
the  first  duty  of  the  House  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, without  prejudice  to  the 
proposition— considered  as  a  separate 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— the  first  duty  of  the  House  is  to  exert 
itself  to  make  provision  for  the  redress 
of  that  serious  wrong.  I  may  tell  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  if  it  so 
chanced — which  I  have  no  right  to  ex- 
pect considering  the  result  of  former 
discussions — if  it  were  so  to  chance  that 
his  Amendment  were  to  become  the 
Main  Question,  I  should — unless  some 
other  Member  performed  that  office— 
propose  to  narrow  the  scope  of  his 
Amendment  by  reducing  the  application 
of  it  to  the  case  actually  before  us,  and 
that  would  be  done  in  this  way.  The 
Amendment  proposes  to  deal  with  pro- 
missory and  other  Oaths,  and  I  should 
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propose  to  substitute  for  '*  promissory 
and  other  Oaths,"  **  Parliamentary 
Oaths."  Myhon.  and  learned  Friend 
also  proposes  to  affirm  that  the  question 
calls  for  settlement,  on  wider  grounds 
than  the  interests  of  a  single  constitu- 
ency ;  but  I  should  propose  to  omit  the 
words — **  upon  wider  grounds  than  the 
interests  of  a  single  constituency."  My 
object,  in  fact,  would  be  to  set  up  what 
I  oonceiye  to  be  the  legitimate  antithesis 
in  this  case  to  the  determination  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  adhere  to  and 
enforce  the  decision  of  the  House  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  take 
his  seat ;  because  this  I  find  myself  com- 
pelled to  admit — that  our  prior  duty  is 
to  meet  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  de- 
mand of  our  Constitution  for  allowing 
the  case  to  be  provided  for  which  ex- 
cludes a  legitimately  chosen  Eepresen- 
tative  of  the  people  from  taking  his  seat 
and  performing  his  duty  upon  the  ground 
strictly  of  religious  disability  as  a  ground 
of  qualification.  I  entirely  object  upon 
other  grounds.  I  object  upon  every 
political  and  Constitutional  ground — I 
would  even,  if  this  were  the  place  to 
argue  it,  go  further  and  say — upon  every 
religious  ground,  I  object  entirely  to 
drawing  distinctions  more  or  less  in  mat- 
ters of  religious  opinion.  What  we  have 
to  decide  is  the  principle  of  disqualifica- 
tion, and  to  set  right  the  condition  of 
the  law  as  it  is  now  established  and  the 
practice  of  this  House  as  it  has  been 
asserted  by  the  votes  of  the  majority  of 
the  House.  I  propose  that  we  should  set 
aside  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  purpose  of  tiffirming  that 
this  calls  for  prompt,  and,  I  should  say, 
immediate  settlement.  I  may  be  told 
that  immediate  settlement  is  easy  to 
talk  of,  but  hard  to  carry  into  effect. 
That  is  a  matter  with  which  at  present  I 
have  nothing  to  do.  The  question  now 
before  me  is  this — whether  I  am  to 
acquiesce  in  the  continued  assertion  by 
new  acts  of  this  exclusion,  or  whether  I 
am  to  assert,  as  the  Amendment  re- 
quires me  to  do,  and  in  opposition  to 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  argue  that  the  defect  in 
the  law  ought  at  once  to  be  removed 
which  debars  the  constituency  of 
Northampton  from  the  exercise  of  its 
Coii^tstitutional  rights,  upon  principles 
whiolh  I  consider  we  have  long  ago 
adoptevl  as  the  basis  of  our  Parliamen- 
tary action.     Sir,  were  tho  Amendment 
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to  be  carried,  and  were  it  to  become  the 
substantive  Question,  and  were  it  to  be 
adopted  as  it  now  stands,  or  in  an 
amended  form  by  the  House,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  no  doubt  still 
have  to  consider  what  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  order  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  still  think 
it  necessary  to  make  a  substantive  Mo- 
tion of  that  character,  and  I  can  only 
say  that  I  should  be  disposed,  in  case 
of  a  substantive  Motion  to  that  effect, 
to  act  as  I  have  acted  before.  I  do  not 
believe  it  would  be  the  intention  of  any 
of  my  Friends  to  offer  renewed  oppoei* 
tion  to  the  adoption  of  any  Motion  ne- 
cessary for  the  order  of  the  House.  Bat 
what  we  do  feel  ourselves  obliged  to 
say — at  least,  what  I  desire  to  eay  ibr 
myself— is  this :  that  I  distingniah  be- 
tween the  general  expediency  of  reform- 
ing the  whole  system  of  Oaths  and  the 
extreme  urgency  of  satisfying  the  Con- 
stitutional claim  of  a  constituency ;  and 
I  wish  to  assert,  in  voting  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  that  the  satisfaction  of 
that  Constitutional  claim  is  the  first  of 
the  duties  that  now  lie  before  us. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R.  Webster)  :  Sir,  I  am  painfully  con- 
scious of  my  utter  want  of  experience 
in  addressing  this  House,  and  therefore 
I  trust  that  if,  in  the  few  observatioas 
I  have  to  make,  I  am  im wittingly  guilty 
of  some  breach  of  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
I  shall  obtain  not  only  the  indnlgencs 
but  the  forbearance  of  hon.  Membos. 
I  feel  it  especially  hard  that  it  becomes 
my  duty,  in  the  responsible  position 
which  1,  for  the  first  time,  now  fill,  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone);  but  still  I 
trust  I  can  put  some  reasons  before  ths 
House  to  induce  it  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Amendment  is  noc  s 
proper  Amendment  to  pass,  even  if  it 
be  taken  in  the  more  narrow  sense  im 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  asked  us  to  take  it.  Aftff 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  G^ntlemaa, 
I  unhesitatingly  say  that,  in  my  jod^ 
ment,  this  Amendment  is  nothing^  le« 
than  an  attempt  to  introduce  a  Bzsi- 
laugh  Relief  Bill,  inasmuch  as  he  has 
said  that  his  chief  desire  is  to  remove  s 
wrong  which  has  been  done  to  the  coe* 
stituency  of  Northampton,  and  uad« 
which  they  have  been  suffering  for  foar 
or  five  years;  therefore,  I  can  regard 
the  proposal  now  made  as  nothing  cl» 
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than  a  Bradlaugh  Belief  Bill.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hop  wood) 
that  the  action  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  illegal;  I 
baTe  nothing  to  do  with  the  action  of 
the  House,  as  the  House  of  Oommons, 
I  admit  to  the  full  that,  within  these 
walls,  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  are  perfectly  competent  to  do 
what  they  will  in  regard  to  allowing  a 
Member  to  take  his  seat ;  and  when  it  is 
suggested  that  the  action  of  those  who 
have  opposed  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  attempt 
to  take  his  seat  has  been  ilLsgal.  I  join 
issue,  both  in  substance  and  in  fact,  with 
everyone  who  puts  forward  that  proposi- 
tion. I  am  most  unwilling  to  weary  the 
House  by  going  over  a  story  already  ten 
times  told;  but  inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  has  stated  that  the  House  of 
Loris  has  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  I  think  it  only  right 
that  I  shomd  respectfully  endeavour 
to  inform  the  House  how  the  matter 
exactly  stands.  The  House  will  remem- 
ber that  the  first  claim  made  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  a  claim  to  affirm,  and 
the  House,  in  its  judgment,  thought  fit 
to  allow  him  to  affirm,  in  order  that  he 
might  raise  the  question  whether  he 
coidd  legally  do  so.  He  did  affirm,  and 
the  question  was  raised  in  the  action  of 
*'  Clarke  v.  Bradlaugh."  The  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  which  was  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  not  a  person  who  was 
entitled  to  affirm,  having  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1 866,  was  in  no 
way  reversed  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  subsequent  reversal  by  the 
House  of  Lords  of  the  judgment  in  this 
case  turned  entirely  on  a  technical 
point — namely,  that  a  common  informer 
was  not  a  person  entitled  to  sue  for  the 
penalty  in  a  case  such  as  this.  The  de- 
cision that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  a 
person  entitled  to  affirm  was  left  un- 
touched. I  protest,  therefore,  against 
the  hon.  and  teamed  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood)  endeavouring  to 
bolster  up  his  argument  by  a  reference 
to  the  proceedings  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Now,  bir,  what  was  the  next  step.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  then  claimed  to  be  sworn. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  go 
through  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
during  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  claimed  to 
be  sworn ;  the  end  of  it  was  that  on  the 
nth  of  February,  1884,  he  attempted 


to  be  sworn.  The  House  of  Commons 
might  have  admitted  him  to  be  sworn  if 
it  had  thought  fit  to  express  an  opinion 
to  that  effect ;  but  the  law  of  the  land 
declares  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  not  a 
person  who  can  take  an  Oath,  and  I  ask 
hon.  Members,  before  they  proceed  to 
vote  on  this  Amendment,  and  before 
they  negative  the  Besolution  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  to  bear  in  mind  what 
the  finding  of  a  jury  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  countrymen  was — namely,  that 
on  the  11th  of  February,  1884,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh 

"had  no  belief  in  a  Supreme  Being,  «nd 
was  a  person  on  whose  consciMice  an  Oath  had 
no  binding  effect." 

Having  regard  to  that  finding  of  the 
jury,  and  this  having  been  the  law  as 
it  stood  during  the  existence  of  this  Par- 
liament, and  as  it  stands  now,  I  would 
humbly  submit  that  it  would  be  a  great 
disgrace  to  the  House  of  Commons  if  it 
were  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  go 
through  the  form  of  taking  an  Oath  as 
long  as  that  decision  stands.  I  read 
with  great  interest  at  the  time  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry 
James)  when  he  introduced  the  Affirma- 
tion Bill ;  but  I  rather  think  he  was 
mistaken  in  some  of  the  statements  he 
then  made.  He  seemed  to  hold  the 
opinion  that  a  person  who  was  not  fit  to 
take  the  Oath  could  come  to  the  Table 
and  be  sworn,  and  that  there  were  no 
means  afterwards  of  questioning  his 
right  to  take  the  Oath.  Fortunately, 
Sir,  for  this  country  that  is  not  the  state 
of  the  law,  for  we  have  it  now  estab- 
lished, as  the  law  of  the  land,  and  it  is 
a  very  old  law,  that  a  person  who  has 
no  belief  in  a  Supreme  Being,  and  on 
whose  conscience  an  Oath  has  no  binding 
effect,  cannot,  apart  from  the  Statute, 
take  an  Oath  at  all.  The  House  will 
remember  that  when  the  hon.  and 
leamedMemberfor  Taunton  (Sir  Henry 
James)  made  his  statement,  and  urged 
it  as  the  true  view  of  the  position,  he 
was  at  once  controverted  by  one  whose 
legal  guidance  we  now  miss  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  but  who  is  now,  I  am 
thankful  to  say,  guardian  of  the  Queen's 
conscience.  The  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, then  the  Member  for  Launceston 
(Sir  Hardinge  GKffard),  pointed  out  that 
whatever  the  House  might  do,  or  was 
entitled  to  do,  nothing  could  prevent  the 
Attorney  General  from  taking  proceed- 
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ings  against  Mr.  Bradlangh  if  he  satin  the 
House  and  it  should  turn  out  that  he 
was  not  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  take 
the  Oath,  owing  to  his  having  no  belief 
in  a  Supreme  Being.  It  certainly  does 
seem  to  me  that  on  this  matter  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  not  now  to  change 
its  mind.  I  should  have  thought  that 
we  had  already  had  enough  of  vacilla- 
tion; I  should  have  thought  that  we 
had  had  enough  of  change  of  view.  Of 
course,  if  the  House  has  done  anything 
wrong,  or  done  anything  illegal,  by  all 
means,  even  although  it  is  on  its  death- 
bed, let  it  repent ;  but  I  ask  the  House 
to  consider  whether  any  wrong  has  been 
done. ,  I  maintain  that  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, as  it  at  present  stands,  is  such 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  not  a  person  who 
can  take  the  Oath,  or  can  properly 
affirm,  and  it  is  upon  that  ground  that 
I  say  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
recommends  the  House  to  pass  would 
be  nothing  but  a  Bradlaugh  Belief  Bill. 
I  have  now  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
case  which  has  been  put  by  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment,  apart  from  the  question 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  I  would  submit 
to  those  who  are  going  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
has  not  made  out  the  slightest  case  for 
any  general  amendment  of  the  law.  I 
do  not  wonder  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
thought  fit  to  limit  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment,  because  it  is  a  strange 
thing  that  an  Amendment  should  be  in- 
troduced at  this  stage  of  the  life  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  goes  far  be- 
yond the  two  Bills  which  have  already 
been  rej  ected — the  Affirmation  Bill  which 
the  Du^e  of  Argyll  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1882,  and  the  Bill 
recently  introduced  by  the  late  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Henry  James),  both  of 
which  Bills  only  applied  to  Parliamen- 
tary Oaths  in  regard  to  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  do  protest 
most  strongly  against  the  suggestion 
that  there  is  any  ground  for  any  change 
of  the  law  in  the  matter  of  Atheists.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  spoke  of  this  as  being  a 
question  of  religious  and  political  free- 
dom, and  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  also  say  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  religious  freedom.    It  is  no- 
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thing  of  the  kind.      Mr.  BradlaugVs 
demand  is  not  made  as  a  question  of 
religion,  and  I  do  not  think  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  himself  would  desire  that  hia 
claim  should  be  put  forward  as  one  in 
the  interests  of  religion.    You  may  call 
it  a  Constitutional  question  if  yon  like, 
or  a  political  question  if  you  like ;  bat  I 
protest  against  it  being  called  a  claim 
in  the  interests  of  religion.     Let  qb  con- 
sider for  a  moment  how  the    matter 
stands.    Permission  has  been  ^ren  to 
people  to  affirm  in  Courts  of  Law  in- 
stead of  being  required  to  take  an  oath ; 
but  the  relipf  given  to  witnesses  in  the 
matter  of  Oa&s  and  Affirmations  was 
not  in  the  interests  of  Atheism  but  in 
the  interests  of  justice.    As  far  back 
as  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act, 
1854,  and  since  the  date  of  that  Act, 
there  have  been  several  Statutes  passed 
which  are  well  known  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men   opposite,   which    give   these  |m- 
vileges;    but  it  was  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  any  extra  privileges  to 
Atheists,  but  in  the  interests  of  jostiee, 
so  that  evidence  which  might  be  givea 
should  be  forthcoming.      That  I  have 
accurately  stated  the  motive  which  led 
to  the  passing  of  these  Acts  is  evidenced 
by  the  Preamble  attached  to  most  of 
them ;  and  I  may  mention  that  the  Evi- 
dence Act  of  1869  recites  that  the  inte- 
rests of  justice  would  be  promoted  by 
the  removal  of  the  existing  restrictiont. 
for  this  reason  the  restrictions  were  re- 
moved;  and,  that  being  so,  I  submit 
that  that  case  is  wholly  inapplicable  to 
the  presence  of  Atheists  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  the  purpose  of  legislatioo. 
There  is  no  class  of  persons  whom  the 
Amendment  would  assist,  or  whom  tho 
Amendment  as  altered  by  the  right  hoo. 
Member  for   Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone)   would   assist,  except    Atheiatt. 
All  persons  who  have  a  conscientious 
objection  on  religious  grounds  to  takisf 
an  oath  have  ample  protection  by  ths 
present  law.     [**  No !  *']     I  say  that  if 
hon.  Members  will  only  look  throngk 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  they  will  m^ 
there  is  sufficient  protection  at  the  pra- 
sent  time,   and  protection  is  only  re- 
quired  for  those  who   are  willmg  to 
affirm  because  they  have  a  religions  ob- 
jection to  the  taking  of  an  oath,  wlul« 
those  for  whom  such  legislation  as  ii 
shadowed  forth  in  the  Amendnsot  if 
intended  are  persons  in  the  positioa  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who  do  not  bcUterv  ia 
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any  Supreme  Being  at  all.  I  have  only 
one  word  more  to  add.  I  submit  that 
this  is  not  a  question  for  the  House  of 
Commons  alone ;  it  is  a  question  for  the 
country  at  large.  I  do  not  deny  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  behaved  weU,  not- 
withstauding  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  been  treated ;  but  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  personal  part  of  the  ques- 
tion. For  five  years  the  constituency  of 
Northampton  has  sufiPered  from  the  dis- 
ability to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred ;  and  it  cannot  do 
that  constituency  much  harm  if  for 
three  or  four  months  more  they  are  not 
fully  represented  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  trust  that  those 
who  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  on  the  principles  enunciated 
by  him  will  have  the  courage  to  say  so 
fairly  and  openly  to  the  constituencies, 
for  I  do  believe  that  England,  Scotland, 
Wales,  and  Ireland  still  contain  God- 
fearing people,  and  that  they  are  in  the 
great  majority.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
it  will  be  put  forward  in  the  interests  of 
proper  legislation  in  this  House  that 
those  who  support  this  Amendment  de- 
sire that  Atheists  may  be  introduced, 
and  that  persons  may  be  allowed  to  take 
their  seats  in  the  House  who  have  no 
religious  belief  of  any  sort  or  kind.  I 
wiU  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  be  regarded  on  the 
narrow  ground  which  has  been  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  or  on 
the  wider  ground  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
HopwoodV  a  large  majority  of  this 
House  will  negative  it,  and  support  the 
original  Eesolution  moved  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer^^ 

Sm  HENRY  JAMES  said,  that,  if 
there  were  no  other  reason  for  his 
occupying  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  few  moments,  a  sufficient  one  would 
be  found  in  his  desire  to  express  the 
feeling  with  which,  he  was  sure,  the 
Members  of  the  House  welcomed  the 
appearance  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Webster)  as  an  efficient 
recruit.  While  congratulating  him  on 
the  proof  he  had  given  of  the  experience 
which  he  would  bring  to  the  Councils  of 
the  Empire,  there  were  one  or  two  ob- 
servations which  fell  from  him,  espe- 
cially in  the  latter  portion  of  his  speech, 


which  he  desired  to  challenge,  as  they 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  by 
without  notice.  The  House  was  not 
discussing  the  question  whether  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should,  or  should  not,  be 
allowed  to  take  the  Oath,  or  the  penalties 
which  would  accrue  if  he  should  take 
the  Oath ;  but  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
proposition  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had  submitted 
to  the  House.  He  was  astonished  to 
hear  the  Attorney  General  state  that 
this  was  not  a  religious  question.  If  it 
was  not  a  religious  question,  might  he 
ask  what  sort  of  question  it  was  ?  [Lord 
Randolph  Chukchill  :  An  irreligious 
question.]  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  ChurchiU)  said  that  it  was  an 
*  *  irreligious  "  question.  He  thought  that 
there  must  be  two  sides  to  every  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  irreligious  was  simply 
the  converse  of  the  religious  question. 
When  he  recollected  the  tone  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
denounced  the  Members  of  the  late  Ad- 
ministration personally  for  their  want 
of  religion  in  attempting  to  support  a 
Bill  which  would  have  allowed  a  person 
in  the  position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take 
his  seat — when,  too,  he  remembered  how 
in  every  town  and  in  every  village  the 
Liberal  Party  had  been  attacked  for 
their  want  of  religion  in  supporting  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  it  seemed  strange  now  that 
the  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  should  tell 
them  the  question  was  not  a  religious 
one.  He  was  glad  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  broken  away  from  the 
thralls  of  the  argument  which  had  before 
been  used  in  dealing  with  this  question. 
He  asked— "What  do  you  want  this 
Motion  for?"  He  said — *'You  have 
never  legislated  in  the  cause  of  religion  ; 
you  have  legislated  in  the  cause  of  jus- 
tice." But  that  was  the  very  reason 
why  they  wished  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport.  What  caused  the  Acts 
to  be  passed  allowing  persons  to  affirm 
who  conscientiously  refused  to  take  the 
Oath  ?  It  was  not  because  there  should 
be  a  particular  relief  given  to  a  particular 
person;  but  it  was  in  the  interests  of 
justice— that  every  suitor's  case  should 
be  properly  stated  before  a  Court  of 
Law.  In  the  same  manner,  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  proposed  in  the  interests 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  it  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the   interests  of  the  constitu- 


DigitizedbyVoiiJiJ' 


gle 


1691     Parliamentary  Elections     {COMMONS} 


(Jfr.  Brailaugh).  1692 


encies ;  and  as  they  legislated  in  former 
times  so  they  should  legislate  now.  He 
contended,  therefore,  that  this  legisla- 
tion was  needed  in  order  to  remove 
a  disability  which  prevented  persons 
affirming,  and  which  prevented  consti- 
tuencies being  represented  by  those 
Members  who  desired  to  affirm,  rather 
than  take  the  Oath.  He  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  receive  a  large  share 
of  support  from  those  who  sat  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LAJBOUGHERE  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  at  the  tone  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  (Mr.  Webster).  Al- 
though the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  this  was  not  a  religious  question, 
he  subsequently  told  the  House  that  all 
the  religion  was  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  and  all  the  anti-religion  on  the 
Opposition  side.  Moreover,  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  remembered  reading  a 
short  time  ago  that  the  present  Prime 
Minister  told  the  people  of  Wales  that 
''all  infidels  are  Liberals.''  And  that 
appeared  to  be  the  view  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  But  he  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  with  his  great 
legal  acumen,  should  have  so  entirely 
failed  to  grasp  what  was  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  seem  to  have 
understood  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  Amendment.  A  Motion  was  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  but  the  House 
was  not  discussing  the  Motion — they 
were  discussing  the  Amendment.  They 
were  not  suggesting  at  the  present  mo- 
ment that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  take 
the  Oath.  What  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had  done  was  to 
bring  forward  a  conciliatory  proposal ; 
not  asking  that  the  Besolution  declaring 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  go  to  the  Table  should  not  be 
put,  but  instead  that  the  House  should 
affirm  that  it  was  desirable,  as  soon  as 
possible,  that  a  Bill  enabling  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh or  anyone  else  to  affirm  should  be 
passed.  Therefore,  the  question  was 
not  one  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  taking  the 
Oath;  but  a  question  of  legislation, 
with  the  object  of  enabling  Members 
who  wished  so  to  do  to  affirm.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  alleged  that  the  question 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  Etness  to  take  the 
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Oath  had  been  already  settled  by  the 
Courts  of  Law;  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
the  right  to  appeal ;  but  that  he  had  not 
appecded;  and,  therefore,  that,  as  he 
did  not  mean  to  appeal,  oonseqoantly 
the  matter  was  practically  setUed.  Bat 
what  were  the  facts  ?  Why,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh had  the  right  to  take  12  months 
before  appealing ;  but»  instead  of  doing 
that,  he  had  already  given  an  under- 
taking to  the  Treasury  that  he  would 
appeal ;  therefore,  he  had  taken  steps  to 
appeal,  and  the  question  could  not  b« 
decided  until  it  had  been  brought  be- 
fore the  highest  legal  tribunal  of  the 
country.  He  confessed  that  he  hesitated, 
when  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
showed  him  his  Amendment^  whether 
to  vote  for  it  or  not ;  because  it  seemed 
to  him  to  recognize  the  right  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  prevent  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  going  to  the  Table  and 
taking  the  Oath  if  he  so  demred.  He 
thought  it  would  be  admitted  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  always  acted  in  a  oon- 
eiliatory  manner  to  the  House,  and  had 
always  sought  to  put  himself  in  har- 
mony, as  it  were,  with  the  Houas. 
Naturally,  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  poiiit 
of  view,  if  he  regarded  the  Oaui  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said  he  did, 
as  an  unmeaning  and  unneoessaij  form, 
it  must  be  a  matter  of  indinereiioe 
to  him  whether  he  took  the  Oath  or  not 
But  Mr.  Bradlaugh  always  wished  not 
to  take  the  Oath,  but  to  affirm,  and  lit 
was  ready  to  do  so  on  the  present  occa- 
sion if  the  House  would  permit  him. 
Therefore,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thoogkt 
the  House  ought  fairly  to  meet  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  the  constituency  of 
Northampton  in  a  conciliatory  spirit  oa 
its  side  and  pass  this  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  that 
it  might,  perhaps,  be  necessary  to  pstf 
some  sort  of  Besolution  after  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  carried,  if  it  w^e  csr> 
ried,  in  the  interest  of  the  good  order  of 
the  House.  He  (Mr.  LaTOuchera)  wai 
authorized  to  say,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  that  that  Gentleman  wif 
ready  to  acknowledge  that  if  the  BS 
referred  to  in  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Hopwood] 
was  proceeded  with,  and  an  attsopl 
made  to  carry  it  through  during  tht 
present  Session,   or   if   facilities 


given  to  take  a  vote  upon  it,  he  w<o«U 
not  come  up  to  the  T%bl9  nntil  *  dssi- 
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sion  had  been  taken  by  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  expressed  great  sur- 
prise that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  trouble 
the  peace  of  what  he  called  a  moribund 
ParUament;  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
should  like  to  know  who  had  been 
troubling  the  peace  of  this  moribund 
Parliament  ?  Why  was  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
who  had  been  elected  four  times  by  the 
constituency  of  Northampton  to  repre- 
sent them  in  Parliament,  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  come  to  the  Table  and  take 
the  Oath  and  fulfil  his  duty  to  his  con- 
stituents, when  they  saw  12  Gentlemen 
or  so,  only  elected  within  the  last  few  days, 
coming  up  and  taking  the  Oath  to  fulfil 
what  they  were  pleased  to  call  their 
duties  to  the  country?  Such  a  course 
of  treatment  on  the  part  of  the  House 
was  monstrous.  He  saw  opposite  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Resident  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  who  was  asleep,  he  believed. 
Did  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  oppose  him 
when  he  came  up  to  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath?  No;  and  yet  he  as- 
serted, without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
written  the  most  sceptical  book  on  reli- 

g'on  or  anti-religion  since  the  time  of 
ume.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  read  his 
book  with  great  interest,  and  he  believed 
himself  that  in  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Oath  was  an  un- 
meaning form.  The  House,  however, 
allowed  him  to  come  to  the  Table  and 
swear.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  accepted 
it,  and  the  House  accepted  it;  and  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  prepared  to  go  to 
the  Table  and  swear,  the  House  had  no 
right  to  step  in  between  him  and  his 
constituents  and  his  conscience.  If  this 
Amendment  were  not  passed  he  would 
certainly  divide  the  House  on  the  Main 
Question,  as  he  had  always  asserted  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  a  right  to  go  to  the 
Table,  and  that  neither  the  House  nor 
Mr.  Speaker  had  the  right  to  prevent 
him  twng  his  place  as  a  duly  elected 
Member  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MTTOHELL  HENRY  said,  be- 
fore giving  his  vote,  he  should  like  to 
know  how  the  House  stood  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  had  always  opposed  the  taking 
of  the  Oath  by  1^.  Bradlaugh  on  re- 
ligious grounds,  because  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  said  he  had  no  belief  in  a  Supreme 
Being.  On  the  other  hand,  he  (Mr. 
)Citohell  Henry)  had  always  f e}t  that  it 


was  a  great  hardship  that  any  class  of 
elected  Member  should  be  excluded  from 
the  House  because,  while  they  were 
willing  to  affirm,  they  would  not  take 
the  Oath.  Li  the  legal  speeches  j  ust  made 
there  had  been  no  statement  of  the  law 
as  regarded  Parliamentary  Oaths.  The 
law  by  which  individuals  were  prevented 
from  taking  their  seats  was  quite  dis- 
tinct from  the  law  which  governed  pro- 
ceedings in  Courts  of  Law.  Separatists 
and  Quakers  were  permitted  to  make 
Affirmations  in  the  House ;  but,  in  order 
to  avail  himself  of  the  privilege,  a  man 
must  declare  himself  to  be  a  Separatist 
or  a  Quaker.  All  who  preferred  to  affirm 
ought  to  have  the  opportunity  of  doing 
so.  He  had  always  supported  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment ;  but  many  hon. 
Members  were  shocked  by  arguments 
that  had  been  used  in  support  of  it.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  hand  over  the  House 
to  those  who  did  not  believe  in  God,  for 
they  were  not  bound  by  any  religious 
sanction  to  obey  the  law  in  any  respect. 
Therefore,  the  difficulty  which  he  felt 
would  not  be  wholly  removed  by  the 
Amendment.  He  must  protest,  if  it 
were  for  the  last  time,  against  the 
lectures  delivered  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
and  the  literature  with  which  he  was 
identified,  and  he  would  say  that  such 
lectures  and  literature  ought  to  disable 
a  man  from  sitting  in  a  Christian  As- 
sembly. He  would  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  with  a  firm  intention  of  pre- 
venting, as  far  as  he  could,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh from  presenting  himself  at  the 
Table  of  the  House  and  insulting  the 
God  in  whom  they  believed,  by  pretend- 
ing to  take  an  Oath  which  he  considered 
was  void  of  religious  sanction. 

Mb.  STOEEB  said,  that,  in  his  view 
of  the  matter,  both  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  and  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  (S^entleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) were  neither  more  nor  less  than  at- 
tempts to  trail  a  red  herring  across  the 
scent.  But  whatever  attempts  were  made 
to  hoodwink  the  country,  or  whatever 
salves  were  applied  to  their  own  con- 
sciences, the  fact  would  still  remain,  and 
could  not  be  got  over,  that  a  vote  given 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  would 
have  the  same  efiect  as  a  vote  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking  the  Oath  and 
his  seat  in  tba^  HousCt    Hon.  Members 
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wlio  supported  it  might  consider  it  a 
sort  of  salve  to  their  consciences;  but 
the  original  Motion  was,  after  all,  the 
thing  which  the  country  would  con- 
sider. 

Mr.  COTJETNEY  said,  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  made  it  most 
desirable  that  the  House  should  under- 
take legislation  with  the  view  of  de- 
ciding the  matter.  The  judgment  laid 
down,  for  the  first  time,  what  was  cer- 
tainly not  appreciated  by  the  House, 
that  the  question  of  eligibility  to  take 
the  Oath  at  the  Table  did  not  depend 
at  all  upon  the  formalities  required  by 
the  House.  That  Court  decided  that 
no  person  could  validly  take  an  Oath 
who  was  not  a  believer  in  a  Supreme 
Being  in  such  a  way  and  in  such  a  sense 
that  that  Being  operated  on  his  mind  in 
taking  an  Oath  as  giving  sanction  to  it. 
If,  therefore,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or  any- 
one holding  his  opinions,  were  allowed 
to  go  through  the  form,  or  did  go 
through  the  form  of  taking  the  Oath, 
either  in  the  present  or  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Parliament, 
that  would  not  conclude  the  matter; 
for,  after  all  that  had  been  done,  the 
Attorney  General,  upon  information  laid 
before  him,  might  take  proceedings,  and 
if  he  convinced  a  jury  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  such  belief  as  enabled 
him  to  invoke  the  sanction  of  the 
Supreme  Being,  a  penalty  would  be 
given  against  the  Member,  and  he 
would  vacate  his  seat  in  the  House. 
It  had  been  said  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  been  too  frank  in  avowing  his  opi- 
nions ;  but  this  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  utterly  upset  the  delusion 
that  this  made  any  diflterence.  Then 
it  was  said  the  question  would  be  solved 
when  a  new  Parliament  assembled,  be- 
cause Mr.  Bradlaugh,  if  returned,  as  he 
probably  would  be,  would  take  the  Oath 
before  the  House  was  completed.  But 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  dissipated 
the  delusion  that  this  would  make  any 
difference.  By  that  decision,  if  infor- 
mation was  laid  before  him,  the  Attor- 
ney General  would  proceed  against  the 
hon  Member  in  the  Court  of  Law,  and 
might  again  get  a  jury  to  declare  that 
he  was  incapable  of  taking  the  Oath 
on  account  of  his  want  of  belief  in  a 
Supreme  Being.  The  Attorney  General 
would  also,  by  this  decision  of  the  jury, 
recover  damages  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.   This  was  a  question  which  would 

Mr.  Storer 


not  only  affect  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the  same 
course  might  be  taken  against  other 
hon.  Members.  The  borough  of  Lis- 
keard  was  once  represented  by  Mr. 
Gibbon,  who  would  have  been  subjected 
to  the  same  disabilities  as  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh; and,  for  aught  he  (Mr.  Court- 
ney) knew,  there  might  be  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  in  the  same  position — 
that  is,  exposed  to  the  scandal  of  having 
the  question  of  their  religious  beli^ 
submitted  to  a  common  jury.  Was  it 
not,  therefore,  urgent  that  this  matter 
should  be  settled  in  this  Parliament  on 
broad  principles  of  justice,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  the  scandal  of 
silent  Oaths  being  taken  by  Members 
who  did  not  believe  in  them,  or  of  in- 
vestigations before  common  juries  as  to 
personal  beliefs  ?  It  was  said,  notwith- 
standing the  judgment  of  the  Court,  the 
decision  still  rested  with  ParliamenL 
That  was  so ;  but  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  was  good  common  sense,  and  by 
the  action  of  the  law  the  hon.  Member 
was  debarred  from  taking  the  Oath. 
The  situation  was  one  which  should 
appeal  to  serious  Members  who  wished 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  the  scandal 
of  public  inquiry  in  the  future  into  the 
religious  opinions  of  Members  who  had 
been  returned  to  that  House. 

The  PEBSIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoxtr)  said,  he  had  no  intention, 
when  he  came  down  to  the  House, 
of  intervening  in  this  debate,  nor  did 
he  mean  to  do  so,  except  so  hx 
as  was  rendered  necessary  by  persooal 
allusions  which  some  speakers  had  di- 
rected to  him.  He  went  farther,  and 
said  it  was  not  with  a  view  of  contra- 
dieting  in  the  face  of  the  House  tbe 
accusation  made  against  him  by  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboi- 
chore)  that  he  now  rose.  If  this  Hoqm 
only  were  made  a  party  to  it,  he  sheald 
have  treated  the  accusation  with  con- 
tempt; but  he  reflected  with  diaiiaj 
that,  in  consequence  of  what  had  ttXim 
from  the  hon.  Member,  he  should  bt 
inundated  with  letters  on  the  subject 
from  every  part  of  the  country.  Thert- 
fore,  not  merely  on  his  own  accooat, 
but  still  more  out  of  pity  to  his  us- 
fortunate  private  secretary,  he  felt 
bound  to  take  the  earliest  ooeasioB  of 
giving  a  public  contradiction  to  tb« 
more  than  insinuations  that  had  hS^ 
from  the  hon.  OenUeman.    The  hoA^ 
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Gentleman  informed  an  astonished  House 
that  he  had  read  the  book  to  which  he 
alluded.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was 
quite  certain  that  anybody  who  had  ever 
glanced  at  the  contents  of  the  book 
would  be  convinced,  firstly,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  not  read  it ;  and,  secondly, 
that  if  he  had  read  it,  he  was  perfectly 
incapable  of  understanding  its  contents. 
In  order  to  clear  up  the  hon.  Member's 
mind  on  the  subject,  and  to  save  any 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  from  the  severe 
and  arduous  labour  of  looking  through 
the  volume,  should  their  curiosity  be 
excited  by  what  had  passed,  he  might 
assure  them  that,  in  so  far  as  that  book 
dealt  with  religion  at  all,  it  had  no  other 
motive  whatever  in  view  than  to  support 
religion,  and  not  to  destroy  it.  He 
trusted  that  this  contradiction  would  be 
taken  not  only  as  conclusive  by  the 
House,  but  as  saving  others  from  the 
trouble  of  writing  to  him  on  the  subject; 
himself,  the  trouble  of  receiving  such 
communications;  and  the  Post  Office, 
the  trouble  and  expense  that  would  be 
incurred  in  forwardmg  them  to  him. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  it  had  been  his 
misfortune,  on  one  or  two  occasions,  to 
trouble  the  House  on  this  disagreeable 
subject ;  and,  as  this  was  certainly  the 
last  occasion  on  which  he  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  speaking  upon  the 
question,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  say  a  few  words,  chiefly  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  to  the  notice  of 
the  Constitutional  Authorities  of  the 
House  the  opinion  of  an  eminentstatesman 
upon  this  matter  delivered  many  years 
ago.  He  (Mr.  Walter)  was  one  of  those 
who  had  invariably  opposed  the  taking 
of  the  Oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  but  he 
had  coupled  his  objection  with  the  decla- 
ration that,  inasmuch  as  he  conceived  him 
to  be  an  individual  unable  to  take  the 
Oath  on  account  of  his  religious  opi- 
nions, he  nevertheless  felt  that,  as  an 
elected  Member  of  Parliament, '  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ought  to  be  allowed  to  enter 
the  House  by  way  of  Affirmation,  unless 
valid  objection  could  be  raised  to  that 
mode  of  testifying  his  allegiance  to  the 
Crown.  He  considered  that  the  whole 
object  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  was  to 
give  a  security,  more  or  less  valid  accord- 
ing to  the  character  of  the  giver,  to  the 
Sovereign  of  the  country;  and  that, 
except  for  that  purpose,  it  was  of  no  use 
whatever,  nor  had  any  right  to  be  im- 

VOL.  OCXOVm.    [thibd  series.] 


posed.  He  did  not  think  that  anybody 
in  that  Houee  would  contend  that  the 
solemn  ceremony  which  a  Member  per- 
formed at  the  Table  in  kissing  the  Tes- 
tament was  intended  in  any  way  to  de- 
fine his  religious  belief,  and  for  this 
reason — that  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
Oath  might  bo  taken  by  a  Deist,  by  a 
Unitarian,  and  by  an  Orthodox  Christian. 
But  the  point  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole 
controversy  was — is  the  Oath  necessary 
or  not  to  secure  the  Crown  with  regard 
to  the  allegiance  of  the  person  who 
takes  the  Oath  ?  He  could  give  the 
authority  of  a  very  eminent  person  upon 
the  subject — a  statesman  whose  opinion 
would  be  taken  as"%f  the  very  highest 
order,  not  only  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  by  also  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  meant  Mr.  Fox.  In  a  remarkable 
speech,  which  Mr.  Fox  delivered  on 
peace  with  France  in  the  year  1800,  an 
objection  was  raised  to  peace  being  de- 
clared, on  the  ground  that  Napoleon 
Bonaparte  had  violated  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  which  he  had  taken  to  the 
Constitution.    But  Mr.  Fox  said — 

"  Sir,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that 
any  sudi  Oaths  ought  over  to  be  exacted.  They 
are  seldom  or  ever  of  any  effect,  and  I  am  not 
for  sporting  with  a  thing  so  sacred  as  an  Oath. 
1  think  it  would  be  good  to  lay  aside  all  such 
Oaths."— (Par/.  Httt.  [34]  1386.) 

Then  he  went  on  to  explain  what  he 
meant  by  saying  that  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  imposing  the  sanction  of  an 
Oath,  where  the  law  without  any  such 
Oath  was  quite  sufficient  to  vindicate 
itself.  Suppose  a  person  went  to  the 
Table  of  the  House  to  take  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  to  the  Queen,  how  would 
that  person  be  punished  if  he  broke  the 
Oath  ?  Not  for  perjury,  but  for  treason, 
which  was  followed  by  a  very  much 
more  severe  punishment.  He  (Mr. 
Walter)  contended,  therefore,  that  they 
had  no  reason,  on  the  ground  of  security 
to  the  Crown,  for  imposing  an  Oath  at 
all.  He  might  be  asked  why  a  person 
should  be  required  to  affirm.  He  took 
it  that  making  an  Affirmation  simply 
compelled  a  person  to  make  a  statement 
acknowledging  his  responsibility  to  the 
law  of  the  land ;  and  if  that  person 
broke  the  Affirmation,  he  would  be  sub- 
ject to  all  the  pains  and  penalties  of  the 
law  of  treason. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether,  if  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon^\r> 
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Baronet  the  Ohanoellor  of  tlie Exchequer 
wag  negatived,  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  any  Member  of  the  House  again  to 
raise  the  question,  or  whether  the  power 
of  the  House  would  be  gone,  and  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  able  to  come  to  the  Table 
in  defiance  of  the  general  opinion  of  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  if  the  Mo- 
tion should  not  be  carried,  the  Amend- 
ment would  become  the  substantive 
Motion,  and  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
at  liberty  to  move  an  Amendment  to  it 
in  any  direction  he  thought  might  be 
desirable. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  one  of  the 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
liiskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  As 
the  matter  now  stood,  at  present,  in  the 
ruck  of  a  General  Election,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  might  be  elected,  and  might  again 
present  himself  at  the  Table  to  be  sworn, 
and  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  would  then 
have  no  power  to  exclude  him.  It  was 
now  declared  by  the  Court  of  Law  that 
even  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  permitted 
by  the  Clerk  to  take  the  Oath,  he  would 
be  proceeded  against  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  penalties,  and  it  might  be 
found  that  he  had  no  testifying  capacity. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  submit  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  the  Eesolution  might 
be  amended  by  words  of  this  cha- 
racter— 

"  And  that  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  be  informed 
that  no  person  who  has  been  by  this  House,  or 
by  law,  declared  incapable  of  taking  an  Oath, 
and  who  may  present  himself  to  be  sworn 
during  the  next  two  years,  shall  be  allowed  to 
take  the  Oath  except  by  leave  of  the  House." 

\  Cries  of  *'  Oh,  oh  1 "]  It  appeared  to 
Eim  (Mr.  Healy)  that  if  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  at  the  time  were  not  seized  with 
the  fact  that  the  House  laid  a  burthen 
upon  him,  he  would,  of  course,  not  feel 
himself  bound  to  look  into  the  previous 
record  of  any  Gentleman  who  presented 
himself  at  the  Table,  and  the  position 
of  the  Clerk  would  be  a  very  unenviable 
one.  To  the  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  who  seemed  to  think  that  the 
course  he  recommended  was  an  objec- 
tionable one,  it  would  be,  from  their 
point  of  view,  a  course  of  extreme  mercy 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  because,  if  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  a  majority  in  the 
next  Parliament,  as  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
hoped  they  would  have,  the  next  Go- 

Mr.  Eicht 


vemment  would  be  bound  to  enforce  the 
law  by  asking  their  Attorney  General  to 
proceed  for  penalties  against  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh ;  whereas  if  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
were  made  aware  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  not  to  be  received  by  him  pur- 
suant to  the  Eesolution,  of  course  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  would  be  saved  the  trouble 
of  presenting  himself,  and  taking  the 
Oath,  and  of  being  proceeded  against 
If  they  passed  the  words  he  suggested, 
they  would  be  giving  a  bold  advertise- 
ment to  the  constituency  of  Northamp- 
ton that,  if  it  elected  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  it 
would  elect  him  at  its  peril,  and  would 
have  no  reason  to  complain  when  it 
knew  that.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
elected,  would  be  unable  to  proceed  with 
his  business.  If  the  Clers  said  that 
the  Order  was  merely  a  Sessional  one, 
the  House  would  know  how  to  deal  with 
the  Clerk. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  I  hope  the 
House  will  forgive  me  if  I  offer  a  fev 
words  in  reply  to  the  observations  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter).  I  hope  the  House  will 
forgive  one  of  its  oldest  Members  re- 
calling  to  its  attention  the  importanee  of 
the  matter  with  which  we  are  now  detl- 
ing.  The  State  of  England  consists  of  a 
Sovereign  and  of  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Sovereign  and  each  of  those 
Estates  is  bound  by  an  Oath  approprists 
to  their  position.  If  one  of  Uie  Estatas 
were  to  annul  or  virtually  to  abrogats 
its  Oath,  it  would  separate  itself  from 
the  State.  Were  this  House  TirtaaUy 
to  annul  its  Oath,  it  would  become  s 
Convention,  such  as  have  existed  ia 
revolutionary  times.  I  am  afraid  thst 
some  hon.  Members,  while  considsriag 
the  details  of  legislation  with  reK>ect  to 
these  Constitutional  Oaths,  and  the  n- 
rious  proposals  for  relaxation  of  thenu 
may  have  forgotten  the  relaxations  thsS 
have  been  made,  but  all  made  with  a 
view  of  preserving  the  existence  of  the 
Oath  affecting  itself,  as  repreemiting  tks 
bond  of  union  which  connects  this  I^lati 
of  the  Eealm  with  the  other  two  EststM. 
If  you  raise  the  question  of  aboUshiag 
these  Oaths,  or  any  of  them,  you  will  U 
plunged  into  Constitutional  qnestioai  dtf 
the  gravest  and  most  intricate  matnrs. 
As  for  an  Oath  being  a  religious  mattv 
in  this  nation  of  England  and  its  Sblcr 
Nations,  you  have  used  Oaths  for  sfss 
upon  ages.  The  nation  of  Rn^^n^  hm 
used  Oaths  always  as  a  Tetigtoas  coa- 
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firmation,  required  from  those  who  pro- 
fess to  speak  the  truth,  not  only  with 
respect  to  matters  past  and  matters  pre- 
sent, but  with  respect  to  matters  future. 
I  therefore  lament  that  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  the  proposal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
which  re-affirms,  in  accordance  with  the 
antecedents  of  Parliament  and  of  this 
House,  a  direct  acknowledgment  that 
these  Parliamentary  Oaths  have  always 
afforded  proof  that  this  House  consti- 
tutes one  of  the  Estates  of  the  Eealm, 
and  that  it  is  not  a  mere  Convention. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  MiCHABL  Hicks-Beach),  in 
reply,  said,  he  would  make  two  observa- 
tions upon  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Healy).  The  first  was  this  —  that 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  this 
matter  the  House  had  never  proceeded 
except  by  Sessional  Order ;  it  had  dealt 
with  the  matter  as  it  arose  by  an  Order 
lasting  the  period  of  the  Session,  and  he 
was  anxious  only  to  ask  the  House  to 
affirm  and  adhere  to  that  position.  In 
the  second  place,  although  it  was  a 
point  on  which  he  could  express  no 
authoritative  opinion,  it  occurred  to  him 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  any 
such  Besolution  passed  by  this  House 
of  Commons  to  bind  a  future  House  of 
Commons. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :^Ayes  263 ;  Noes 
219  :  Majority  44.— (Div.  List,  No.  208.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  im- 
possible  for  him,  as  one  of  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  Northampton,  to  recognize 
the  right  of  that  House  to  prevent  a 
Member  whom  his  constituency  con- 
sidered fully  qualified  from  coming  to 
the  Table  and  taking  the  Oath.  He 
should,  therefore,  challenge  a  division 
upon  the  Eesolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise  to  say  that 
the  case  has  now  arrived  which  I  an- 
ticipated when  I  formerly  addressed  the 
House,  and  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
join  with  anyone  in  questioning  the 
sense  of  the  House  in  a  second  division. 
It  is  a  completely  foregone  conclusion, 
and  I  must  admit  that  it  is,  through 
from,  as  I  think,  erroneous  premises 
and  antecedents,  a  legitimate  and  neces- 


sary conclusion,  for  which  there  are 
numerous  precedents.  I  therefore  do 
do  not  feel  justified  in  taking  any  part 
in  any  further  division  on  the  subject, 
for  the  same  result  has  been  arrived  at 
over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  that  after 
hearing  the  views  just  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman— and  as  he  pre- 
sumed there  would  be  a  very  small 
division — he  would  not  put  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Mr.  WILLIS  said,  that,  whatever 
course  might  be  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
whether  he  continued  to  support  his  own 
view  or  not.  he  (Mr.  Willis)  protested 
against  the  illegal  action  of  the  House 
— [^Laughter^  and  cries  of  **  Order ! "] — 
in  allowing  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  interpose  between  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  and  his  taking  the  Oath ;  and  as 
he  regarded  that  action  as  a  violation  of 
the  invariable  practice  of  the  House, 
he  should  oppose  the  Motion  and  go 
into  the  Lobby  against  it,  whether  few 
hon.  Members  or  many  supported  him. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Re$olvedj  That  this  House  doth  aflirm  the 
two  Resolutions  made  upon  the  1 1th  of  Fehruary 
1884,  directing^  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  per- 
mitted to  go  through  the  form  of  taking  the 
Oath  prescribed  by  the  statute  29  Vic.  c.  19, 
and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72,  and  directing  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
horn  the  precincts  of  the  House  until  he  shall 
engage  not  to  disturb  the  procee^gs  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  thereupon  advanced 
to  the  Table,  upon  which, 

Mr.  Speaker  directed  him  to  with* 
draw. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  am  here,  Sir, 
in  obedience  to  the  mandate  of  my  con- 
stituents. I  submit  to  your  direction  to 
withdraw  ;  but  I  shall  appeal  from  the 
judgment  of  the  House  to  the  judgment 
of  the  constituencies  against  the  in- 
justice done. 

And  the  hon.  Member  then  with- 
drew. 

QUESTIONS. 


LORD    RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL    AND 
THE  KHEDIVE. 
Mr.  M^COAN  gave  Notice  that,  to- 
morrow, he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  following 
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extracts  from  a  report  in  The  Times  of 
December  19,  1883,  of  a  speech  de- 
livered by  him  at  Edinburpjh  on  the 
previous  day  are  substantially  accu- 
rate— 

"I  fumiuhed  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  with 
documents  ....  proving  that  the  Khedive 
Tewfik  was  the  author  of  the  massacres  of 
Alexandria,  when  many  British  subjects  were 
slaughtered,  that  he  plotted  those  massacres 
for  the  purpose  of  ruining  Arabi  and  of  pre- 
cipitating European  intervention.  He  betrayed 
his  country  and  his  people  to  the  foreigner, 
and  verily  he  shall  have  his  reward.  .  .  .  This 
is  the  man — did  I  say  man  P  He  is  not  a  man ; 
this  is  the  being  whom  your  Army  and  Navy 
supported  against  Arabi  Pasha  and  the  Egyp. 
tian  people.  This  is  the  being  to  gratify 
whose  frightful  instincts,  whose  lyings,  lusts, 
and  vileness  Alexandria  was  bombarded   and 

Tel-el-Kebir  was  fought The  Khedive 

Tewfik,  the  conspirator  against  his  father,  the 
robber  of  his  family,  the  banisher  of  his 
brother,  the  dealer  in  human  flesh  and  blood, 
the  betrayer  of  his  allies,  of  his  Ministers,  of 
his  country,  the  man  of  magic  and  of  sorcery. 
.  .  ;  .  I  advocate  in  the  first  place  a  clear  con- 
ception of  the  unutterably  hopeless  task  in 
which  Mr.  Gladstone  has  engaged  you— that  of 
ixnposing  by  force  of  arms  upon  a  foreign  people 
a  Kuler  whom  they  despise  and  reject,  a  Go- 
yemment  which  they  loathe  and  abhor,  a  foul 
despotism  on  a  nation  longing  to  be  free,  a 
usurious  and  crushing  debt  on  a  land  which 
has  every  capacity  for  beinp^  wealthy  and  great. 
I  advocate  a  frank  confession  of  our  gigantic 
error,  an  honest  endeavour  to  retrace  our  steps 

now  while  we  may I  advocate  in  the 

first  place  the  expulsion,  bag  and  baggage,  of 
the  Khedive  Tewfik,  with  all  his  Turks  and 
his  Circassians,  his  Zaptiehs  and  his  Mudirs, 
his  Bimbashis  and  Yusbashis,  his  Kaimakams 
and  his  Pashas.  ...  I  advocate  the  reoall  of 
the  exiles  from  Ceylon,  the  resuscitation  of  the 
National  Party,  the  formation  of  a  genuine 
popular  Government,  at  the  head  of  which 
shall  be  placed  the  Prince,  either  Native  or 
European,  as  you  will,  who  shall  be  in  deed  and 
in  truth,  constitutional,  enlightened,  and  just. 
I  advocate  a  great  re-arrangement  and  reduc- 
tion of  the  Egyptian  National  Debt,  and  a 
clear  sweep  of  the  debts  of  the  victimized,  the 
bankrupt,  and  the  ruined  Fellaheen.  I  advo- 
cate the  placing  of  Egypt  under  the  guaran- 
tee and  guardianship  of  united  Europe,  so 
that  no  one  single  Power  shall  be  able  to 
exercise  there  superior  influence  to  another, 
so  that  collective  authority  shall  restrain  in- 
dividual ambition.  .  .  .  All  I  say  is,  just  try 
it ;  for  of  this  be  certain,  that  no  Government, 
however  unconstitutional,  can  be  worse  than, 
or  can  approach  in  iniquiiy  and  worthlessness, 
that  of  Tewfik  and  his  hideous  crew  ;  '* 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  still  adheres  to 
this  estimate  of  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  Tewfik  Pasha,  and  will  now  sup- 
port such  an  Egyptian  policy  as  he  then 
recommended  to  the  electors  of  Mid 
Lothian  ? 

Mr.IDCoan 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  por 
INDIA  (Lord  RAia)OLPH  Churchill): 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  saj  that, 
to  save  the  authorities  of  the  House  the 
expense  of  having  the  long  and  por- 
tentous extracts  read  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  M*Coan)  printed 
in  the  Minutes  of  the  House,  I  will  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  at  once  that 
they  are  perfectly  accurate,  and  that  I 
have  no  explanation  whatever  to  give 
him. 

RUSSIA— OFFENSIVE   SPEECHES. 

Mr.  L  ABOTJCHERE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any 
communication  has  been  received  from 
the  Russian  Government,  in  regard  to 
the  recent  published  statement  of  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  that  Russia 

"  has  tricked  us,  dectived  us,  lied  to  xu«  as 
only  a  Russian  can," 

or  in  regard  to  the  recent  public  state- 
ment of  the  Marquess  of  Sidisbury  as  to 
the  impossibility  of  our  making  a  trust- 
worthy agreement  with  Russia,  which 
was  couched  in  the  following  commercial 
illustration : — 


'*  If  a  man  does  not  keep  his  promise  in  i 
mercial  matters,  if  he  does  it  intentionallT, ;, 
say  he  is  a  swindler ;  if  he  fails  to  kMp  'his 
promise,  because  he  cannot  help  it,  yoa  aay  be 
IS  a  hankrupt.  But  whether  swindler  or  bank- 
rupt you  are  very  careful  in  trusting  him  next 
time." 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  tbsEXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michabl  Hickb-Bkacb)  : 
No,  Sir.  I  ought  to  add,  though,  that 
my  noble  Friend  beside  me  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  informs  me  that  the 
quotation  of  his  statements  is  not  ac- 
curate. I  must  also  not  be  taken  to 
admit  that  the  quotation  from  Lord 
Salisbury's  speech  is  accurate  either. 

Mu.  PIOTON :  On  the  same  aabj^ct 
of  the  speeches  referred  to  by  tdlj  boa. 
Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere),  may  I  aak, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  GKnremmcat 
purpose  to  tender  any  explanation  or 
apology  to  Russia  regarding  them  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  thmEXCHE. 
QUER :  No,  Sir. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT. 
Mb.  VILLIERS  STUART  asked  tke 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieatcnaat 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  eive  effect  this  S6»> 
sion  to  the  recommendatioiie  of  the  Seiect 
Committee  on  the  Labourers'  (IrriaiKi^ 
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Act,  as  tho  late  Oovernment  had  an- 
nounced its  intention  of  doing  previously 
to  the  recent  crisis  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  legislate  on  this  subject,  and 
to  adopt,  perhaps,  with  a  few  trifling 
Amendments,  the  Bill  which  has  already 
been  before  the  House. 

THE  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention of  bringiog  in  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  for  the  Salary  of  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal;  and,  whether  he  will  undertake 
not  to  bring  it  on  without  due  notice  to 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  also 
asked,  whether  this  post  was  not  one 
which  it  had  been  previously  proposed 
to  abolish ;  and,  whether,  when  the  Re- 
solution for  that  officer's  salary  was  pro- 
posed in  Committee  of  Supply  in  1881, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  not  opposed  it? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
am  really  not  acquainted  with  the  facts 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor).  The  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal  is  an  honorary  appointment 
60  far  as  Departmental  duties  in  the 
Office  are  concerned.  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  has  asked  a  Question  on  this 
subject,  because  it  enables  me  to  clear 
up  a  most  unjust  misunderstanding  that 
appears  to  exist  with  regard  to  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Harrowby).  Lord  Har- 
rowby  is  not  in  very  strong  health,  and 
yet  the  Prime  Minister  was  extremely 
anxious  to  secure  to  the  Cabinet  the 
advantages  of  his  long  political  and 
Parliamentary  experience,  not  merely 
as  a  Member  of  a  former  Government, 
but  also  as  having  represented  for  many 
years  the  important  constituency  of 
Liverpool.  Lord  Salisbury,  therefore, 
offered  Lord  Harrowby  this  Office,  which 
xny  noble  Friend  has  accepted  without 
any  salary  at  all. 

PARLIAMENT— DISSOLUTION   OF 

PARLIAMENT. 
Mr.  heneage  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  advice  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  tendered  to  Her  Majesty  in 


April  1868,  that  every  effort  should  be 
made  with  a  view  that  a  direct  appeal 
should  be  made  to  the  new  constituen- 
cies at  the  earliest  possible  date,  and 
which  advice  he  communicated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  4th  of  May 
1868;  and,  whether  the  present  Prime 
Minister  has  considered  it  to  be  his 
duty,  having  regard  to  the  special  cir- 
cumstances under  which  he  has  accepted 
office,  to  tender  to  Her  Majesty  similar 
advice  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
When  I  saw  this  Question  on  tbe  Paper 
I  thought  it  had  reference  to  a  state  of 
affairs  precisely  the  opposite  of  that 
which  now  exists;  and  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Heneage)  had 
in  his  mind  the  possibility  of  the  late 
Government  retaining  Office  after  the 
vote  of  the  House,  in  consequence  of 
which  they  resigned.  The  parallel  in 
that  case  would  have  been  far  more 
exact  with  the  circumstances  that  oc« 
curred  in  1868  than  with  any  which 
exist  at  the  present  moment.  But,  al- 
though I  do  not  agree  in  the  premises 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  entirely  agree 
in  his  conclusions.  At  the  instance  of 
Lord  Salisbury  himself,  provisions  were 
inserted  in  the  Redistribution  Bill, 
which  has  now  become  law,  to  secure  an 
early  Dissolution  and  the  election  of  a 
new  Parliament.  It  is  the  intention 
and  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  these  provisions  should  take  effect 
as  soon  as  possible. 

EGYPT  AND  THE  SOUDAN— THE  "PRO- 
TOGGLE  DE  DESINTERESSEMENT." 
Mb.  LABOUCHERE  aaked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  adhere  to  the  pro- 
tocole  de  dcsinteressement  which  was 
signed  by  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
and  by  the  Representatives  of  the  Great 
Continental  Powers  at  Constantinople 
with  regard  to  Egypt,  and  to  the  as- 
surances given  in  this  House  by  the 
Head  of  the  late  Government,  that  the 
occupation  of  Egypt  would  be  but  tem- 
porary ;  and,  whether  any  change  is 
contemplated  with  regard  to  the  eva- 
cuation of  Dongola,  and  to  the  cessation 
of  active  military  operations  against  the 
Mahdi? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  :  I 
think  the  first  part  of  the  Question  o£ 
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the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Labou- 
cliere)  is  founded  on  a  misapprehension 
of  the  objects  and  meaning  of  the  Pro- 
tocol to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers. 
I  understand  that  that  document  was 
signed  in  contemplation  of  the  concerted 
action  of  the  Powers,  which  had  been 
proposed  for  the  settlement  of  the  affairs 
of  Egypt,  and  it  expressly  referred  to 
any  arrangement  that  might  be  brought 
about  as  the  result  of  such  concerted 
action.  The  proposal  was  abandoned, 
and,  consequently,  the  Protocol  based 
upon  it  fell  to  the  ground.  With  regard 
to  the  assurances  given  to  this  House 
by  the  Head  of  the  late  Government, 
they  were  very  numerous,  and  we  should 
have  to  compare  and  collate  them  with 
great  care  before  deciding  which  of 
them,  if  any,  we  could  adopt.  The 
hon.  Member  is,  perhaps,  already  aware 
that  Dongola  was  evacuated  yesterday ; 
and  I  may  add  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will,  as  soon  as 
possible,  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  despatch  to  Lord  Wolseley 
which  will  explain  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
military  affairs. 

INDIA— BENGAL  TENANCY  BILL. 

Mr.  BAXTER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Bengal 
Tenancy  Bill  has  received  the  assent  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
The  Government  of  India  were  informed 
by  my  Predecessor,  in  a  despatch  dated 
the  23rd  June  last,  that  the  Bengal 
Tenancy  Act  would  be  left  to  its  opera- 
tion. The  despatch  conveying  this  in- 
timation will  be  included  in  a  collection 
of  Papers  relating  to  the  subject,  now 
being  prepared  for  presentation. 

IRISH  LAND    COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS-ESTATE  OF  CAPTAIN 
DOUGLAS,  CO.  LONGFORD. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a 
large  number  of  tenants  on  the  estate  of 
Captain  Douglas,  in  the  county  of  Long- 
ford, applied  to  the  Land  Court  about 
two  years  ago  to  have  judicial  rents 
fixed  for  their  holdings,  and  whether 
thereupon    the    landlord    told    them, 
through  his  agent,  that  if  they  per- 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


sisted  in  that  course  he  would  chai^ 
them  a  high  price  for  the  privilege  of 
turbary ;  whether  he  did  in  fact  last 
year  demand  higher  prices,  as  high,  a 
price  in  some  instances  as  ten  shillings 
a  perch  for  bog  which  the  tenants  had 
themselves  reclaimed,  and  which  up  to 
that  time  they  had  had  for  one  shilling 
a  perch ;  whether  he  maintains  the  same 
demand  this  year,  and  has  taken  legal 
proceedings  against  some  of  the  tenants 
for  cutting  the  turf  without  paying  lum 
the  price  demanded ;  and,  whether  tlie 
Government  can  take  any  steps  to  secure 
to  the  tenants  their  customary  rights,  as 
well  as  those  conferred  by  the  Land  Act? 
The  chief  SECRETAEY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  :  About  56  of 
the  tenants  on  the  estate  of  Captaia 
Douglas,  in  the  county  of  Lon^^ord, 
have  had  judicial  rents  fixed;  and  no« 
thing  transpired  to  lead  the  liEm.d  Com- 
missioners to  suppose  that  any  threat 
had  been  held  out  to  these  tenants  in 
consequence  of  their  application.  Be- 
yond this,  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  relations  between  Captain  Douglas 
and  his  tenants,  and  the  Government 
have  no  power  of  interference  in  such 
matters  as  that  referred  to  in  the  Qaea- 
tion. 

FISHERY      TIERS      AND      HARBOITBS 

(IRELAND)-LOAN  OF  £250,000  FROU 

IRISH  CHURCH  FUND. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  wonJd 
allow  the  Fund  set  aside  for  Piers  and 
Harbours  in  Ireland,  out  of  the  Irish 
Church  Fund,  to  be  credited  with  the 
interest  accruing  on  the  unexpended 
portion  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  :  Per- 
haps the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
will  allow  me  to  answer.  If  the  Com- 
mission will  bring  this  subject  formaUr 
under  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's  Gi>- 
vernment,  it  shall  receive  careful  c<Hisi- 
deration.  I  would  wish  to  point  oat  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that,  at 
was  stated  in  answer  to  a  Questioa 
last  year,  legislation  would  be  necesssiT 
to  give  effect  to  the  auggestioa  if 
adopted. 

PARUAMENT— BUSINESS   OF   THE 

HOUSE. 
Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezche, 
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he  will  give  immediate  facilities  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Parh'amentery  Elec- 
tions (Medical  Eelief )  Bill ;  and  what  is 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  respect- 
ing it  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beacd)  : 
The  attitude  of  the  Government  respect- 
ing that  Bill  is  this — that,  in  our  opi- 
nion, the  subject  is  one  that  should  be 
dealt  with,  and  I  will  include  the  matter 
in  the  statement  which  it  is  my  in- 
tention to  mEike  to-morrow.  I  desire 
to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow  I  pro- 
pose to  make  a  statement  as  to  our  in- 
tentions respecting  the  Business  of  the 
Session,  and  to  move  the  following  Re- 
solution : — 

"That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  all  other  Business;  and 
that  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  including 
this  day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of 
Notices  of  Motions  on  Tuesdays,  Gt>vemment 
Orders  having  priority  ;  that  Government 
Orders  have  priority  on  Wednesdays ;  and 
that  the  Standing  Order  of  the  27th  November 
1882,  relating  to  Notices  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  on  Monday  and  Thursday,  be 
extended  to  Tuesday  and  Wednesday." 

I  shall  make  a  full  statement  as  to  the 
use  the  Government  would  intend  to 
make  of  these  facilities,  if  the  House 
should  grant  them.  I  shall  merely  say 
now  that,  if  the  Motion  be  adopted,  our 
proposal  will  be  that  the  first  Business 
taken  to-morrow  should  be  the  Grant  to 
Her  Boyal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice 
in  Committee  of  Supply,  and  also  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates.  I  think  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  as  it  would  be  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  Department,  that  the 
Navy  Estimates  should  be  taken  on 
Wednesday.  I  hope  also  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  making  my  Financial 
Statement  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  whe- 
ther the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Medi- 
cal Belief)  Bill  could  be  made  a  second 
Order  of  the  Day  for  to-morrow.  Pro- 
gress being  reported  at  a  sufficiently 
early  hour  to  admit  of  its  being  pro- 
ceeded with  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  could  not  give  the  un- 
dertaking asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  he  would  deal  with  the  matter 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  After  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  it  may  be 
for  his  convenience  and  the  convenience 
of  the  House  that  I  should  indicate  to 
him  certain  subjects  on  which  I  think 
great  anxiety  is  felt,  and  in  regard  to 
which  it  may  be  necessary  that  we  should 
have  full  information  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government,  in  order  to 
judge  of  the  course  we  ought  to  take  in 
regard  to  the  Motion  of  which  he  has 
just  given  Notice,  asking  for  precedence 
for  Government  Orders.  I  do  not  now 
say  anything  in  regard  to  the  Budget, 
as  to  which  he  has  already  given  us  an 
engagement  for  Thursday. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  That  depends  on  the  adoption 
of  the  Motion  for  precedence. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  WeU,  then,  a 
contingent  engagement.  I  think  there 
will  be  a  general  disposition  to  concur 
in  the  desire  of  the  Government  to 
bring  the  Session  to  a  close  as  early  as 
possible  by  the  despatch  of  the  necessary 
Business ;  but  I  understand,  by  the  in- 
timation given  to-day,  that  legislation 
is  not  to  bo  entirely  dispensed  with. 
Now,  one  Bill,  in  regard  to  which  I 
shall  look  with  great  anxiety  for  the 
declaration  of  the  Government,  is  the 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill,  which 
is  a  measure  of  extreme  urgency. 
Another  measure,  which  I  intended  to 
mention,  is  one  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  has  alluded 
— the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical 
Relief)  Bill,  because  I  think  it  is  quite 
plain  that  the  judgment  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  taken  on  that  matter.  A 
third  measure  is  of  an  urgency  much 
greater  than  would  at  first  sight  appear 
— the  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Bill.  The  Welsh  have  been  proverbial 
for  their  patience  in  all  matters,  and 
the  consequence  has  been  that  very  little 
attention  has  at  any  time — I  do  not 
speak  of  one  Government  or  another — 
been  given  to  Welsh  demands  through 
the  Legislature.  These  are  Bills  of 
very  great  importance.  There  is  another 
Bill  in  which  very  considerable  interest 
is  felt  by  those  who  ought  to  be  best 
informed  with  regard  to  it,  and  on 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  William  Harcourt)  will 
desire  to  have  an  opportunity  of  pressing 
his  views  upon  the  House— I  mean  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment   Bill.      Of 
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course,  there  are  other  matters  relating 
to  Irish  policy  and  foreign  policy ;  but 
to  these  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
make  any  allusion  now,  and  I  simply 
give  the  present  Notice  hoping  that  it 
may  be  rather  useful  than  otherwise. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QXJER :  I  am  not  at  present  prepared 
to  discuss  the  question  under  considera- 
tion. But  I  desire  generally  to  say,  in 
order  to  avoid  any  misapprehension, 
that  the  Notice  I  have  given  is  with 
the  full  idea  that  the  Government  will 
not  undertake  anything  that  can  be 
really  called  contentious  legislation,  and 
that  some  of  the  subjects  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
has  referred  do  appear  to  me  to  partake 
of  that  character. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  interfere  with  his 
(Mr.  Hubbard's)  Motion  in  regard  to 
the  incidence  of  the  Income  Tax ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  absorbed  the 
time  of  private  Members,  there  would 
be  no  chance  of  obtaining  the  judgment 
of  the  House  upon  his  Motion.  His 
Motion  was  of  great  importance  to  the 
community  at  large,  and 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  in  Order  in  discussing 
his  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  bowed  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair.  He  did  not  wish 
to  place  any  objection  in  the  way  of  the 
Resolution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  have 
stated  that  I  thiuk  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net is  quite  right  in  proposing  to  pro- 
ceed at  once  with  the  Grant  to  the 
Princess  Beatrice  which,  through  acci- 
dental circumstances,  has  been  delayed. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  consider  the  Crofters' 
Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  a  contentious 
one? 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER:  To-morrow. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Sir,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  moves,  to-morrow,  the 
Motion  of  which  he  has  given  Notice, 
taking  the  time  of  the  House  for  Go- 
vernment Business,  I  shall  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

'*  That  this  House,  not  having  confidence  in 
the  present  responsible  Advisers  of  Her  Majesty, 
dechnes  to  entrust  the  Oovemment  with  the 
disposal  of  the  time  of  the  House." 

Mr.  Gkdatohe 


ORDERS    OF  THE  BAT. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expeksbs  or 

Civil  Depabticents. 

(1.)  £16,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Land  Commissioners  for  England. 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
understanding  that  this  was  a  Vote  for 
the  Land  Commission,  he  would  ventuzo 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  oa 
a  matter  which  he  considered  to  be  of 
some  importance — namely,  the  enfraa- 
chisement  of  copyholds.     Owing  partly 
to  promise  of   further  legislation,  iIm 
number  of  enfranchisements  bad  be«m 
decreasing  down    to  the  present  day. 
They  had  fallen  from  about  1,000  a-year 
to    about    200    a-year.      The    present 
Vote  included    the    Office  which    was 
instituted  in  regard  to  the  enfranchise* 
ment  of  copyholds,  and  the  sum  taken 
for  that  purpose  from  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country  was  £5,000   annually;   so 
that  for  the  enfranchisement  of  copyhold 
land  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  bad  to 
bear  a  very  considerable  burden.     He 
would,  therefore,   appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  facilities  for  tha 
passing  of  the  Copyhold   Fnfmnrhiso 
ment  Bill.     It  would  not  be  in  Order  to 
refer  at  any  length  to  that  measure; 
but  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  Xhm 
Bill  was  at  that  moment  upon  the  Order 
Book,  and  that  it  stood  in  a  very  favour- 
able position.     Indeed,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  its  position  was  more  favourable  now 
than  it  had  ever  occupied  before,  seeing 
that  it  had  advanced  one  stage  furtb« 
than  it  had  reached  last  year.      The 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill  had  sow 
got  into  Committee.    It  was  a  non-ooo- 
tentious  measure ;   it  had  received  iIm 
approval  of  the  Land  Commissioners  of 
England,  and  of  the  Incorporated  Lav 
Society,  and  it  was  supported  by  ILtm- 
hers  on  both  sides  of  the  House.   Its  ob> 
ject  was  to  reduce  the  burdens  borne  by 
the  people,  and  to  contribute  towards  tkt 
freedom  of  land.    It  certainly  could  not 
be  regarded  as  a  contentious  Bill  in  say 
sense,   because    it  had,   in  its  vanoos 
stages,  received  great  support  from  botk 
sides  of  the  House.    He  would  eamesdy 
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appeal  to  the  Government  to  accept  the 
measure,  and  not  to  sanction  any  ob- 
struction to  its  becoming  law. 

Mr.  pell  also  desired  to  add  his 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  give  facili- 
ties for  the  discussion  of  the  measure. 
The  whole  subject  had  already  been 
very  fully  considered.  The  Bill  was  a 
non-political  one,  and  it  had  reached  a 
point  at  which  the  half -past  12  o'clock 
Kule  did  not  apply.  He  thought  the 
Government  might  favourably  consider 
the  matter. 

ThbCHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  said, 
he  could  only  say  that  his  attention  had 
not  been  particularly  called  to  this 
subject  before ;  but,  looking  at  the 
Notice  Paper,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Bill  stood  in  an  exceptionally  favourable 
position,  seeing  that  those  who  were 
interested  in  it  could  proceed  with  it 
after  half-past  1 2  o'clock.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  that  the  Government  should  be 
asked  to  give  facilities  for  the  discussion 
of  a  Bill,  so  favourably  placed,  at  the 
expense  of  other  Business. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
appeal  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country,  who  had  an  in- 
terest in  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £361,254,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Local  Government  Board. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  would  like  to  say  one  or  two  words 
upon  this  Vote,  especially  in  regard  to 
the  workhouse  schools.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion which  was  generally  brought  every 
year  before  the  Committee,  and  there 
'  was  a  very  satisfactory  statement  made 
upon  it  last  year  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  on  that  occasion  that  in  the  year 
1 883  there  were  200  schools  which  had 
been  given  up  as  workhouse  schools, 
and  from  which  the  children  had  been 
transferred  to  the  ordinary  schools  of 
the  various  parishes.  In  1884  that 
number  was  increased  to  385,  and  he 
understood  that  there  were  1 0  cases  still 
under  consideration.  He  wished  to  put 
a  question  on  the  subject  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 


whom  he  did  not  for  the  moment  see 
in  his  place;  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  there  before  the  discussion  closed. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  was  able  to 
give  the  Committee  any  information 
with  reference  to  the  extension  of  the 
system  ;  and  whether,  up  to  the  present 
time,  the  number  of  schools  which  had 
been  given  up  as  workhouse  schools, 
and  from  which  the  children  had  been 
transferred  to  the  local  schools,  had  in- 
creased since  last  year?  The  number 
last  year  showed  an  increase  of  185  over 
that  in  1883 ;  and  he  wanted  to  know 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  whether  he 
was  in  favour  of  this  principle,  and 
whether  he  was  inclined  to  do  all  in  his 
power  to  extend  it  as  far  as  possible? 
He  knew  that  there  were  some  exceed- 
ingly well-managed  schools,  several  of 
which  were  in  peculiar  circumstances, 
and  in  a  different  position  from  others. 
In  his  own  county  (West  Sussex)  there 
was  a  school  which  was  absolutely 
and  entirely  distinct  from  the  work- 
house itself,  and  in  which  the  children 
were  not  mixed  up  with  the  other 
paupers.  His  sole  object  in  bring- 
ing the  matter  before  the  Committee 
was  to  provide,  if  possible,  that  these 
unfortunate  children  should  have  every 
opportunity  afforded  them  of  getting 
free  from  the  taint  of  pauperism,  and 
that  they  should  be  able  hereafter  to  go 
out  into  the  world  without  that  stain 
upon  them.  He  desired  that  they  should 
never  learn  what  it  was  to  have  been  in 
that  painful  position,  and  that  they 
should  be  able  to  earn  a  livelihood  in 
the  best  way  they  could  without  being 
looked  upon  as  having  been  brought  up 
in  workhouse  schools.  As  to  the  board- 
ing-out question,  there  had  been  an  im- 
portant meeting  held  recently  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament — namely,  in  the  Jerusalem 
Chamber,  Viscount  Cranbrook  presided ; 
and  he  had  read  the  speech  of  that  noble 
Viscount  very  carefully.  It  certainly 
pointed  out  most  clearly  the  advantages 
of  the  boarding'Out  system.  Last  year 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  then 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  DUke)  said  that 
while  he  was  in  favour,  to  a  certain 
extent,  of  the  boarding-out  system  he 
did  not  like  to  press  it  too  far.  But  tho 
opinions  expressed  at  the  meeting  hold 
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the  other  day  in  the  Jerusalem  Chamber 
were  in  favour  of  pressing  the  system, 
provided  it  was  carried  out  under  proper 
supervision.  He  believed  that  the  num- 
ber of  children  who  were  boarded  out 
last  year  was  835  ;  and  he  should  like  to 
know  if  there  had  been  any  increase  in 
that  number,  and  whether  the  system 
was  spreading  and  taking  root  more 
deeply  than  it  had  done  before  ?  There 
was  another  question  he  wished  to  put 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  it  had  re- 
ference to  the  extension  of  the  cottage 
system,  which  had  been  so  advan- 
tageously tried  in  Chelsea,  Kensington, 
and  Birmingham,  and  he  also  believed 
in  one  of  the  Unions  of  South  Wales.  In 
all  those  places  he  understood  that  the 
system  had  been  found  to  work  well. 
The  children  were  placed  out,  without  any 
stain  of  pauperism  upon  them,  in  comfort- 
able lodgings  where  they  were  well  cared 
for,  had  everything  provided  for  them, 
and  where  they  received  an  excellent  edu- 
cation. One  thing,  however,  he  should 
like  to  know  was,  what  was  the  cost? 
His  great  desire  was  that  those  children 
should  be  prevented  from  ever  returning 
to  pauperism;  and  it  was  because  he 
believed  that  all  those  plans  had  worked 
advantageously  that  he  desired  to  press 
the  propriety  of  extending  them  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  this 
Voteaflforded  a  favourable  opportunity 
for  an  expression  of  opinion  on  this  all- 
important  subject  that  he  had  brought 
the  subject  forward ;  and  he  ventured 
to  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
although  young  in  Office  at  present, 
would  be  able  to  make  some  satisfactory 
statement  to  the  Committee.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  views  he  had  expressed 
would  be  corroborated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  who  had 
always  taken  great  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  cropper  wished,  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  to  reply,  to 
put  another  question  upon  the  same 
subject.  He  desired  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  was  desirable,  in  the  in- 
spection of  workhouse  schools,  to  do 
away  with  the  practice  oi  having  them 
examined  by  gentlemen  appointed  spe- 
cially for  the  purpose  of  workhouse 
school  examination  ?  He  had,  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  strongly  urged  that 
those   schools   should  be  placed  under 
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the  ordinary  Government  inspection  of 
schools,  and  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  watched  the  different  kinds  of  in- 
spection that  went  on  agreed  with  him. 
Those  who  had  looked  at  the  question 
of  the  inspection  of  workhouse  schools 
would  be  aware  that  a  great  deal  of  ad- 
vantage which  was  always  made  mani- 
fest in  the  inspection  of  National  and 
Board  Schools  was  altogether  wanting 
in  regard  to  workhouse  schools.     He 
believed  it  was  felt  to  be  an  evil  by  the 
Inspectors  themselves  that  they  should 
always  be  confined  to  the  inspection  of 
pauper  children,  and  that  it  had  a  ten* 
dency  to  lower  the  standard  of  educft- 
tion,  and   the  vigour  with  which  the 
schools  were  conducted.  He  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  the  inspection  in  regard 
to  workhouse  schools  should  be  of  pre- 
cisely the  same  character  as  that  which 
was  carried  out  in  reference  to  outside 
schools.    The  present  system  was  isot 
only  injurious  to  the  Inspectors  them- 
selves, but  also  disadvantageous  to  the 
children.     What  they  all  wanted  was  to 
get  rid  of  what  was  commonly  called  the 
**  taint  of  pauperism."   Short  of  placing 
the  children  in  schools  that  were  alto- 
gether outside  the  walls  of  the  work- 
house, he  thought  there  could  be  co- 
thing  better  than  bringing  into  thna 
those  Inspectors  who  were  engaged,  in 
the  examination  of  the  outside  schooli ; 
and  his  own  opinion  was  that  it  wes 
desirable  the  workhouse  schools  should 
be  inspected  by  the  ordinary  Govern- 
ment Inspectors  either  on  the  same  day 
or  the  day  after  the  other  schools  were 
visited.     He  believed  that  the  view  he 
had    expressed    met  with  entire   con- 
currence from  the  gentlemen  who  now 
held  the  honourable  position  of  School 
Inspectors.     He  had  had  the  honour  of 
being  present  at  the  meeting  in  th« 
Jerusalem  Chamber,  and  he  was  able  to 
corroborate    everything    the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  'Sir 
Walter  B.   Barttelot)    had  said  t5  te 
what  took  place  on  that  occasion.    TVe 
opinion    expressed  was    altogether  ia 
favour  of  the   boarding  out  of  thcee 
children  in  England.      The  most  fx* 
pensive   way  of  bringing  up  childne 
was  to  continue  them  in  the  schools  thil 
were  now  kept  up  at  great  expense  by 
the  rates  in  many  of  the  large  centres  A 
the  country.     It  was  said  that  the  ex- 
pense of  each  child  amounted  to  foa 
£35  to  £38  per  annum,  and  Tiswnt 
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Cranbrook  added  that  in  some  cases  he 
had  known  the  expense  run  up  to  £80  ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  a  child  could  be 
comfortably  boarded  out  for  £12  a-year. 
Therefore,  a  great  advantage  would  ac- 
crue to  the  ratepayers  if  a  general  system 
of  boarding  out  like  that  which  was  prac- 
tised in  Scotland  were  adopted.  Then, 
again,  the  advantages  to  the  children 
themselves  would  be  far  greater ;  they 
would  learn  better  when  separated  from 
the  pauper  taint  that  hung  around 
them.  Their  knowledge  of  the  world 
would  be  necessarily  increased,  and  they 
would  be  better  able,  ultimately,  to 
enter  into  the  ordinary  avocations  of 
life  than  children  who  were  brought 
up  in  the  workhouse  schools.  One 
lady  visitor  who  knew  a  great  deal 
about  district  schools  said  that  she 
could  trace  three  generations  of  pau- 
perism in  the  children  who  were  now 
attending  those  schools.  Nothing  could 
be  more  grievous,  when  all  of  them  de- 
sired to  improve  every  class  of  the 
people,  than  to  find  that  by  the  systems 
they  adopted,  ostensibly  for  the  purposes 
of  education,  they  were  perpetuating 
the  very  evils  they  were  so  anxious  to 
get  rid  of.  He  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  desirable  to  assimi- 
late the  inspection  of  workhouse  schools 
to  that  of  the  ordinary  Government 
schools  outside?  He  also  wished  to 
know  whether  there  was  any  intention 
of  adding  a  lady  Inspector  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  female  pauper  children. 
If  such  an  appointment  were  made,  a 
lady  placed  in  that  position  would  be 
able  to  visit  the  schools  all  over  the 
country,  and  see  that  the  female  chil- 
dren in  the  workhouses  had  all  the  ad- 
vantages provided  for  them  which  they 
were  entitled  to. 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
QOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  called 
attention  again  this  year,  as  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  to  the  question  of  the 
education  of  pauper  children  in  schools 
associated  with  the  workhouses.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  felt— and  he 
thought  the  Committee,  in  discussing 
the  question,  would  also  feel — that  great 
advantage  was  attained  by  separating 
as  far  as  possible  the  pauper  children 


from  pauper  surroundings.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that, 
as  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned, the  Local  Government  Board 
were  with  him,  and  thoroughly  con- 
curred with  the  general  spirit  of  his 
suggestion.  It  must,  however,  be  re- 
collected that  in  many  instances  Boards 
of  Guardians  had  spent  very  large  sums 
of  money  out  of  the  rates  in  providing 
expensive  and  costly  schools,  and  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  they  would 
always  acquiesce  in  throwing  this  money 
away.  Moreover,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  some,  at  all  events,  of  the 
advantages  which  would  be  obtained 
by  educating  pauper  children  in  the 
public  elementary  schools  would  be  lost 
unless  proper  arrangements  were  made 
for  their  supervision  out  of  school  hours, 
and  for  withdrawing  them  from  their 
pauper  surroundings.  Therefore,  if  the 
Guardians  were  called  upon  to  provide 
for  the  education  of  those  children  out- 
side the  limits  of  the  workhouse,  and  to 
dismiss  the  workhoilse  schoolmaster, 
thoy  must  provide  an  efficient  substitute 
for  the  existing  supervision.  Unless 
such  arrangements  could  be  made,  he 
was  afraid  that  the  system  of  educating 
pauper  children  in  the  public  elementary 
schools  would  do  more  harm  than  good. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  hon. 
Members  generally,  would  be  glad  to 
learn  that  the  system  of  educating 
pauper  children  outside  the  limits  of 
the  workhouse  was  on  the  increase. 
There  was  an  increase  last  year,  and 
that  increase  was  still  going  on.  He 
had  an  impression  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  not  stated  the 
figures  correctly.  He  believed  that  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  the  system 
had  been  applied  last  year  was  235; 
and  there  were  10  cases  then  under  con- 
sideration. The  number  of  cases  had 
since  increased,  and  the  schools  to  which 
the  system  had  been  applied  now  num- 
bered 260.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Cropper)  had  alluded  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  inspection  of  pauper  schools. 
The  hon.  Member  appeared  to  think 
that  not  only  did  pauper  children  suflfer 
from  being  educated  in  pauper  schools, 
but  that  the  Inspectors  of  pauper  schools 
suffered  from  having  the  sphere  of  their 
operations  limited  to  schools  of  that 
kind.  He  was  not  sure  that  that  was 
so.     The  Local  Government  Board  took 
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care  that  the  rules  and  regulations  laid 
down  by  the  Board  of  Education  in  re- 
gard to  their  Inspectors  were  carried 
out  in  regard  to  those  schools  ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Cropper) 
would  find  that,  so  short  a  time  ago  as 
1884,  a  Committee  inquired  into  this 
question,  and  reported  distinctly  and 
categorically  against  having  the  inspec- 
tion of  the  two  classes  of  schools  per- 
formed and  carried  out  by  the  same  In- 
spectors. Moreover,  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians objected  to  being  placed  under 
another  Department.  They  were  al- 
ready subjected  to  two  Departments  for 
certain  purposes,  and  they  objected  to 
be  placed  under  a  third ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  object  would  be  gained 
by  mixing  up  together  in  the  same  cate- 
gory different  classes  of  schools.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  asked  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  appoint  lady  Inspectors.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  far  from  entertaining  any 
objection,  either  in  practice  or  theory, 
to  the  appointment  of  lady  Inspectors. 
In  fact,  he  thought  that  for  certain  pur- 
poses lady  Inspectors  would  be  more 
efficient  than  Inspectors  of  the  opposite 
sex.  In  connection  with  that  subject, 
however,  he  had  to  consider  the  kind 
of  work  required  to  be  done ;  because 
if  the  work  were  of  such  a  nature  that 
it  would  require  arduous  and  continuous 
labour,  and  travelling  in  all  seasons  and 
all  times  of  the  year,  his  objection  to  the 
appointment  of  ladies  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  Inspectors  of  Schools  would 
depend  on  their  special  physical  capa- 
city rather  than  on  their  intellectual 
or  moral  qualifications.  He  would  now 
turn  to  the  question  of  boarding  out. 
Allusion  had  been  made  by  both  of  the 
speakers  who  had  preceded  him  to  the 
conference  which  was  held  recently  in 
the  Jerusalem  Chamber.  He  could  as- 
sure both  hon.  Gentlemen  and  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  shared  with  his  Prede- 
cessor in  Office  the  strong  sympathy 
which  existed  in  regard  to  the  boarding 
out  of  pauper  children.  Ilis  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
quoted  his  Predecessor  in  Office  as  say- 
ing that  they  had  nearly  approached 
already  the  limits  to  which  a  system  of 
boarding  out  could  be  advantageously 
carried.  As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was 
aware,  he  did  not  think  that  that  was 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
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for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ; 
though,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  present,  he  did  not  like  to  commit 
himself  defioitely  on  the  point.  As  far 
as  he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was  concerned,  be 
should  view  with  great  pleasure  any 
extension  of  the  system  as  far  as  it 
could  be  efficiently  c«urried  forward.  Hb 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  spoke  of  tbo 
difficulty  of  finding  suitable  abodes  far 
the  children  intended  to  be  boarded 
out.  He  thought  that  fact,  combined 
with  the  necessity  of  finding  a  committe« 
of  supervision  over  the  children  when 
they  were  boarded  out,  represented  the 
two  chief  elements  in  the  consideration 
of  the  question.  As  long  aa  proper 
homes  could  be  found,  and  they  conld 
rely  on  a  committee  for  superintending 
the  children  when  boarded  out,  60  long 
they  would  be  safe  in  extending  the  sys- 
tem ;  but  otherwise  it  might  become  more 
injurious  than  beneficial.  To  torn  to 
the  statistics  of  the  subject.  Whereas, 
in  1883,  the  number  of  children  boarded 
out  was  between  600  and  700,  in  July 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded 
him  in  Office  had  informed  the  Hoom 
the  number  was  835,  and  now  he  Mr. 
Balfour)  was  able  to  state  that  it 
amounted  to  no  less  than  1,134.  There- 
fore the  Committee  would  perceive  that 
the  number  was  not  only  increasiog,  but 
that  the  ratio  of  increase  was  in  itself 
increasing,  and,  therefore,  afforded  a 
good  augury  for  the  future  deveIopm«it 
of  the  system.  The  only  other  point 
noticed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  West  Sussex  was  the  extension  of 
the  cottage  system.  He  believed  that 
that  system  had  succeeded  very  wt-Il, 
both  in  the  case  of  Birmingham  asd 
Chelsea.  The  chief  objection  to  it  was 
that  it  was  a  more  expensive  system  tbam 
the  ordinary  one.  His  hon.  and  gallact 
Friend  appeared  to  think  that  childrA 
were  removed  from  the  taint  of  pan- 
perism  if  they  were  removc»d  from  coa- 
tact  with  other  children.  That  was  not, 
however,  the  case.  The  cottage  fT*t«ta 
was  merely  a  workhouse  for  cluldres. 
erected  on  a  different  plan  to  otbcr 
workhouses.  So  far  as  education  w*» 
concerned,  it  did  not  differ  essentiaHj 
from  other  workhouses ;  and,  6«eiaf 
that  the  children  remained  in  cuotact 
with  other  pauper  children,  it  could  DdC 
bo  said  that  the  system  possessed  tU 
particular  advantage  ascribed  to  i:  Ity 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  He  thi^U 
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he    had    now  answered    all   questions 
which  had  been  put  to  him. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £10,725,   to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Lunacy  Commission,  England. 

Dr.  FARQUHAESON  wished,   be- 
fore  the  Vote  passed,  to  put  a  question 
to  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury in  reference  to  lunacy  inspection. 
He  had  tried  to  obtain  the  information 
he  was  about  to  ask  privately,  but  had 
not  yet  succeeded  in  getting  it.     There 
were  six  Commissioners  of  Lunacy,  and, 
although  not  absolutely  stated  in  the 
Votes,  it  was  well  known  that  three  of 
them  were  medical  men,  and  three  of 
them  lawyers.     He  could  quite  under- 
stand the  medical  part  of  the  Commis- 
sion of  Lunacy,  and  he  could  appreciate 
the  advantage  of  havinglunatics  inspected 
by  medical  men,  who  would  more  readily 
be  able  to  see  whether  a  patient  was 
mad  or  not  than  any  other  person,  and 
who  would  act  accordingly.      But  he 
found  that  the  three  Medical  Commis- 
sioners   were    accompanied     by    three 
Legal  Commissioners,  and  that  they  ap- 
peared to  hunt  in  couples.     What  he 
wished  to  know  was  what  precise  func- 
tions were  performed  by  the  lawyers, 
who  would  naturally  know  nothing  of 
the  subjects  they  were  appointed  to  in- 
vestigate, and  who  could  not  be  chosen 
on  account  of  the  knowledge  they  pos- 
sessed, or  because  they  had  made  in- 
sanity a  special  study  ?    Those  appoint- 
ments could  have  nothing  to  do  vriih. 
any  special  complicated  legal  question 
which  might  spring  up  in  respect  of  the 
administration  of  the  law,  because  such 
matters  were  referred  afterwards  to  the 
Masters  in  Lunacy  who  sat  in  certain 
centres.     Were  those  lawyers  placed  on 
the  Commission  in  order  to  check  any 
irregularities  on  the  part  of  the  doctors  ? 
Was  there  any  danger  of  the  doctors 
hanging  together  and  keeping  patients 
in  confinement  who  were  not  mad  ?    If 
that  were  so,  the  object  of  appointing 
Legal  Commissioners  would  be  intelli- 
gible enough.    In  Scotland,  as  his  hon. 
TViend  the  Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr. 
Dalrymple),  who  he  was  glad  to  see  en- 
joying a  seat  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
well  knew,  nothing  of  the  sort  occurred, 
although  there  were  no  Legal  Commis- 
sioners, and  it  was  only  doctors  who 
went  round  doing  the  work  of  inspec- 
tion.     Of   course,    there    were    Legal 


Boards  before  whom  the  Medical  Com- 
missioners could  place  any  question  of 
difficulty  connected  with  law.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  of  late  about  the 
administration  of  the  Lunacy  Laws.  He 
confessed  that  he  did  not  share  the 
fears  which  had  been  growing  up  in 
the  public  mind  as  to  the  administration 
of  those  laws;  but  he  thought,  at  the 
same  time,  that  the  beat  way  of  allaying 
such  fears  would  be  by  having  a  better 
system  of  examination  and  inspection 
by  the  Lunacy  Commission.  He  found 
that  in  England  three  Medical  In- 
spectors inspected  140  asylums  contain- 
ing 15,000  lunatics,  whereas  in  Scotland 
two  Commissioners  inspected  6,600. 
What  he  should  like  to  see  was  that  the 
three  Legal  Commissioners  should  be 
got  rid  of  altogether,  and  that  in  their 
place  three  Medical  Commissioners 
should  be  appointed,  raising  the  number 
of  Medical  Commissioners  to  six.  He 
would  even  like  to  see  the  number  in- 
creased to  eight,  and  then  those  medical 
men  might  go  round  to  some  extent  to- 
gether. He  did  not  propose  to  move 
any  reduction  of  the  Vote  ou  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  although  he,  perhaps, 
might  do  so  on  another  occasion  when 
more  notice  could  be  given  of  his  inten- 
tion. He  would  only  add  that  he  awaited 
with  some  curiosity  the  information 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  be  able  to  supply  as  to  the  special 
advantage  of  having  three  lawyers  asso- 
ciated with  the  Medical  Commissioners 
in  the  work  of  inspection. 

Ma.  MOLLOY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  had  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  were  140 
lunatic  asylums  in  this  country  contain- 
ing 15,000  patients,  and  that  six  Com- 
missioners were  appointed  to  inspect 
them.  He  would  be  glad  to  learn  how 
many  visits  had  been  paid  to  those  asy- 
lums in  the  course  of  the  year  ?  In  the 
first  place,  did  all  the  Inspectors  go  about 
together,  or  did  they  make  their  visits 
in  levies  of  three  ? 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON:  No;  they 
visit  in  couples. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  should  like  to 
know,  then,  how  many  visits  were  paid 
to  each  asylum  in  the  course  of  a  year  ? 
In  the  second  place,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  those  visitors  possessed 
any  special  knowledge  in  connection  with 
private  lunatic  asylums,  and  he  would 
further  like  to  know  how  many  visits  of 
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inspection  were  paid  to  private  lunatic 
asylums  in  the  course  of  the  year  ?  There 
was  another  point  upon  which  he  also 
desired  information.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether,  when  an  asylum  was  intended 
to  be  inspected,  any  notice  of  the  visit 
was  given  to  the  proprietor  of  the  asy- 
lum, or  whether  the  proprietor  had  any 
means  of  becoming  acquainted  before- 
hand with  the  intention  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  visit  his  institution  ?  He  put 
this  question  because,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, there  existed  some  doubt  upon  the 
matter.  He  should  be  sorry  to  make  an 
accusation  against  the  proprietor  of  any 
lunatic  asylum  in  this  country ;  but  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  measures  had 
constantly  been  taken  to  prepare  for  the 
visits  of  the  Commissioners.  All  the 
private  lunatic  asylums  were  required 
to  be  certified,  and,  he  believed  that  it 
was  an  undoubted  fact  that  a  few  days 
before  the  Inspectors  arrived  measures 
were  taken  by  the  proprietors  of  a  pri- 
vate lunatic  asylum  to  put  the  patients 
into  a  proper  state  for  receiving  the  visit 
of  inspection,  and  patients  who  a  few 
days  before  were  in  a  perfectly  good 
state  of  health  were  often  found,  on  the 
arrival  of  the  Visiting  Commissioners, 
to  be  in  a  dangerous  state  of  lunacy. 
He  was  sorry  to  make  a  statement  of 
that  nature,  but  there  were  instances  in 
which  those  facts  had  been  certified. 
And  they  knew  very  well  from  what 
had  occurred  in  the  past  that  there  was 
abundant  evidence   to    show  that  the 

Erivate  lunatic  asylums  of  the  country 
ad  been  conducted  in  a  manner  that 
was  not  beneficial  to  the  patients. 
One  proof  of  the  assertion  that  the 
same  advantageous  treatment  was  not 
provided  in  a  private  asylum  as  in  a 
public  institution  would  be  found 
m  the  statistics  of  the  death  rate  in  the 
public  and  private  asylums.  He  did 
not  wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  with 
the  figures,  because  they  were  given  last 
year;  but  the  only  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  them  and  from  other 
figures  was  certainly  a  most  painful  one 
— namely,  that  it  was  clearly  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  proprietor  of  a  private 
lunatic  asylum,  if  he  studied  his  own 
interests,  to  keep  a  patient  as  long  as  he 
could.  If  they  would  compare  the  statis- 
tics of  public  asylums  with  those  of  pri- 
vate asylums  it  would  be  found  that  a 
much  larger  number  of  cures  were 
effected  in  the  former  than  in  the  latter. 

Mr,  ifollof/ 


In  a  public  asylum  those  in  charge  of 
the  institution  had  no  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  detention  of  the  patients ;  and, 
therefore,  they  were  free  irom  all  temp- 
tation to  retard  their  progress  towards 
recovery.  Then,  again,  the  public  asy- 
lums were  subjected  to  a  strong  pnl^ 
opinion.  Those  who  went  to  them 
were,  to  a  large  extent,  visited  by  their 
friends ;  and  they  were  sent  there,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  them, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  securing  that  they 
should  obtain  such  medical  treatment  as 
would  best  conduce  towards  their  re- 
covery. It  would  be  found  in  the  publie 
asylums  that  there  was  a  thorough  pub- 
lic inspection,  not  only  by  the  Lunacj 
Commissioners,  but  an  inspection  whidi 
resulted  from  public  opinion  bdng 
brought  to  bear  upon  them.  Owing  to 
those  important  considerations,  and  to 
the  further  fact  that  the  persons  in 
charge  of  the  public  asyluma  had  no 
possible  interest  in  retaining  an  unfor- 
tunate patient  for  any  length  of  time,  it 
would  be  found  that  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  cures  were  effected,  and  that 
there  was  a  very  favourable  state  of  cir- 
cumstances in  regard  to  the  death  rates, 
if  they  compared  the  death  rates  in  a 
public  asylum  with  those  in  a  private 
asylum,  where  there  were  intereeta  whidi 
did  not  exist  in  the  public  asylum  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  payment  of 
the  money  charged  for  the  detention  of 
the  patients.  In  some  cases  it  via 
known  that  as  large  a  sum  as  £1,000 
a-year  had  been  paid,  when  probably 
the  actual  cost  did  not  amount  to  £150 
a-year.  He  was,  therefore,  entitled  to 
say  that  there  was  a  strong  temptatioa« 
even  in  the  case  of  a  conscientious  pro- 
prietor, to  keep  the  patients  in  a  state  of 
lunacy,  and  not  allow  them  to  be  per- 
fectly cured.  So  far  as  the  inspeoCioa 
which  took  place  in  those  private  asjlnot 
was  concerned,  he  had  stated  before, 
and  he  would  state  it  again,  that  it 
amounted  to  an  absolute  farce.  Xo 
doubt,  the  Inspectors  went  down ;  bet 
probably  two  or  three  days  before 
they  went  to  a  private  asylum  the  fio- 
prietor  became  perfectly  wdl  aware  tktf 
the  inspection  was  about  to  take  pleca 
He  would  take  the  case  of  a  pabcol 
who  was  only  partially  ineane,  aad 
capable  of  making  a  rational  oomplaial 
of  the  treatment  applied  to  him.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  in  such  caaes  tW 
proprietors  could,  and  that  they  rmSj 
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did,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  prepare  the 
patients  for  the  visit  about  to  be  made 
to  them.  Then,  again,  preparation  to 
a  large  extent  was  made  for  the  inspec- 
tion by  improving  the  surroundings  of 
the  institution  by  placing  out  flowers 
and  providing  amusements  for  the  in- 
mates. An  inspection  under  such  cir- 
cumstances amounted  to  nothing,  and 
was  absolutely  useless.  The  Inspectors 
were  formally  supposed  to  go  down  as 
the  enemies  of  those  proprietors,  in  order 
to  criticize  the  treatment,  and  to  discover 
the  actual  state  of  the  patients.  They 
now  went  down  in  a  sort  of  perfunctory 
manner  as  Government  officials  receiving 
large  salaries.  They  went  down  with 
Tezy  little  knowledge  of  the  habits  of 
the  persons  they  had  to  inspect,  and 
certainly  in  many  cases  they  could  have 
no  special  knowledge  on  the  subject  of 
lunacy  at  all.  Most  of  the  appointments 
were  made  from  political  motives,  and 
influence  on  the  part  of  those  with 
whom  the  appointments  rested,  and  the 
previous  training  of  some  of  the  Inspec- 
tors rendered  it  impossible  for  them  to 
have  made  the  question  of  lunacy  a 
special  study.  Their  own  Eeports,  pub- 
lished annually,  he  believed  were  Re- 
ports which  showed  the  utter  inefficiency 
of  tlie  present  system  of  inspection ;  and 
the  articles  in  those  Eeports  proved — 
and,  indeed,  had  been  admitted  by  the 
lateOovernmentto  prove— that  the  whole 
aystem  of  inspection  in  regard  to  lunatic 
asylums  was  nothing  more  than  a  simple 
{iGurce.  They  were  promised  last  year 
that  a  Bill  would  be  introduced  for  the 

Imrpose  of  dealing  with  those  private 
onatic  asylums.  He  did  not  know  what 
the  stage  of  that  Bill  was ;  but  he  hoped 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  present 
Government  to  take  steps  for  going  on 
with  it.  He  trusted,  at  any  rate  in  the 
next  Parliament,  they  would  be  prepared 
to  give  effect  to  the  intentions  of  the 
late  Government,  and  to  pass  a  strong 
and  adequate  measure  for  bringing  those 
private  asylums  under  the  full  force  of 
public  opinion  in  a  similar  manner  to 
the  public  asylums  of  the  country. 

Ma.  HIBBEET  said,  that  before  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
liooal  Government  Board  answered  the 
questions  which  had  been  put  to  him,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Lunacy 
Bill  which  was  introduced  into  the  other 
House  by  the  late  Lord  Tenterden  ?  He 


believed  that  the  Bill  had  received  great 
consideration  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and,  in  the  course  of  that  consideration, 
various  and  desirable  Amendments  had 
been  made.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  in  the  country  in  favour  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Lunacy  Laws;  and 
he,  therefore,  trusted  that  if  it  were 
possible  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  carrying  through  the  Bill  which 
had  been  introduced.  It  was  not  a 
contentious  Bill  and  not  a  Party  Bill, 
but  a  measure  which  both  sides  of  the 
House  concurred  in  desiring  to  carry 
through.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that, 
considering  the  strong  feeling  enter- 
tained throughout  the  country  on  the 
subject,  not  a  day  would  be  lost  in 
pushing  it  forward,  and  that,  if  possible, 
it  would  be  passed  into  law  during  the 
present  Session. 

Mr.  D.  grant  said,  he  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  that  many  of  the  conditions 
under  which  private  lunatic  asylums 
were  now  conducted  distinctly  required 
improvement.  The  initial  difficulty  still 
remained,  and  it  was  this — that  under 
the  existing  law  two  medical  men  had 
power  to  incarcerate  an  individual  under 
conditions  which  had  been  proved  in 
more  than  one  case  to  be  entirely  wrong. 
He  might  allude  to  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Weldon,  which  had  so  often  been 
brought  before  the  public;  and  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  ask  that  in 
any  Bill  which  dealt  with  the  question 
power  should  not  be  given  to  any  two 
medical  men  under  any  condition  what- 
ever to  imprison  a  British  subject  in 
the  manner  in  which  that  power  was 
now  exercised.  He  thought  that  in  any 
future  legislation  there  should  be  this 
additional  provision — that  before  any  per- 
son could  be  put  in  a  private  lunatic 
asylum  he  should  be  brought  into  open 
Court  and  his  insanity  thoroughly  demon- 
strated. If  that  were  done  many  of  the 
evils  which  now  existed  would  at  once 
cease  of  themselves.  He  was  afraid  it 
was  a  fact  that  in  many  instances  it  had 
been  proved  that  private  lunatic  asylums 
were  in  reality  mere  prison  houses  put 
into  operation  for  the  distinct  purpose 
of  carrying  out  private  malice  or  private 
gain.  No  doubt,  many  of  them  were 
conducted  properly  and  legitimately ; 
but  there  were  others  which  assumed  a 
very  different  complexion,  and  it  ought 
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to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
provide  that  sucli  institutions  should  no 
longer  be  capable  of  being  carried  on. 
No  one  ought  to  be  confined  in  a 
private  asylum  unless  he  was  first  taken 
before  a  magistrate. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA.- 
8URY  (Sir  Heney  Holland)  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  County  (Mr.  MoUoy)  would  not 
think  that  because  the  observations 
he  was  about  to  make  on  this  subject 
were  few,  he  was  not  fully  alive,  and 
that  the  Government  were  not  fully 
alive,  to  the  importance  of  the  question  ; 
a  question  that  was  not  now  for  the 
first  time  brought  before  the  House. 
He  referred  especially  to  the  point 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  himself 
urged  with  so  much  force,  the  necessity 
of  an  investigation  and  inspection  of 
private  asylums.  This  must  be  manifest 
to  anyone  who  had  considered  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  not  prepared  to  admit,  as 
far  as  his  information  went,  that  when 
a  Lunacy  Commissioner  was  about  to 
inspect  a  private  lunatic  asylum  he  gave 
notice  of  his  intention. 

Mr.  MOLLOT  said,  he  had  not  said 
that  the  Commissioners  had  done  eo ;  but 
it  was  almost  invariably  a  fact  that  the 
date  of  the  inspection  became  known 
beforehand. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  informed  that 
even  that  was  not  the  case,  although, 
perhaps,  the  intended  visit  might  be- 
come known  in  some  cases.  So  far  as 
his  own  individual  opinion  was  con- 
cerned— and  he  believed  it  was  shared  by 
many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House — he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  inspection  of  a  private 
lunatic  asylum  should  be  a  sudden  in- 
spection, which  should  not  be  known 
beforehand  by  the  Directors  of  the 
asylums.  If  the  hon.  Member  desired, 
he  would  have  much  pleasure  in  bring- 
ing this  point  under  consideration  of  the 
proper  authorities.  The  opinion,  how- 
ever, must  only  be  regarded  as  his  own 
personal  opinion,  and  as  one  largely 
shared  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  As  regarded  the  detention  of 
patients  in  private  lunatic  asylums  longer 
than  they  ought  to  be  detained  on  the 
ground  of  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the 
proprietors  of  the  asylums  in  which  they 
were  confined,  that  question  had  been 
gone  into  at  some  length  before  a  Oom- 

Mr.  D.  Grant 


mittee  which  sat  some  years  ago,  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for   Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  was  a  Member.     As  far 
as  he  remembered,  the  assertions  then 
made  were  not  altogether  corroborated 
by  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee.    At  the  same  time,  there  couM 
be  no  question  that  in  the  case  of  private 
asylums  patients    had    been    detained 
longer  than  they  ought  to  have  been  de- 
tained.    He  was  not  aware  whether  that 
point  was  dealt  with  in  the  Lunacy  Bill 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  had  referred,  but  he  felt 
that  it  was  one  which  deserved  considera- 
tion ;  and  if  that  Bill  was  to  be  continned, 
and  it  was  felt  necessary  or  desirable  to 
introduce  a  clause  into  it  upon    thit 
matter  in  order  to  check  the  abase  com- 
plained of,  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  it 
would   be  introduced.      At  the  same 
time,  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Coimtj 
(Mr.  Molloy)  must  know  that  there  was 
very  great  difficulty  in  dealing  with  that 
case,  and  that  there  was  a  very  stros; 
opinion  among  many  persons  that  the 
best  way  of  meeting  it  was  not  by  pot- 
ting an  end  to  those  private  asylnma, 
which  could  not  be  done  without  the 
payment  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
money   in  the    way   of  compensation, 
but  by  attaching  to  the  public  asylonts 
wards  in  which  private  paying  patienti 
might  be  placed.    He  believed  that  that 
would  be  found  to  be  the  beet  way  of 
meeting  this  question.     As  regarded  tfa* 
observations   of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Marylebone  (Mr.  D.  Grant),  there  coald 
be  no  doubt  that  there  had  lately  been 
a  strong  feeling  in  the  country  that  the 
mode  of  incarcerating  persons  who  were 
alleged  to  be  lunatics  was  not  satisfir- 
tory ;  and  he  believed  that  that  matter 
was,  to  a  certain  extent,  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill  introduced  into  the  Home  ii 
Lords  by  the  late  Lord  Chancier  (t^ 
Earl  of  Selborne).     There  were  vaiiovi 
questions  arising  in  respect  of  it  as  to 
which  opinion  was  not  altogether  united. 
There  was  a  general  (feeling  that  tW 
mode  of  incarceration  was  not  satis^ 
tory.     But  as  to  whether  cases  shoaU  tf 
once  be  brought  before  the  magistratM 
there  was  a  considerable  difiBeraioe  of 
opinion.     It    would,    he    thought  ^ 
found  in  the  evidence  given  before  tkt 
Oommittee,  and  by  a  debate  in  **  anotte 
place,"  that  the  Earl  of  Shafteoboi?* 
who  had  shown  untiring  zeal  in  tih* 
matter,   and    who  posseted,   perhofa 
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more  experience  upon  it  than  any  other 
person  in  this  country  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
bring  every  case  at  once  before  a  ma- 
gistrate. It  was  pointed  out  that  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  delay  the  deten- 
tion of  dangerous  lunatics  by  bringing 
them  before  a  Court.  The  difficulty  was 
in  giving  immediate  notice  and  getting 
a  Commissioner  at  once  to  go  and  exa- 
mine the  case.  Again,  if  it  were  made 
necessary  to  take  every  lunatic  at  once 
before  a  magistrate,  many  persons  who 
belonged  to  the  middle  and  upper  classes 
would  feel  inclined  not  to  bring  cases 
of  lunacy  before  the  public  at  all, 
but  to  deal  with  them  in  their  own 
houses,  thereby  lessening  the  chances  of 
their  recovery.  Those  were  cases  which 
must  receive  consideration  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  he  had  referred.  In 
regard  to  the  number  of  Commissioners, 
it  was  true  that  there  were  six  paid 
Commissioners ;  but  there  were  10  Com- 
missioners in  fiill.  No  doubt  three  of 
them  were  lawyers,  and  personally  he 
would  be  glad  to  support  the  interests 
of  a  Profession  to  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  belong  with  all  his  heart ; 
but  he  had  no  special  reasons  to  allege 
for  Legal  as  distinguished  from  Medical 
Commissioners.  At  the  same  time,  he 
would  observe  that  lawyers  had  sat 
upon  the  Commission  as  far  back  as  the 
Statute  8  &  9  Viet,,  c.  100,  and  that  there 
were  cases  constantly  arising  in  which 
a  knowledge  of  the  law  was  essential. 
He  was  informed  that  legal  questions 
were  constantly  brought  before  the 
Legal  Commissioners,  and  that  in  many 
instances  it  was  necessary  that  those 
questions  of  law  should  be  dealt  with 
at  once,  and  without  the  imnecessary 
delay  which  would  take  place  if  a  case 
were  required  to  be  referred  by  the 
Medical  Commissioners  to  a  Legal  De- 
partment of  the  State.  Another  answer 
to  the  complaint  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointments of  Legal  Commissioners  was 
that  their  presence  on  the  Commission 
tended  to  lessen  any  doubt  which  might 
arise  in  the  public  mind  that  anything 
illegal  might  be  going  on  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  lunatics.  His  observations  in 
reply  to  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  upon  the  subject  were  necessarily 
somewhat  short ;  but  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  inferred,  in  consequence, 
that  he  entertained  any  doubt  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject. 

VOL.  CCXCym.    [thied  sekibs.] 


Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  thought  there 
was  much  force  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  that  the  best  way  of 
getting  rid  of  private  lunatic  asylums 
would  be  to  attach  private  wards  to 
the  public  asylums.  He  had  recently 
visited  a  large  and  important  lunatic 
asylum  in  this  country,  and  he  had  had 
a  conversation  with  the  Medical  In- 
spector of  the  institution,  who  had  pointed 
out  to  him  that  one  great  difficulty 
which  had  to  be  met  was  the  necessity 
of  raising  money  by  loan  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
buildings.  The  cost  fell  upon  the  local 
rates,  and  in  many  instances  there  was 
no  power  of  raising  money  for  purposes 
of  that  sort.  At  the  same  time  he 
admitted  that  that  was  a  difficulty  which 
ought  to  be  got  over.  The  gentleman 
to  whom  he  referred  was  the  Medical 
Superintendent  of  the  asylum,  and  he 
was  informed  by  that  gentleman  that 
one  great  cause  of  confirmed  lunacy 
was  the  adoption  of  the  silent  system, 
or  a  system  of  imprisonment  in  which 
the  lunatics  were  kept  entirely  away 
from  companionship.  That  gentleman 
told  him  that  that  was  one  of  the  most 
pregnant  causes  of  confirmed  lunacy  in 
the  cases  which  had  come  under  his 
notice.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  therefore 
hoped  that  the  Government,  in  dealing 
with  the  matter,  would  not  omit  to  con- 
sider that  point ;  and  he  would  add  that 
the  gentleman  from  whom  he  received 
his  information  was  altogether  im- 
partial, and  had  no  private  or  political 
reason  for  expressing  that  opinion. 
The  asylum  he  had  visited  was  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  he  must  say  that  everybody 
connected  with  the  institution  —  both 
officials  and  patients — seemed  to  him  to 
be  exceedingly  good-natured.  The 
lunatics  worked  in  batches  in  the  gardens 
attached  to  the  asylum  without  any  form 
of  restraint ;  the  gates  of  the  establish- 
ment were  wide  open,  and  there  was 
nothing  in  the  shape  of  personal  re- 
straint experienced  by  these  unhappy 
people.  The  whole  treatment  of  them 
was  altogether  different  from  what  he 
had  witnessed  some  years  ago  in  a  pri- 
vate lunatic  asylum  in  London,  where 
the  patients  or  their  friends  paid  very 
highly  for  their  board  and  the  treatment 
they  received.  In  that  case  the  patients 
had  access  only  to  a  garden  a  quarter  of 
an  acre  in  extent,  and  they  were  worse 
off,  as  far  as  the  liberty  of  their  action 
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was  concerned,  than  pauper  lunatics 
living  at  the  expense  of  the  ratepayers. 
He  certainly  thought  that  the  subject 
was  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
that  the  Government,  if  they  really  in- 
tended to  do  anything  in  the  matter, 
should  do  so  as  speedily  as  possible.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
treatment  of  lunatics  in  many  cases  was 
highly  improper,  and  that  they  were 
confined  in  places  which  were  entirely 
unfit  for  their  detention.  Unless  the 
asylums  were  large  establishments,  and 
thoroughly  well  organized  and  superin- 
tended, it  was  impossible  for  the  patients 
to  get  the  treatment  they  required,  and 
the  companionship  which  was  necessary 
to  give  them  a  prospect  of  recovery. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  some  satisfaction  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  and 
especially  to  tnat  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  in  which  he  gave  the 
Committee  reason  to  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  give  their  best 
support  to  the  Bill  which  was  now  be- 
fore Parliament.  He  believed  that  that 
measure  had  received  the  support  of 
both  Parties  in  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 
he  trusted  that,  if  possible,  it  would  be 
passed  into  law  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

TheTJNDEESECRETAEYofSTATE 
POR  THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Stuabt-Wortley)  said,  he  had  only  one 
word  to  say  as  to  the  views  of  his  own 
Department  in  reference  to  the  Lunacy 
Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor (Earl  Cairns).  He  believed  he 
was  justified  in  stating  that  the  De- 
partment was  favourable  to  that  patt 
of  the  measure  which  went  in  the 
direction  of  gradually  extinguishing 
asylums  kept  for  private  gain.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  many  of  the  points 
which  had  been  raised  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  would  be  among 
those  with  which  legislation  would  pro- 
bably have  to  deal.  He  would  not  say 
more  at  present  in  regard  to  a  subject 
which  was  likely  to  come  more  formally 
before  the  House  before  the  Session 
closed. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  said,   he  hoped  the 
h*""!.  Gentleman  would  give  his  atten- 
i  to  this  matter. 

'b.  STUAET-WORTLEY  said,  the 
3ct  should  be  fully  considered, 
te  agreed  to, 
'r.  Biggar 


(4.)  £44,333,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Mint,  including  Coinage. 

(5.)  £9,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Debt  Office. 

(6.)  £31,997,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Patent  Office,  &c. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  had  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  asked  the  authorities  a 
question  relating  to  the  position  of  the 
Patent  Office ;  and  he  would  be  glad  to 
find  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  was  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  the  information  asked  for. 
The  amount  of  the  Vote  was  £45,997 ; 
but  he  understood  that  the  receipts  of 
the  Office  were  very  largely  in  excess  of 
any  payments  which  appeared  on  tlis 
Estimate,  and  he  asked  what  was  Uie 
amount  of  the  profits  of  the  Office?  His 
object  was,  of  course,  to  bring  abont  a 
reduction  of  the  amount  of  patent  fees, 
which  were  still  very  heavy,  and  con- 
tinued to  operate  injuriously  in  reaped 
of  the  inventive  powers  of  mechanics. 
It  was  on  that  ground  that  he  asked  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  this  information. 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hekbt  Db  Woucs} 
said,  the  total  estimated  receipts  &oa 

Satents  in  the  year  ending  on  the  31  si  of 
[arch,  1886,  was  £79,400,  or  £9,900  lest 
than  in  the  previous  financial  year.  Hut 
was  arrived  at  as  follows : — ^First,  tlMit 
was  a  loss  upon  fees  paid  under  the  Ad 
of  1 852 — that  was  to  say,  the  fees  paid 
in  the  year  1884  in  respect  of  ap^ea- 
tions  made  in   1883,  which  paymeets 
ceased    about    July    1884;    Uiat    kw 
amounted  to  £14,900.    Secondly,  tiisrs 
was  a  loss  of  £26,400  due  to  delenvd 
payment  upon  fees  of  £100,  owing  to 
the  substitution  of  annual    paymeDtik 
spread  over  a  term  of  years  for  paymcot 
of   £100  in  a  lump  sum;    those  tvo 
amoimts  made  a  total  loss  of  £41,301^ 
and  after  deducting  from  that  £31,400 
for  increased  receipts  in  1885^6  from 
various  sources  under  the  new  Act  Otatt 
remained    the    net    estimated    Imb  of 
£9,900    referred  to.    Against    the  t^ 
ceipts  there  was,  of  course,  to  be  pissed 
the  expenditure  of  the  Departmoit,  vA 
the  Committee  would  obs^re  that  thflt 
was  an  increase  of  20  in  the  nimW 
of  Assistant  Examiners  (Indexing  ss4 
Abridging  Clerks),  and  a  COTrespoadisf 
increase  in  the  amount  of  sakuies  itf 
the  staff  required.    It  had 
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mated  that  there  would  be  about  9,000 
applications ;  but  the  number  actually 
received  was  17,110;  hence  the  in- 
creased examining  staff  and  theincreased 
amount  of  the  Estimate.  Again,  owing 
to  the  greater  amount  of  work  done  in 
the  OfiB.ce,  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
increase  tiie  number  of  Lower  Division 
Clerks  by  12 ;  and,  further,  it  had  been 
necessary  to  employ  a  large  number  of 
shorthand  writers  to  record  the  ruling  of 
the  Judges  in  cases  which  were  brought 
before  the  Courts  of  Law. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  gathered  from 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  no  profit  on  the  working 
of  the  Patent  Office. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE :  There  is  no  profit  at  all ; 
on  the  contrary,  an  estimated  loss  of 
£9,900  for  the  present  financial  year. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(7.)  £17,774,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Paymaster  General's  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  discussing  this  Yote. 
But  he  would  submit  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  easy,  and  whether 
it  was  not  desirable,  to  abolish  tbe  Office 
of  Paymaster  General  ?  He  believed  it 
would  be  easy  to  contrive  a  totally  dif- 
ferent system  under  which  much  of  the 
unnecessary  work  and  much  of  the  un- 
necessary expenditure  due  to  the  system 
which  now  obtained  in  the  Paymaster 
General's  Office  might  be  got  rid  of; 
but  as  this  was  a  subject  with  respect  to 
which  he  had  given  no  Notice,  and 
which  would  probably  come  upon  the 
present  Financial  Secretary  somewhat 
suddenly,  he  would  not  pursue  it  then, 
although,  if  he  had  a  seat  in  that  House 
next  year,  it  would  be  his  duty  to  state 
his  views  upon  it  more  fully. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  glad  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  called  attention  to 
this  subject,  because  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  him  to  hear  that  it  had  re- 
ceived some  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  late  Government ;  that  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed,  of  which 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  Chairman ; 
and  that  a  Report  had  been  presented 
by  them  and  recommendations  made, 
which,  as  he  was  informed,  were  to  the 
effect  that  this  Department  should  be 


largely  reduced.  As  the  Committee 
would  be  aware,  two  classes  of  payments 
were  made,  effective  and  non-effective ; 
and  certainly,  with  regard  to  the  effec- 
tive class,  without  going  fully  into  the 
matter,  he  believed  that  the  proposed 
change  would  lessen  the  work  of  the 
Department,  and  effect  in  the  end  a  very 
considerable  saving  to  the  country.  He 
did  not  think  he  could  properly  say  more 
than  that  at  the  present  time. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £6,747,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  said,  upon 
this  Vote  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
question  of  loans  for  harbours.  The 
Committee  on  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  preside  had  made  certain  recommen- 
dations on  this  subject;  those  recom- 
mendations, as  he  knew,  had  received 
the  attention  of  the  late  Government, 
and  he  would  like  to  know  how  far  the 
present  Government  were  prepared  to 
carry  out  the  pledges  which  their  Pre- 
decessors had  given  on  the  subject  in 
that  House  ?  He  pointed  out  that  one 
of  the  strongest  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  was  that  the  duty  of  deciding 
on  the  policy  of  harbours  to  be  con- 
structed by  means  of  loans  of  public 
money  should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners and  given  to  a  Department 
of  the  Government.  Now,  in  reply 
to  a  Question  put  by  him  at  an  earfier 
period  of  the  Session  to  the  late  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
formed him  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  carry 
that  recommendation  into  effect.  He 
(Mr.  Marjoribanks)  wished  to  know 
whether  anything  had  been  done  with 
regard  to  that  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  —  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represented  the  Deparment 
had  found  since  he  had'  assumed 
Office  that  any  steps  had  been  taken 
to  carry  out  the  pledge  given  to  him 
by  the  late  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and,  if  not,  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  this  question?  Then 
there  was  another  point  to  which  he  de- 
sired to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com« 
mittee.  As  hon.  Members  would  be 
aware,  a  Treasury  Minute  had    been 
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issued  reducing  tlie  interest  on  loans  by 
one-half  per  cent  on  satisfactory  collateral 
security  being  given  ;  and  although  he 
could  not  say  that  was  all  that  they  ex- 
pected or  all  they  wished,  it  was,  at  any 
rate,  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  He 
would  be  glad  to  know  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Q-overnment  intended  to  carry  out 
the  decision  of  their  Predecessors ;  did 
they  intend  to  give  effect  to  the  Treasury 
Minute  which  had  been  issued  ?  Then 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  how  far  the 
Treasury  Minute  referred  to  would 
apply  to  loans  recently  granted  ?  As  an 
illustration  of  the  point,  he  would  refer 
to  a  small  fishing  port  of  his  own  con- 
stituency. Last  year  the  Local  Authori- 
ties obtained  a  loan  of  £25,000;  they 
gave  as  collateral  security  the  borough 
rates ;  and  this  was  the  first  instance 
in  which  such  security  had  been  given 
for  such  loans  by  any  town  or  bo- 
rough. Now,  the  question  he  wished 
to  have  answered  was  this — "A  part 
only  of  the  money  having  been  ad- 
vanced, will  the  Treasury  Minute  apply 
to  the  whole  loan,  or  to  that  portion  of  it 
which  has  been  issued  ? "  If  some 
arrangement  were  not  made  by  which 
this  small  place  would  get  the  benefit 
of  the  reduction  of  interest,  he  said  it 
would  be  a  very  hard  case,  and  one 
which  it  would  be  very  difl&cult  to  jus- 
tify to  the  community.  Another  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  was  that 
Harbour  Boards  having  debts  should 
be  enabled  to  apply  to  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  for  loans  on  favour- 
able terms  to  consolidate  their  debt,  and 
get  the  benefit  of  the  low  rate  of  interest 
charged  for  harbour  loans.  He  asked 
the  hon.  Baronet  whether  that  sub- 
ject had  received  any  consideration  at 
the  Treasury  ?  He  was  aware  that  he 
could  hardly,  perhaps,  expect  a  very 
full  answer  from  the  hon.  JBaronet  op- 
posite; yet  the  subject  had  been  so  long 
before  the  House,  and  it  was  one  that 
should  have  been  so  fully  considered  by 
the  Department,  that  he  could  not  but 
think  the  Committee  were  entitled  to 
receive  from  the  hon.  Baronet  a  state- 
ment of  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  it. 

Me.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  correspondence  which  had  taken 
place  between  the  Education  Depart- 
ment and  the  Treasury  on  a  subject  put 

Mr.  Marjorihanhs 


forward  by  a  deputation  which  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  introducing,  on  the 
11th  of  July,  1884,  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council.     He 
referred  to  the  subject  of  loans  advanced 
to  school  boards  by  the   Public  Loan 
Commissioners,  the  charges  in  connee- 
tion  with  which  in  many  localities  were 
a  most  serious  burden  on  the  people, 
and  in  particular  localities  constitiited  a 
hindrance  to  public  education.     As  far 
back    as    August  last  year,  the  Vice 
President  said,  in  a  letter  to  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  that  he  was  satis- 
fied that  nothing  caused  more  disoontent^ 
or  more  effectually  retarded  the  work  of 
school  boards,  than  the  large  rates  re- 
quired to  meet  the  annual  charge  for 
school  buildings;  that   this  discontent 
was  greatly  aggravated  by  the  fact  that 
the  rate  of  interest  which  was  original^ 
fixed  by  the  Elementary  Education  Acts 
of  1870  and  1873  had  been  materiallj 
increased  by  the  Act  of  1879,  and  that  thie 
expectations  held  out  in  1870  that  therate 
would  not  exceed  Si.  in  the  pound  had 
been  disappointed.  Theright  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  that  it  was  not  for 
the  Education  Department  to  determiae 
which  of  the  remedies  suggested  by  the 
various  Memorialists  should  be  ad(^>t^ 
but  that  he  was  strongly  of  opinion  that 
something  should  be  done  to  restore  the 
school  boards  to  the  position  which  thej 
occupied  before  the  Act  of  1879  was 
passed,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  would  see  their  way  to 
adopt  that  view.     The  towns  which  fidt 
most  acutely  this  severe  strain  on  tlieir 
resources  were  especially  those  of  ranid 
growth,  or  those  largely  inhabitedby 
the    industrial    classes  —  Birmin^haiSv 
Leeds,    Bradford,   Halifax,   Dewwmy, 
Hedworth,  Monkton,  and  Jarrow,  Mid- 
dlesborough,  Ipswich,  Swansea,  Astoa, 
and  the  borough  of  Gateshead,  whick 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent    Thow 
towns,   with  some* others,  had  mono- 
rialized  the  Department  for  an  altecs- 
tion  of  the  charges  now  made  a|na 
school  boards^in  respect  of  loans.    Witk 
the   exception   of   Dewsbuiy,    all  ihts 
boards  were  unanimous  in  asking  for  s 
reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest*  so  t^ 
it  might  never  exceed  the  rate  fixed  by 
the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  18711, 
Section  57,  and  the  Elementaiy  Edaca- 
tion  Act  of  1876,  Section  10 — Xkaaukj^ 
3^  per  cent.    They  also  asksd  lor  p«* 
mission  to  repay  all  loans  by  way  rf 
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annuity — that  was  to  say,  by  equal  an- 
nual instalments,  including  principal  and 
interest,  and  for  an  extension  of  tlie 
period  of  repayment.  Now,  this  matter 
having  been  for  some  time  before  the 
Treasury,  the  late  Secretary  to  that  De- 
partment (Mr.  Hibbert),  in  the  early 
part  of  the  year,  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  late  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
on  Education,  stating  the  terms  on  which 
new  loans  might  be  issued,  and  the 
grounds  on  which  he  thought  that  some 
slight  concessions  might  be  granted  to 
the  towns,  many  of  which  were  poor, 
and  where  the  demands  for  public  edu- 
cation, so  far  from  diminishing,  were 
likely,  during  ensuing  years,  largely  to 
increase.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Financial  Secretary 
was  not  at  that  moment  in  his  place,  that 
be  might  in  his  presence  take  exception 
to  the  letter  he  had  written.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
by  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  money 
advanced  for  school  buildings  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  advanced 
at  a  lower  rate  of  interest,  and  that  the 
more  onerous  terms  prescribed  under  the 
Act  of  1879  applied,  in  the  main,  to  the 
moderate  amount  required  to  meet  the 
demand  resulting  from  the  increase  of 
population.  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  loans  advanced  for  educational 
purposes  in  Great  Britain  by  the  Public 
Loan  Conmiissioners,  from  the  passing 
of  the  Education  Act  to  the  3l8t  of 
March,  1880,  amounted  to  £12,369,000 ; 
while  in  the  interval  between  the  31st 
of  March,  1880,  and  the  3l8t  of  March, 
1884,  a  further  sum  of  only  £3,185,000 
had  been  advanced  for  the  like  pur- 
poses, and  that  it  was  evident  that  the 
enhanced  rates  imposed  by  this  Minute 
of  1879  applied  only  to  a  small  propor- 
tion of  the  loans  under  the  Education 
Act,  and  that  the  charge  on  the  school 
boards  generally  had  not  been  increased 
to  any  great  degree  by  the  action  of 
those  enhanced  rates.  But  why  did  that 
appear  to  be  so  ?  The  true  reason  was 
that  so  many  school  boards  had  gone 
into  the  public  market,  and  instead  of 
borrowing  from  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  they  had  borrowed  frotn 
private  sources.  It  appeared,  and  he 
was  assured  by  competent  authorities 
with  whom  he  had  consulted  on  this  sub- 
ject that  between  the  months  of  Sep- 
tember, 1879,  and  September,  1883, 
£4,340,000   had  been    raised    by    the 


school  boards  of  the  country,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Education  Department, 
for  the  erection  of  buildings;  that  in 
some  places  the  education  rate  amounted 
to  ]«.,  and  even  to  Is.  2d,  and  Is.  Sd.  in 
the  pound,  and  that  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  charge  was  due  to  the 
rate  of  interest  rather  than  to  the 
specific  character  of  the  teaching  and 
apparatus  connected  with  it.  Certainly 
he  thought  that  a  case  had  been  made 
out  for  further  assistance  from  the  State 
in  these  cases,  unless  as  he  trusted  it 
was  not  the  intention  or  desire  of  the 
Government,  by  starving  public  educa- 
tion, to  render  it  unpopular.  Now,  the 
recommendation  which  the  Treasury 
made  to  the  Education  Commissioners 
was  that,  subject  to  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  increasing  the  rate 
of  interest,  if  the  price  of  money  became 
higher  that  it  was,  the  rate  for  loans  re- 
payable in  35  years  should  be  3^  per 
cent;  for  loans  repayable  in  40  years 
Si  per  cent;  and  for  those  extending 
over  a  period  of  50  years  4  per  cent ; 
and  they  further  recommended  that  the 
Public  Works  Commissioners  should 
accept  repayment  of  loans  up  to  30 
years  in  the  form  of  a  fixed  annuity 
when  such  loans  were  required  for  new 
schools.  But  he  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that  the 
desire  of  the  school  boards  was  to  re- 
store these  loans  to  the  position  they 
were  in  before  the  passing  of  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Act  of  lb79.  That  Act 
did  not  necessarily  provide  that  interest 
should  be  charged  at  a  higher  ratQ  than 
Sf[  per  cent,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  action  of  the  Treasury  and  of  the 
Public  Works  Loans  Commissioners 
was  somewhat  in  the  direction  of  over- 
riding the  intention  of  Parliament.  He 
had  a  Motion  upon  that  subject ;  but  in 
the  position  of  the  House  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  to  call  attention  to  it 
on  the  present  occasion.  However,  he 
believed  that  a  fair  case  had  been  made 
out  for  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  trusted  that  this  question, 
in  which  a  great  deal  of  interest  was  felt, 
would  meet  with  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment at  their  hands. 

The  SECKETAET  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  said,  he  much  regretted  the 
temporary  absence  of  the  late  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Hibbert),  because  he  knew  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman    specially   desired 
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to  answer  the  objection  that  he  be- 
lieved would  be  made  to  the  action  of 
the  late  Government  in  respect  of  the 
rate  of  interest  on  loans  for  educational 
purposes  charged  by  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners.  With  regard  to 
the  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks), 
the  hon.  Member  asked  that  the  duty  of 
deciding  upon  the  question  as  to  what 
harbours  should  be  constructed  should 
be  taken  from  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  and  given  to  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government.  But  if  the 
decision  as  to  the  site  of  any  proposed 
works  were  to  rest  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  should  be  wrong  in  saying 
that  the  Treasury  would  not  always  have 
a  large  influence  in  directing  the  action 
of  that  Department  on  this  question. 
However  able  the  Board  might  be  to 
judge  of  the  propriety  of  making  a  har- 
bour at  any  place,  the  Treasury  had  to 
look  at  the  question  from  the  financial 
point  of  view.  But  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  point  should  be 
considered  in  order  to  see  how  far  his 
views  could  be  met.  On  that  point, 
however,  he  was,  of  course,  unable  at  the 
moment  to  say  more.  With  regard  to 
the  rate  of  interest  on  loans,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  called  attention,  he 
thought  the  Department  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  intended,  and  felt 
themselves  bound,  to  adhere  to  the 
Minute  of  the  18th  of  June  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Act  had  worked  very  well  up  to  a  cer- 
tain point ;  but  there  could  be  no  ques- 
tioning the  fact  that  a  great  rush  had 
been,  or  shortly  would  be,  made  on  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  and 
while  that  had  been  made  in  one  direc- 
tion, another  very  powerfulmovement  was 
being  made  in  the  direction  of  making 
the  Treasury  reduce  the  rate  of  interest. 
It  was,  under  those  circumstances,  the 
duty  of  the  Treasury  to  see  that  the 
country  did  not  suffer  between  those 
two  pressures;  and,  therefore,  for  the 
present,  he  was  obliged  to  say  that  the 
Treasury  must  adhere  to  the  Minute. 
With  respect  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W. 
H.  James),  he  was  very  far,  and  the 
Government  was  very  far,  from  under- 
rating the  importance  of  the  question 
referred  to,  and  which  was  creating 
great  interest  throughout  the  country. 

Sir  Henri/  Holland 


There  was  no  doubt  that  the  school 
board  rate  did  excite  very  uncomfcMt- 
able  feelings  in  the  minds  of  people, 
tending  to  lighten  their  pockets;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  that  the  Treasury,  at  all 
events  for  the  present,  must  adhere  to 
the  Minute. 

Mr.  MAEJOEIBANKS  said,  h« 
wished  to  be  clearly  understood.  He 
had  not  dreamed  for  a  moment  that  the 
Department  of  the  Government  alluded 
to  should  have  the  power  to  grant  loans. 
He  urged  that  the  decision  as  to  the 
absolute  policy  of  making  a  harbour  at 
a  particular  place,  for  fishing  pur- 
poses or  for  the  good  of  the  countiy 
generally,  should  not  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners, because  they  were  a  body  of 
gentlemen  unacquainted  with  the  paiti- 
cular  requirements  of  the  countiy  in  that 
respect.  It  was  simply  on  the  qaestioB 
of  policy  that  he  wished  the  UoTom- 
ment  would  step  in,  the  question  of  se- 
curity being  left  to  the  Commissionerg. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  that,  as  far  as  his  ova 
opinion  went,  he  imagined  that  the 
position  indicated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman woidd  be  a  fair  one.  He  was 
only  anxious  to  point  out  that  then 
must  always  be  in  these  cases  tommj 
important  points  to  be  considered  and 
conclusions  arrived  at  from  a  fi«*n#^*1 
point  of  view. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  on  the  Committee  had 
strongly  recommended  that  the  selection 
of  particular  harbours  to  receive  loans 
should  rest  with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  that  the  Public  Works  Loan  Oom- 
missioilers  should  be  restricted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther the  security  offered  was  suffi- 
cient. He  also  wished  to  impress  upoa 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke  tht 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sa* 
other  recommendation  which  was  mad* 
by  the  Committee ;  that  mfommf 
dation  relating  to  the  extinction  dt 
debt  on  finished  works.  Where  a  har- 
bour had  been  Constructed,  and  itf 
benefit  and  advantage  to  the  trade  <d 
the  district  clearly  ascertained,  the  deU 
incurred  by  the  construction  ought  «s 
be  reduced  or  extinguished  as  raptdl; 
as  possible;  and  the  Committer  re- 
commended that  loans  should  b«»  gr«]it>^ 
to  harbour  authorities  with  thi^  ahjwt 
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careful  consideration — he  thought  he 
might  go  so  far  as  to  say  favourable 
consideration.  He  had  seen  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Londen  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  upon  the 
point,  and  from  what  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  he  had  no  doubt  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  question.  It  was  pos- 
sible, he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  thought, 
that  the  school  might  be  connected  with 
the  School  of  ikigineers  at  Cooper's 
Hill,  though  he  did  not  wish  to  tie  him- 
self down  to  that  view.  The  matter 
should  receive  consideration. 


in  view.  In  the  case  of  a  maritime 
country  like  this,  the  cheapening  of 
their  harbours  "  were  very  essential. 
This  was  no  question  of  Party  policy  or 
Party  advantage,  but  one  in  which  the 
community  generally  was  interested ; 
and  if  it  was  necessary  he  advised  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  the  annual  Bill  for 
providing  funds  for  public  loans,  to  ob- 
tain an  alteration  of  the  law  to  enable 
loans  to  be  granted  for  the  purpose  he 
(Mr.  Stevenson)  had  stated. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £15,288,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Eecord  Office. 

(10.)  £34,887,  to  complete  the  simi 
for  the  Eegistrar  General's  Office,  Eng- 
land. 

(11.)  £422,097,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Stationery  and  Printing. 

(12.)  £16,852,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office. 

Mb.  RANEIN  asked  whether  it  was 
within  the  functions  of  the  Conmiissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  to  supply  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  extent  of  woods 
and  forests  in  the  country?  An  inte- 
resting debate  took  place  not  long  ago 
in  reference  to  woods  and  forests ;  but 
the  extent  of  woods  and  forests  in  the 
country  did  not  seem  to  be  known  to 
anyone.  As  far  as  he  knew,  noBetum  had 
been  made  of  the  extent  of  woods  and 
forests;  and  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  it  would  come  within  the  func- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  to  supply  the  information  ? 

Mr.  ACKEES  asked  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  appoint  the  Committee  which 
was  moved  for  some  time  ago  by  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) to  inquire  into  the  advisability  of 
establishing  a  school  of  forestry  in  this 
country  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  said,  it  seemed  a  very  reason- 
able and  proper  suggestion,  or  recom- 
mendation, that  a  Eeturn  should  be 
made  of  the  extent  of  woods  and 
forests  in  the  country,  and  he  would 
inquire  whether  such  a  Eeturn  oould 
be  furnished?  So  far  no  steps  had 
been  taken  towards  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  concerning  Schools  of 
Forestry ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  matter  would  receive 


Vote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £35,529,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Works  and  Public  Buildings 
Office. 

(14.)  £40,000,  Mercantile  Marine 
Fund  (Grant  in  Aid). 

(15.)  £25,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Secret  Service. 

(16.)  £4,800,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Exchequer  and  other  Offices, 
Scotland. 

(17.)  £18,095,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Fishery  Board,  Scotland. 

Mb.  E.  W.  duff  said,  that  before 
the  Vote  was  passed  he  should  like  to 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  a  few  ques- 
tions. His  first  question  had  reference 
to  the  cruisers  employed  by  the  Fishery 
Board.  Those  vessels  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  Fishery  Board,  and  also 
by  the  Trawling  Commission  in  their  Ee- 
port;  and  he  recently  communicated  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  upon 
the  subject,  and  had  received  from  him  an 
assurance  to  the  effect  that  the  Admi- 
ralty were  arranging  for  suitable  cruisers 
to  take  the  place  of  those  now  used,  and 
it  was  hoped  that  in  a  short  time  the 
arrangements  would  be  completed.  The 
present  cruisers  were  quite  obsolete, 
and  therefore  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  carry  out  the  intention  of 
their  Predecessors  to  provide  more 
suitable  vessels.  Then  he  wished  to 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  what  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  were  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  which  had  been  in- 
troduced in  **  another  place,"  and  which 
was  founded  upon  the  recommendations 
of  the  Trawling  Commission  ?    He  be- 
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lieved  that  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time  in  the  other  House;  and  as  a  g^eat 
deal  of  feeling  existed  in  Scotland  on 
the  subject  of  the  Bill,  he  trusted  the 
G-ovemment  would  be  able  to  go  on 
with  the  measure.  It  was  important 
that  the  questions  involved  should  be 
settled  as  soon  as  possible,  and  that 
additional  powers  should  be  given  to  the 
Fishery  Board  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Trawling  Commis- 
sion. There  were  in  existence  some 
obsolete  statutes  on  the  subject  of 
herring  barrels.  There  were  certain  re- 
gulations as  to  preventing  the  use  of 
iron  hoops  for  the  barrels ;  but  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill  to  which  he  had 
already  referred  to  give  power  to  the 
Fishery  Board  to  make  any  regulations 
they  thought  right  with  regard  to  the 
herring  barrels.  This  might  seem  a 
small  question,  but  it  was  one  to  which 
a  considerable  amount  of  attention  was 
given  by  the  fish  ourers  in  the  North, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  escape  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  Then,  in 
a  recently  issued  Eeport,  the  Fishery 
Board  called  the  attention  of  the  Home 
Secretary  to  the  subject  which  had  been 
touched  upon  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Mar- 
joribanks)  —  namely,  the  question  of 
harbour  loans.  The  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
said  that  these  loans  would  be  facili- 
tated if  collateral  security  could  be 
given.  Mr.  Sheriff  Guthrie  Smith,  a 
member  of  the  Fishery  Board,  had 
sketched  out  a  plan  by  which  the  fisher- 
men^ s  houses  could  be  offered  as  security, 
and  this  plan  he  (Mr.  Duff)  commended 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  the  expenditure 
for  scientific  investigation  had  proved 
so  beneficial.  Last  year  the  late  Go- 
vernment gave  an  additional  sum  of 
£1,500,  and  he  hoped  the  present  Go- 
vernment would  do  whatever  they  could 
to  carry  on  those  scientific  investigations 
which  had  been  productive  of  so  much 
good  to  the  fishermen.  He  had  no  fur- 
ther remark  to  make;  but  he  should 
like  to  have  some  assurance  that  these 
matters,  particularly  the  matter  of  the 
cruisers,  would  not  be  overlooked  by  the 
Government. 

TheUNDERSECEETAEYofSTATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley)  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  cruisers  engaged  in  the  service  of 

Mr.  R,  W.  Duff 


the  Fishery  Board,  he  thought  it 
scarcely  probable  that  there  would  be 
any  sudden  reversal  of  the  policy  of 
their  Predecessors.  The  matter  was 
not  strictly  in  the  jurisdiction  of  bis 
Department.  It  ratiier  concerned  the 
Admiralty;  but  he  was  in  a  position 
to  say  that  what  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Fishery  Board,  and 
what  the  late  Admiralty  contemplated 
doing,  would  most  probably  be  carried 
out  by  those  who  now  had  the  care  of 
such  matters.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  what  was  the  intended  fate  of  tbe 
Fisheries  Bill  now  before  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  was, 
in  speaking^  of  this  Bill,  in  the  same 
difficulty  as  he  was  just  now  in  speak- 
ing of  another  Bill ;  but  he  thooght  be 
might  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  a  Bill 
founded  upon  the  recommendations  of 
a  Commission  which  enjoyed  so  mock 
respect  as  the  Trawling  Commis»on 
would  naturally  be  given  a  very  favour- 
able place  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  Of  course,  it  was  difficult 
to  say  much  with  regard  to  a  Bill  which 
was  not  before  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  he  thought  he  was  in  a  position  to 
say  that  the  Fisheries  Bill  was  not,  at 
all  events,  in  an  abandoned  condition. 
As  to  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
regulations  as  to  branding  herring 
barrels,  and  the  security  for  harbour 
loans,  those  matters  were  engaging 
the  attention  of  the  Gbvemment ;  and  he 
might  say  that  no  great  difference  of 
opinion  had  yet  developed  itself  upon 
them.  He  rejoiced  that  the  hon.  Ghm- 
tleman  should  applaud  what  bad  beeQ 
done  with  regard  to  scientific  investiga- 
tion. There  was  no  doubt  that  demands 
on  behalf  of  scientific  investigation  ia 
this  matter  required  to  be  regarded  with 
a  good  deal  of  vigilance.  Ftoposab 
were  apt  to  grow  at  a  somewhat  alarm- 
ing rate.  At  the  same  time,  it  had  been 
found  possible  to  grant  the  lump  sum 
which  appeared  in  the  Estimates ;  and 
the  Fishery  Board  had  found  the  meass 
of  devising  such  an  appropriation  as 
seemed  to  them  not  to  fall  very  far  shcrt 
of  realizing  the  object  with  which  thi» 
scientific  investigation  was  set  on  foot. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(18.)  £4,469,  to  complete    the   warn 
ior  the  Lunacy  Commission,  Sootlaad. 

(19.)  £4,893,  to  complete  the  sum  f«Y 
the  Begistrar  General's  Office,  ScotlaaiL 
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(20.)  £24,959,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief 
of  the  Poor,  and  for  Public  Health, 
Scotland. 

(21.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*  That  a  8um,not  exceeding  £5,460,be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  sam  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  pajonent  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  and  other  Ex- 
penses." 

Mb.  MOLLOY  thought  it  was  under- 
stood that  no  Irish  Estimates  would  be 
taken  that  night. 

The  OHLEF  SECEETAEY  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  understanding. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  that,  on  prin- 
ciple, the  Irish  Members  must  divide 
the  Committee  upon  the  Vote,  as  they 
had  done  annually  for  the  last  five  years. 
They  could  not  agree  with  the  Yote  on 
account  of  matters  which  were  now 
within  the  public  knowledge.  The  con- 
duct of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land (Earl  Spencer)  in  regard  to  various 
matters  had  frequently  been  the  subject 
of  debate  in  the  House ;  it  was  sufficient 
to  compel  the  Irish  Members  to  enter 
their  protest  against  a  Yote  being  taken 
for  his  Household.  There  was  only 
one  matter  coming  under  the  Yote  which 
he  (Mr.  Molloy)  wished  to  mention 
specially.  He  noticed  an  item  of  £50 
set  down  ''  for  insignia  and  banners  of 
the  Order  of  St.  Patrick."  He  would 
like  to  know  in  respect  of  whom  the 
sum  was  to  be  paid  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  said,  it 
could  not  be  expected  of  him  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  late  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's conduct — it  would  be  out  of 
place  in  him  to  do  so.  The  item  of 
£50  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  was  charged  in  respect  of  the 
creation  of  two  new  Elnights  of  St. 
Patrick. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  who  were  the 
two  Knights  for  whom  this  money 
had  been  paid.  Why  did  they  not  pay 
it  themselves?  Surely  the  gentlemen 
should  pay  the  expenses  of  the  honours 
conferred  upon  them. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  said, 
that  he  ought  to  have  explained  that 
these  Knights  did  pay  fees  amounting 
to  £300.    Those  fees  came  into  the  Ex- 
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chequer,  though  they  did  not  appear  in 
this  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  89; 
Noes  19:  Majority  70.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  209.) 

(22.)  £32,382,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Offices. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  said,  the  Estimate  was 
considerably  larger  this  year  than  last. 
"Was  there  any  special  reason  for  it? 
Personally,  he  could  not  imagine  what 
the  reason  was. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  said, 
there  was  an  increase  in  the  Estimate 
to  the  extent  of  £326.  There  was  a 
slight  increase  in  salaries,  and  there 
were  three  new  items  in  the  Estimate- 
namely,  a  gratuity  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of 
£100,  a  gratuity  of  £40  to  the  Assistant 
Clerk,  and  a  gratuity  of  £80  to  the 
Travelling  Inspector. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(23.)  £1,552,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £119,978,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Ireland,  including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of 
Local  Taxation.*' 

Mb.  PAENELL  suggested  that  this 
and  the  succeeding  Yote  should  be  post- 
poned to  another  evening.  These  Votes 
had  come  on  very  unexpectedly ,  owing  to 
the  great  progress  which  had  been  made 
that  night. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  said,  he  had  no  doubt  that  these 
Votes  had  come  on  hon.  Members  with 
surprise,  and  therefore  he  could  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  their  postponement. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  whether  there  was  any 
reason  for  the  great  delay  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  Return,  for  which  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  moved  for  a  short 
time  ago,  showing  the  dietary  scale  in 
the  di&rent  workhouses  in  Ireland  ?  It 
was  granted  by  the  last  Government  as 
an  unopposed   Return,   and    sufficient 
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they  could  not  be  held  responsible  in 
any  sense  or  way.  The  Government 
had  been  obliged  to  take  up  the  figures 
of  their  Predecessors  and  make  the  most 
of  them.  It  was  not  fair  to  challenge 
them  with  not  having  altered  items  and 
not  having  done  certain  things  with  re- 
gard to  items  as  to  which  they  had  not 
had  time  to  obtain  information.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
near  him  that  the  Government  could 
not  be  held  responsible  for  Estimates 
they  did  not  themselves  prepare.  On 
the  face  of  the  Estimates,  however, 
there  were  one  or  two  things  upon 
which  it  was  only  reasonable  that 
the  Committee  should  expect  some 
amount  of  information.  The  first  item 
of  this  kind  was  one  upon  which  there 
had  been  an  increase  of  a  considerable 
amount.  On  looking  through  the  de- 
tails, on  page  419  of  the  Estimates,  he 
found  **  Mexico  £300"  figuring  as  a 
new  item.  There  were  sundry  items 
put  down  to  Mexico  this  year  which  did 
not  appear  last  year.  Then  on  page  42 1 , 
if  'he  remembered  rightly,  there  was  an 
item  of  £1,400  or  so  for  special  services 
in  Corea ;  what  did  that  mean  ?  Thea, 
£1,600  had  been  spent  in  connection 
with  the  Afghan  Boundary  Commission. 
That  sum  of  £1,600  was  very  moderate 
indeed ;  but  in  some  Indian  Papers,  or 
Papers  relating  to  India,  which  had 
come  under  his  hand,  he  had  seen  an 
item  of  £120,000  put  down  in  connec- 
tion with  the  same  service.  He  should 
like  to  ask  the  Government  what  had 
really  been  the  cost  of  the  Afghan 
Boundary  Commission,  or  what  was  it 
to  be,  and  how  was  it  to  be  described  ? 
Was  it  a  fair  proportion  to  ask  India  to 
pay— this  £120,000  ?  Was  the  British 
Exchequer  to  bear  no  more  than  £  1 ,600 ; 
and  if  that  was  the  way  the  expense  was 
to  be  distributed,  why  was  that  propor- 
tion adopted  ?  How  could  this  arrange- 
ment be  considered  fair  to  India — to  the 
poor  unfortunate  inhabitants  of  that 
country,  who  were  in  no  way  responsible 
for  the  expenditure?  He  wished  for 
information  on  these  three  points — what 
was  the  position  of  diplomatic  affairs 
with  Mexico ;  what  was  the  Special 
Mission  to  Corea;  and  why  was  only 
£1,600  charged  against  the  Imperial 
funds  for  the  Afghan  Boundary  Com- 
mission, while  so  large  a  sum  as  £120, 000 
was  to  be  abstracted  from  the  pockets 
of  the  taxpayers  of  India  ? 

Mi\  Arthur  0^  Connor 


Mr.  LABOTJCHEEE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had  started  a 
most  astounding  theory— namely,  that 
when  one  set  of  Ministers  prepared 
Estimates  and  another  set  brought  them 
in,  the  House  of  Commons  was  to  fall 
between  two  stools,  and  was  not  to  exa- 
mine or  discuss  those  Estimates.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  A.  Connor),  however, 
had  not  adhered  very  strictly  to  his  own 
theory,  because,  having  laid  down  the 
doctrine  that  one  set  of  Ministers  were 
not  responsible  for  the  Estimates  pre- 
pared by  another  set  of  Ministers  who 
had  inmiediately  preceded  them  in 
Office,  and  that  therefore  the  Gk>vemment 
were  ''not  to  be  badgered/'  he  had 
gone  on  to  complain  of  certain  items 
being  vague,  and  to  request  explana- 
tions in  a  manner  that  he  (Mr.  Laboo- 
chere)  had  thought  very  sensible.  The 
Estimates  were  far  too  high,  whether 
brought  in  by  Liberals  or  ConserratiTes. 
He  had  frequently  made  complaints  o& 
this  score,  and  had  done  his  beet  to 
get  the  Estimates  reduced,  with  perfect 
indifference  as  to  what  Party  was  in 
power.  He  had  now  to  take  very  strcoig 
exception  to  this  item  "  Unforeseen 
Services."  He  thought  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  supplied  the  mooer, 
had  a  right  to  know  what  were  the 
particular  expenses  of  particular  serritea. 
To  put  down  £10.300  for  these  ••Un- 
foreseen Services"  was  not  legitimate. 
He  did  not  know  who  was  responsiUe 
for  the  manner  in  which  the  items  were 
put  down ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  wooU 
ask  the  Government  to  state  what  these 
Unforeseen  Missions  and  Services  were  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  it  had  be<m  de- 
cided that  the  whole  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Afghan  Boundary  Commission  proper 
should  be  borne  by  the  Berenueft  of 
India.  The  £1,600  charged  upon  tb» 
Imperial  Funds  was  merely  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Mr.  Condie  Stephen  and  tfcs 
secretary  who  accompanied  Sir  IVtet 
Lumsden.  The  remainder  of  the  eoft 
of  the  Commission  was  charged  npoa 
India,  against  which  he  had  protested 
on  a  former  occasion.  Seeing  that  wmtk 
important  items  as  this  were  indnded  ia 
the  Vote,  he  certainly  thought  they  wers 
passing  the  Estimates  somewhat  too 
rapidly.  Perhaps  some  hoo.  lleehcr 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  would  bo 
able  to  explain  what  the  £10,900  £.« 
'*  Unforeseen  Services"  representrd  h 
might  be  for  the  Earl  of  Noiihbn»oi'* 
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Miseion,  or  it  might  be  for  something 
else 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  considered  that 
the  original  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Metnber  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  not  beon  satis- 
factorily answered.  He  (Mr.  Fowler) 
thought  they  ought  to  have  a  distinct 
statement  from  the  Government  as  to 
this  Vote  of  £7,000  for  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring.  They  were  given  to  understand 
that  the  Government  were  going  to 
supersede  him.  P*No,  no!"]  Well, 
that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  was  about  to 
"  come  home  on  leave."  What  the 
House  of  Commons  wanted  to  know  was 
this — supposing  another  hon.  or  right 
hon.  GenUeman  was  sent  out  to  Egypt 
to  do  the  work  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
and  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  was  to  come 
home  on  leave,  was  the  country  to  pay 
the  salaries  of  two  Agents  at  the  same 
time?  They  had  no  objection  to  the 
Government  superseding  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring,  and  putting  in  his  place  some- 
one in  whom  they  had  confidence;  but 
they  did  object  to  two  gentlemen  being 
retained  at  the  same  time  to  do  the  work 
of  one,  and  to  a  double  salary  being  paid. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  said,  he  had  not  the  smallest 
objection  to  giving  whatever  infor- 
mation he  had  in  his  power  to  give 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  House. 
He  must  say,  however,  that  he  found 
himself  very  much  in  the  position  of  a 
cuckoo  in  another  bird's  nest,  as  the 
House  would  understand.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  unreasonable; 
and  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  was  surprised  at 
the  attitude  the  hon.  Member  had 
assumed,  seeing  that  he  had  so  lately 
held  an  official  position  himself.  The 
hon.  Member  had,  on  mere  newspaper 
reports,  made  a  statement  with  respect 
to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  from  which  he 
(Mr.  Bourke)  entirely  dissented.  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vernment  had  taken  no 
judgment  or  decision  with  respect  to  the 
position  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  so  far  as 
he  knew.  He  should  be  much  surprised 
to  hear  that  Sir  Evelyn  Baring's  position 
had  been  altered,  and  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  put  to  the  Government  the 
question  he  had  put.  All  the  Oom- 
mittee  had  to  do  was  to  consider  the 
salaries  of  officers  already  appointed. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  there  had  been  no 


appointment  of  anyone  to  supersede  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring.  The  House,  he  was 
sure,  would  easily  understand  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs.  It  would,  he  was  sure, 
see  that  the  position  he  took  was  a 
reasonable  one,  when  he  said  that  all 
that  they  had  to  do  was  to  criticize  as 
much  as  they  pleased  the  appointment 
and  salaries  of  officers  already  in  the 
service  of  the  Crown.  As  he  bad  said, 
to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  there  had 
been  no  one  appointed  to  supersede  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring ;  therefore  he  declared  it 
to  be  premature  to  discuss  the  salary  of 
such  a  person.  He  had  no  observation 
to  make  in  regard  to  the  salary  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  which  was  the  only 
question  which  could  be  raised  on  the 
present  Vote.  He  did  not  know  that 
Sir  Evelyn's  position  was  going  to  be 
altered,  and  he  would  say  nothing  what- 
ever on  that  question. 

Mb.  labouchere  said,  he  would 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£7,000 — the  amount  for  their  special 
Agent  in  Egypt,  together  with  special 
allowances.  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bourke)  told  them  he 
could  give  no  information  as  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  having  been  superseded, 
they  must  go,  to  a  certain  extent,  on 
public  report.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  say  that  no  other,  agent 
was  going  to  Egypt ;  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  Committee  would  be 
voting  the  Estimate  under  a  misappre- 
hension if  they  were  to  suppose"  that 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring's  salary  was  the  only 
one  which  would  be  given  to  an  Agent 
in  Egjrpt.  The  Committee  assumed 
that  some  other  salary  would  be  paid 
to  a  gentleman  representing  England 
in  Egypt— that  some  other  Agent  would 
be  sent  out,  and  that  some  other  salary 
would  consequently  have  to  be  paid. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
did  not  say  that  that  would  be  the  case, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  divide  against  this  £7,000. 
Not  that  he  objected  to  it  if  the  salary 
were  not  increased,  but  because  he  be- 
lieved that  before  long  there  would  be 
another  salary  of  a  similar  kind  to  pay. 
When  that  salary  was  proposed  for  pay- 
ment would  be  the  time  for  them  to 
decide  what  amount  should  be  paid  to 
Agents  in  Egypt. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  ? 
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Yes ;    by 


Mr.    LABOUOHEEE 
£7,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £146,246,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Expenses  of 
Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad/' 
— {Mr.  Laboiichere.) 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  Amendment  practically 
amounted  to  one  for  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  for 
services  already  partly  performed.  It 
was  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
late  Government  who  had  prepared  the 
Estimate  now  under  discussion,  con- 
ferring the  salary  upon  their  own 
Agent.  It  was  true  that  another  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  was  now  in 
Office  ;  but  he  had  merely  adopted  the 
Estimate  prepared  by  his  Predecessor. 
If  any  change  in  the  nature  of  an  ad- 
dition for  Agents  in  Egypt  were  made 
that  addition  would  take  the  form  of  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  which  would 
have  to  be  submitted  to  the  House.  At 
the  present  moment  they  were  dealing 
with  the  salary  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
for  services  already  rendered,  which 
was  moved  for  by  the  late  Government 
in  that  House,  and  simply  adopted  by 
the  present  Government  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  their  Predecessors.  The 
Yote  was  to  pay  a  gentleman  who  had 
done  his  work,  and  in  no  way  applied 
to  any  change  which  would  take  place 
in  the  future  in  the  Estimate. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  give  an  answer  to 
a  question  he  had  addressed  to  him — 
that  he  would  tell  them  whether,  before 
Parliament  was  prorogued,  there  would 
be  another  opportunity  afforded  for  th/i 
discussion  of  this  Vote  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  MAm^EBs)  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  if  any  other  appoint- 
ment was  made  with  a  salary  attached 
to  it  a  Supplementary  Estimate  would 
be  requirea. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  wished  to  say, 
with  all  due  respect  to  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  believed  he  was  in  error,  or 
under  a  misapprehension.  It  was  true 
that  if  a  salary  were  attached  to  a  second 
appointment  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
would  have  to  be  asked  for ;  but  if  the 


Mission  was  a  special  one,  the  money 
would  be  asked  for  after,  and  not  be- 
fore, that  Mission  was  sent  out.  That 
was  why  he  was  raising  the  queetion  at 
the  present  moment.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  assure 
the  Committee  that  on  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  they  would  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  any  expenditure  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  a  second 
Agent  to  be  sent  out  to  Egypt  before 
the  Prorogation,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote.  His  object 
in  now  raising  the  question  was  to  find 
out  whether  there  was  to  be  an  increase 
in  the  Vote  or  not. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  hfe  would  ex- 
plain the  reason  why  this  item  for  Spe- 
cial Missions  was  inserted  in  the  Esti- 
mates this  year.  In  previous  years,  in 
respect  of  unexpected  Missions,  expen- 
diture of  this  nature  had  been  provided 
for  in  Supplementary  Estimates ;  and  it 
had  been  thought  desirable  that  instead 
of  taking  Supplementary  Estimates  for 
these  amounts  they  should  be  provided 
for  in  the  future  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
year.  It  had  been  thought  that  that 
system  would  be  found  to  work  ad- 
vantageously in  the  interests  of  economy. 
Though  £21,000  was  spent  on  Bpedal 
Missions  last  year,  this  year  only  £  10,000 
would  be  asked  for~a  muoh  less  sum, 
although  one  rather  over  the  expendi- 
ture of  previous  years.  He  wished  to 
say,  whilst  he  was  on  his  feet,  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  persisted  in  his  Mo- 
tion to  reduce  the  Vote,  he  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert),  as  a  Member  of  the  late  Qoven- 
ment,  should  be  compelled  to  vote  against 
him.  He  did  not  see  how  he  would  be 
justified  in  taking  any  other  coarse. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  tbs 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  pot  a 
question  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  Foreign  Affairs  which  seemed  a  veir 
fair  one,  and  one  deserving  an  answsr. 
The  hon.  Member  proposed  a  reduotka 
of  the  Vote,  but  was  willing  to  hkbmi 
pressing  his  proposal  to  a  division  pn>- 
vided  Her  Majesty's  CK>vemmeiit  woald 
give  a  pledge  to  the  Committee  that  if 
they  employed  Sir  Henry  Dnimiaoad 
Wolff  or  any  other  new  A^nt  in  Egypt 
during  the  present  financial  year  tJtij 
would  present  a  Supplementary  Ei^ 
mate  to  the  House  before  the  doss  of 
the  Session. 
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Sm  WHITTAKER  ELLIS  said,  be 
thoaght  the  Oommittee  would  be  amused 
at  the  great  anxiety  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  on 
the  point  now  at  issue,  and  at  the  hos- 
tility displayed  by  him  to  allowing  the 
Gk)vernment  to  have  power  to  send  a 
Special  Mission  to  Egypt  without  the 
House  being  first  consulted  and  having 
control  over  it.  It  appeared  to  him  (Sir 
Whittaker  Ellis)  that  looking  at  the 
rather  frequent  Missions  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  send  to  Egypt,  and  at  the  fact 
that  those  Missions  had  never  been  in- 
.  quired  into — ^for  instance,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  never  in- 
sisted on  knowing  how  much  the  Earl 
of  Dufferin's  Mission  was  to  cost,  or  how 
much  was  to  be  expended  on  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook's  Mission,  both  of  which 
were  sent  out  whilst  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
was  in  Egypt,  and  which  there  could  be 
no  doubt  had  been  very  expensive — it 
was  astonishing  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  80  suddenly  become  alive  to  the 
dire  danger  in  which  this  country  woidd 
be  plunged  byHerMajesty'sGovernment 
having  it  in  their  power  to  send  a  Mis- 
sion to  Egypt  extraneous  to  that  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  their  usual  Eepresenta- 
tive  in  that  country.  It  was  more  as- 
tonishing still  that  a  Member  of  the  late 
Gt>vemment  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  should 
be  more  anxious  than  even  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  to  be  assured 
that  no  expenditure  would  be  incurred 
except  that  which  had  been  or  could  be 
explained  to  his  satisfaction.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  exhorted  the 
Committee  to  accept  the  figures  which 
were  set  down  in  this  Estimate  now  be- 
fore them  as  the  ultimate,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  others.  He  (Sir 
Whittaker  Ellis)  was  of  opinion  that 
if  the  Vote  was  to  be  criticized  there 
were  other  questions  upon  which  criti- 
cism should  be  raised,  independent  of 
Unforeseen  Missions  and  Services.  Not 
only  would  money  have  to  be  spent  on 
Unforseen  Missions,  but  a  great  deal, 
he  was  afraid,  would  have  to  be  ex- 
pended on  Missions,  the  necessity  for 
which  was  only  too  apparent  in  conse- 
quence of  the  policy  pursued  by  the  late 
Administration.  But,  so  much  for  that. 
The  money  now  asked  for  for  Unforeseen 
Missions  nad  been  spent,  and  the  Com- 
mittee was  only  called  on  now  to  vote 
the  amount.   He  was  afraid  that  nothing 


the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  could 
say  or  do  was  likely  now  to  save  the 
country  the  expenditure  of  this  £10,300. 
But  he  would  go  a  little  further  than 
that.  He  saw  in  this  Estimate  ^*  Ge- 
neral Gordon's  Special  Mission  to  Egypt 
£5,000."  [An  hon.  Member:  Last 
year.]  Yes;  that  was  for  1884-5,  he 
took  it.  But  he  would  suggest  that 
some  further  information  should  be 
given  to  the  Committee  on  this  point 
—  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  state  whether  there  was  any 
other  item  in  the  Estimate  relating  to 
General  Gordon's  Mission,  and  whether 
this  was  the  only  one  to  be  put  forward 
as  the  cost  of  the  Mission.  This  legacy 
from  the  late  Government  to  the  present 
was  about  as  humiliating  as  anything 
could  possibly  be;  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  insisted  that 
before  the  Vote  was  pMsed  the  Com- 
mittee should  know  what  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  spent  on  General  Gordon's 
disastrous  undertaking — an  undertaking 
which  he  (Sir  Whittaker  Ellis)  had  no 
doubt  the  late  Qt)vemment  were  proud 
of,  but  which  he  wm  sure  the  country 
very  much  regretted — ^the  hon.  Member 
would  have  had  fair  ground  for  saying 
that  the  present  Estimates  did  not  pour- 
tray  to  the  country  the  real  charges  and 
expenses  which  it  would  have  to  pay. 
There  could  be  very  little  doubt  that  if 
this  matter  were  gone  into  it  would  be 
found  that  this  Estimate  was,  to  a  very 
large  and  serious  extent,  misleading ;  at 
any  rate,  that  the  financial  statement  on 
this  subject  was  misleading  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  He  (Sir  Whittaker  EUis) 
could  not  see  why  or  on  what  grounds 
hon.  Membiers  opposite  could  take  ex- 
ception to  the  voting  of  nM>ney  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  transactions  to  which 
they  themselves  had  been  a  party — to 
meet  liabilities  incurred  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment which  the  present  Ministry 
had  merely  taken  over  from  their  Pre- 
decessors. He  trusted  the  Committee 
would  not  allow  the  Business  of  the 
country  to  be  delayed  by  the  discussion 
of  matters  which  were  foregone  conclu- 
sions, and  over  which,  practically,  the 
Committee  had  no  control. 

The  CHANCELLOE  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that,  of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that,  so  far 
as  any  discussion  of  the  appointment 
of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  was  con- 
cerned, such  a  discussion  at  that  mo- 
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ment  would  be  premature.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  this  question 
still  under  their  consideration.  It  was, 
of  course,  probable  that  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff  would  be  appointed  to  go  on 
a  Mission  to  Egypt;  but  the  precise 
nature  of  that  Mission,  and  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  would  undertake  it,  were  still 
imder  consideration.  It  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say,  therefore,  what  sum  of 
money  might  be  required  for  the  ex- 
penses of  that  Mission.  If  the  sum  were 
a  small  one,  and  merely  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  a  special  unpaid  Mission, 
he  apprehended  that  it  might  be  brought 
forward  in  the  ordinary  Estimates  with- 
out any  Supplementary  Estimate  at  all 
being  presented.  But  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
and  other  hon.  Members,  desired  to  dis- 
cuss the  policy  of  the  appointment  of  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff  to  a  Special  Mis- 
sion in  Egypt,  that  was  another  matter. 
Such  a  question  would  be  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance ;  and,  of  course, 
it  was  one  for  which  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vemment  would  have  to  give  facilities 
for  discussion,  if  those  facilities  were  de- 
sired. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  ROGERS  would  Uke 
to  ask  a  question — namely,  whether  it 
was  likely  that  there  would  be  a  large 
charge  on  the  country  in  regard  to  this 
Mission  ?  If,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  there  would  be  no  notable 
supplementary  charge 

Thb  OHANCELLORof  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER had  not  said  that.  He  had 
stated  that  it  was  not  settled. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  it  was  not  yet  settled 
whether  or  not  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 
would  be  sent  on  the  Mission. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  not  said  so. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that, 
at  all  events,  if  the  right  hon .  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
did  go,  there  would  be  a  notable  charge, 
for  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  had  given  up  Office  in  order  to  go 
on  this  Mission.  [CriM  of  "No!"] 
Well,  he  would  not  go  into  that ;  but 
did  he  understand  that  if  the  sum  was  a 
notable  sum  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
would  put  it  into  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  of  course,  if  it  was  a  Urge 
sum  for  a  Special  Mission,  it  would  be 
brought  forward  in  the  form  of  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
say  what  he  considered  a  notable  sum  ? 
[Cries  of  *' Oh !  "]  WeU,  he  euppowed 
it  might  mean  anything  between  £20,000 
and  20,000  pence. 

Mr.  HENDERSON  called  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  to  the  case 
of  the  loss  of  the  Mary  Marks,  a  barque 
from  Liverpool,  and  in  connection  with 
which  the  owners  had  a  hand  fids  claim 
against  the  Spanish  Government,  llie 
facts  of  the  case  had  never  been  denied ; 
but  up  to  the  present  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  altogether  failed  to  get  any 
satisfaction  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment. He  mentioned  the  matter  now 
with  a  view  to  directing  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  case, 
that  he  might  bring  it  to  a  satisf  actoiy 
conclusion. 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  said,  that  the  matter  shonld 
receive  his  earnest  attention.  He  knew 
that  complaints  which  were  very  weH 
founded  were  often  made  to  the 
Spanish  Government,  and  he  knew 
also  that  the  Foreign  Office  had  veiy 
great  difficulty  in  getting  satiafactioa 
from  the  Spanish  Government.  Thii 
particular  claim  had  not  been  biongiit 
under  his  notice  since  he  had  been  im 
Office;  but  he  would  inquire  into  it» 
and,  if  possible,  make  a  repreeentatioa 
to  the  Spanish  Government. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  it  was  only  fair  that  he  should 
ask  the  Representatives  of  the  late  G^ 
vemment  if  they  could  tell  him  what 
was  the  meaning  of  the  charge  of  £  1 ,40ft 
for  a  Special  Mission  to  Teheran  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  the  noble  Locd 
the  late  Under  Secretary  of  State  fo 
Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
maurice)  was  not  in  the  House,  and  t^s 
was  not  a  matter  with  which  he  (Ur. 
Hibbert)  was  cognizant 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrmpn. 

Original  Question  put.  and  mgrmd  U 

(28.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaeetkm  pro- 
posed, 

<*That  a  sum,  not  ezoeedxng  £lai,4ti,  te 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  com^lcU  th»  «m 
neoessary  to  defray  tiie  Quurgo  vkwh  vfllcaa* 
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in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886yforthe  Expense 
of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  and  for 
other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the  Consular 
Vote." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  regretted 
very  much  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Oalne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  was  not  in  his  place,  so  that  he 
could  give  them  some  explanation  upon 
a  matter  of  much  importance  which  he 
desired  to  bring  before  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  might  have  some 
cognizance  of  the  facts  from  his  having 
held  the  same  Office  previously,  and 
might  now  be  able  to  say  whether  he 
approved  of  the  state  of  things  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Arnold)  complained.  He  had 
a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  reduce  this 
Estimate  by  the  small  sum  of  £30  on 
account  of  the  Consul  General  of  Bagdad. 
\_Luughter.'\  This  was  no  laughing 
matter.  It  was  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance. It  happened  that  the  Consul 
General  at  Bagdad  was  the  presiding 
officer  over  a  port,  the  export  and  im- 
port trade  of  which  amounted  in  value 
to  £1,000,000.  This  country  had  not  a 
Consul  General  at  Bagdad,  because  the 
present  officer  was  paid  by  the  Indian 
U^overnment ;  and  his  object  in  moving 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  was  to  transfer 
the  charge  for  the  Consul  General  of 
Bagdad  from  the  Indian  Department  to 
the  British  Department.  Hie  desire  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
be  represented  by  a  Consular  Agent  at 
Bagdad,  and  not  by  a  Consul  paid  and 
controlled  by  the  India  Office.  What 
was  the  result  of  the  existing  state  of 
things?  It  was  this  that — they  had  not 
received  a  single  Report  from  the  Consul 
General  of  Bagdad  since  1879.  That 
was  owiug  to  the  fact  that  that  officer 
was  controlled  by  the  India  Office,  and 
not  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the  gene- 
ral result  of  the  system  was  indifference 
to  the  great  commercial  interests  of  this 
country.  He  very  much  regretted  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice), 
who  might  have  been  able  to  give  some 
information  on  this  point.  It  appeared 
from  his  last  Report,  dated  1879,  that 
the  Consul  General  of  Bagdad  then  re- 
commended it  as  desiraole  that  steam 
communication  should  be  carried  fur- 
ther up  the  Tigris,  which  would  have 

YOL,  OOXCyill,    [THiaD  srkies.] 


had  the  effect  of  largely  increasing  their 
trade  with  that  part  of  the  world.  Since 
that  Report,  however,  no  further  com- 
munication had  been  received  from  the 
Consul  General.  He  was  anxious  to 
ascertain  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  therefore,  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  as  to  whether  he  con- 
sidered it  was  a  good  system  under  which 
those  Consuls  were  paid  by  the  Indian 
Government  instead  of  by  theEnglish Go- 
vernment, and  whether  he  did  not  agree 
with  him  that  it  was  the  cause  of  the 
decline  of  their  trade  with  that  part  of 
the  world  ?  This  was  in  principle  a  very 
important  matter,  and  he  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  disapproved  of 
this  system.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £30. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^Tbat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £131,465,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defmy  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Expense 
of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  and 
for  other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the  Con- 
sular Vote."— (ifr.  Arthur  Arnold.) 

The  under  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  said,  he  was  very  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  for  the  remarks  he  had  made  on 
this  subject,  because  it  was  a  very  im- 
portant subject.  He  recognized  the  im« 
portance  of  the  Reports  received  from 
their  Consular  officers,  so  much  depend- 
ing on  the  efficiency  of  their  Consular 
staff  abroad  in  regard  to  pushing  forward 
their  foreign  trade.  He  bad  always  been 
strongly  ia  favour  of  appointing  Con- 
suls wherever  there  was  any  prospect  of 
establishing  or  pushing  forward  British 
trade  abroad,  and  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  those  objects  were 
very  much  facilitated  by  the  Reports 
from  their  Consuls  abroad.  The  Con- 
sular Service  had  been  very  much  im- 
proved of  late  years,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  that  House  would  not  object  to 
increasing  the  number  of  their  Consuls 
or  increasing  their  salaries,  sti^long  as 
they  saw  as  the  result  the  prospect  of 
increasing  the  foreign  trade  of  the  cVton- 
try.  It  was  a  favourite  doctrine  of  Mr. 
Cobden's  that  such  Consular  Services 
were  of  the  greatest  value  to  this  coun- 
try. With  respect  to  the  question  which 
the  hen.  Member  had  brought  irnder 
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the  notice  of  the  Committee,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  he  had  looked  care- 
fully into  the  matter,  and  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  a  despatch  written  to  the 
Consul  General  at  Bagdad  with  a  view 
of  finding  out  why  it  was  that  no  Re- 
ports had  come  from  him  for  the  last 
six  years.  He  would  also  ask  the  Con- 
sul General,  with  respect  to  his  last 
despatch,  to  point  out  how  the  further 
development  of  their  trade  in  that  part 
of  the  world  could  best  be  achieved. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  the  cost  of  those  Consuls  should  be 
transferred  from  the  Indian  Government 
to  the  British  taxpayer.  He  denied  that 
Buoh  a  course  would  lead  to  greater  effi- 
ciency, because,  as  a  rule,  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Indian  Government  was 
very  much  more  efficiently  carried  out 
than  that  of  this  country. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  a  little  misunderstood 
him.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  officials 
appointed  by  the  Indian  Government 
were  very  efficient.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  they  excelled  for  their  diplomatic 
capacity ;  but,  as  in  this  particular  case, 
they  failed  in  their  commercial  capacity. 
After  the  satisfactory  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  moved 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £600,  in  respect 
of  an  item  which  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  hardly  attempt  to  justify, 
seeing  that  the  office  no  longer  existed. 
It  was  the  charge  for  a  Consul  at  Khar- 
toum. There  was  no  Consul  at  Khar- 
toum, at  least  he  believed  there  was  not, 
and  there  was  not  likely  to  be  one  during 
the  present  financial  year.  Therefore, 
he  desired  to  move  the  reduction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £130,895,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886,  for  the  Expense 
of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  and  for 
other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the  Consular 
Vote."— (ifr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  said,  that  in  the  absence  of  any- 
one on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
justify  the  Yote  he  must  ask  the  hon. 

Mr.  Bowrhe 


Member  to  forbear  for  the  present.    He 
was  unable  to  pve  any  explanation. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOE  remarked 
that  he  did  not  want  any  explanation 
— he  wanted  to  reduce  the  Vote.  * 

Tot  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  said,  he  did  not  put  it  forward 
as  a  fact ;  but  the  probability  was  that 
there  might  be  some  arrears  of  salary 
due  to  somebody  who  had  acted  as 
Consul  at  Khartoum. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE:  That 
would  not  be  charged  in  the  estimated 
expenditure  for  the  present  financial  year. 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  said,  it  might  come  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  year.  That  was  the  only 
explanation  that  he  oould  give. 

Mr.  MOLLOY desired  to  point  oat  that 
there  could  be  no  arrears  of  salary.  The 
late  Consul  at  Khartoum  was  Mr.  Frank 
Power,  a  distinguished  young  Irishman, 
who  was  now  dead  unfortunately.  All 
that  matter  was  now  settled  by  a  Teiy 
small  grant  which  had  been  made  to 
Mr.  Power's  sisters  of  an  annuity  of 
£50  each.  So  that  that  matter  was 
closed,  and  there  was  no  ezplaaatum. 
He  did  not  know  if  his  hon.  Friend 
thought  they  ought  to  go  to  a  diTisioa ; 
but  this  Vote  was  certainly  one  whidi 
had  been  put  down  for  an  office  whi^ 
did  not  exist.  There  was  no  poasible 
explanation  of  it. 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  or 
STATE  pointed  out  that  if  there  was 
nobody  to  be  paid  with  this  money  it 
would  be  paid  back  again  into  the  T^rea* 
sury. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that  there  was 
some  explanation  of  this  matter.  At 
the  time  the  Estimates  were  prepared 
by  the  late  Government  there  was  a 
Consul  who  was  still  alive  at  Khar- 
toum. There  might  still  be  oomething 
due  to  his  relatives,  so  that  the  Yote 
might  be  allowed  to  stand,  and  if  the 
whole  amount  was  not  required  it  would 
be  paid  back  again  into  the  Treasarr. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  said,  he 
had  e£Peoted  his  purpose  by  drawing 
attention  to  the  matter,  and  asked  lean 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrmtn. 
Original  Question  put,  and^^^W  I*. 
(29.)  £8,272,  to  comjdete  the  ram  for 
the  Slave  Trade  Services. 


(30.)  £2,025,  to  complete  the 
the  Suez  Canal  (British  Directors). 
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Sir  GE9EGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  this  was  another  question  upon 
which  they  should  have  some  infor- 
mation before  Parliament  closed.  He 
would  not  press  the  general  question  at 
present ;  but  there  was  a  special  question 
in  which  he  was  interested.  What  he 
wanted  to  ask  was  somethiDg  in  refer- 
ence to  the  position  of  Sir  Eivers  Wilson. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  Sir  Eivers 
Wilson  accepted  a  paid  office  in  a  pri- 
vate Company  in  the  City,  and  they 
on  that  side  of  the  House  thought  that 
a  public  servant  in  receipt  of  his  official 
salary  should  not  be  allowed  to  engage 
in  private  enterprizes  for  gain,  and 
he  was  obliged  to  resign.  The  other 
day  his  eye  had  come  across  the  name 
of  Sir  Eivers  Wilson  as  one  of  the  Di- 
rectors of  some  private  Company — he 
thought  an  Assurance  Company;  and 
he  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
proper  that  a  public  servant  like  Sir 
Eivers  Wilson  should  be  allowed  to  hold 
Buoh  a  position  ? 

Me.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  did  not 
see  why  a  person  connected  with  the 
Government  should  not  be  a  Trustee  of 
a  Company.  The  duty  of  a  Trustee  was 
to  look  after  the  funds,  and  to  do  his 
best  to  prevent  robbery.  He  believed 
it  was  the  custom  that  gentlemen  on 
taking  office  should  not  cease  to  be  re- 
eponsible  for  money  that  might  have 
been  collected  in  their  names;  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  thought  it 
rather  hard  that  if  the  gentleman  in 
question  were  Trustee  of  a  Company  he 
should  not  continue  to  be  so. 

SiK  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
certainly  thought  the  Committee  were 
entitled  to  receive  some  assurance  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this 
subject,  and  he  hoped  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  take  an  op- 
portunity of  looking  into  the  matter. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  something 
to  be  said  on  both  sides  of  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
STJEY  said,  he  could  not  decide  with- 
out further  information  whether  the 
Trusteeship  of  Sir  Eivers  Wilson 
was  consistent  with  the  office  he  held, 
though  he  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  it  was  not.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  would 
give  him  the  Papers  he  would  look  to  see 
what  the  duties  of  the  Trustees  were; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  express  any 


opinion  on  the  subject  without  reference 
to  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,566,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lst  day  of  March  1886,  in  aid  of  Colo- 
nial Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and 
Allowances  of  Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other 
Charges  connected  with  the  Colonies,  including 
Expenses  incurred  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders 
Protection  Act,  1876.'" 

Mb.  BEODEICK  said,  there  was  one 
question  connected  with  this  Yote  that 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The  late 
Government,  some  months  ago,  had  ad- 
vertised for  the  establishment  of  tele- 
fzrraphic  communication  with  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa ;  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  hear  whether  any  decision  had  been 
come  to  on  this  subject  ?  The  commu- 
nication would  undoubtedly  be  of  great 
value  to  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country ;  and  he  would  also  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  whether  it  would,  on  comple- 
tion, remain  in  British  hands,  and  not  in 
the  hands  of  any  Foreign  Government  ? 

Thb  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  said,  he  could  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  subject  was  then 
receiving  very  careful  consideration 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
had  also  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  late  Government,  and  two  Companies 
had  tendered  on  the  forms  of  applica- 
tion sent  out  by  them.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  considered  the  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  the  country ;  and  on 
the  same  ground  it,  of  course,  became 
a  matter  for  the  present  Adminis- 
tration to  deal  with.  The  Papers  were 
then  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
not  only  were  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment fully  alive  to  the  importance  of 
the  question,  but  they  were  also  alive 
to  the  importance  of  having  the  line  in 
English  hands. 

Mb.  L.VBOUCHEEE  said,  there  ap- 
peared on  this  Estimate  a  charge  of 
£200  for  the  minister  of  Trinity  Chapel, 
Quebec,  and  also,  under  the  head  of 
Nova  Scotia,  a  charge  of  £551  for  mis- 
sionaries of  the  Society  for  the  Propa- 
gation of  the  Gospel,  including  widows 
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of  clergy  wlio  were  in  the  service  in 
June  1834.  No  doubt  it  was  a  good 
and  excellent  thing  that  there  should  be 
missionaries  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  per- 
haps, as  some  hon.  Members  suggested, 
in  Northampton;  but  why  should  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  be  asked  to 
pay  £200  a-year  for  a  clergyman  at 
Quebec  and  £500  for  missionaries  and 
widows  of  missionaries  in  Nova  Scotia  ? 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
GcDtleman  would  be  able  to  give  a  full 
explanation  of  those  charges,  and  state 
the  reason  why  the  Committee  were 
called  upon  to  pay  them. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Stanley) 
said,  that  this,  as  the  Committee  would 
be  aware,  was  an  expiring  charge.  It 
was  part  of  the  general  arrangement 
made  between  the  Colony  and  the  Mother 
Oountiy  in  following  out  the  changes 
made  in  1832  and  1833.  It  was  then 
agreed  that  payments  to  olerp:ymen  and 
missionaries  should  be  made  by  this 
country,  and  they  had  been  since  that 
time,  of  course,  repeated  annually.  The 
Committee  would  observe  that  the  charge 
for  missionaries  and  widows  of  mission- 
aries in  Nova  Scotia  was  £300  less  this 
year  than  it  was  last  year,  and  it  would 
doubtless  not  be  long  before  it  disap- 
peared from  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
saw  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  per- 
sons who  received  this  money  were  aUve. 
It  was  50  years  since  the  charge  was 
first  made,  and  widows,  as  a  rule,  did 
not  live  50  years  longer  than  their  hus- 
bands. Certainly,  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  probable  that  anybody  in  the  ser- 
vice in  June,  1834,  could  be,  51  years 
afterwards,  alive  and  drawing  their 
pensions.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  new  to  the 
Office,  and  might  not,  of  course,  be  in 
possession  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case ; 
but  he  would  like  to  ask  him  whether  it 
had  been  ascertained  to  be  true  that 
those  persons  were  still  alive  and  re- 
ceiving this  money  for  services  done  50 
years  ago  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  said,  that  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  vouchers  for  those 
charges  came  before  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General ;  but  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  directed  his  attention  to  a 
particular  point  in  connection  with  them 
he  would  inquire  into  the  matter,  and 

i/r.  Lahoiiehsre 


should  be  happy   to  inform   the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  result. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  Report  of  the  Queensland  Commis- 
sion into  the  labour  traffic  of  the 
Western  Pacific  Islands  had  disclosed 
a  deplorable  state  of  things  to  which  ht 
trusted  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  directed.  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  were  not 
there  to  answer  on  the  subject,  and  pos- 
sibly the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  now  represented  the  Colonial 
Department  (Colonel  Stanley)  might  be 
unprepared  to  reply  upon  it ;  but  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  believed, 
knew  a  good  deal  about  the  matter,  and 
before  the  Vote  passed  he  tmsted  he 
would  be  able  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  Committee  as  to  whether  anything 
would  be  done  to  prevent  the  evil  that 
existed. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
THE  COLONIES  said,  he  believed  that 
hon.  Members  would  agree  with  re- 
spect to  this  traffic  with  the  Western 
Pacific  Islands  that  there  had  been  ia 
the  past  very  great  abuses;  and  it 
was  with  the  object  of  preventing  tbe 
recurrence  of  those  abuses  that  the 
Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act  was 
passed  in  1875.  He  had  seen,  but  o&lj 
in  a  general  form,  the  Report  to  whick 
the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  upon  this 
subject,  and  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent he  agreed  that  it  disclosed  a  stats 
of  affairs  that  was  very  grave  and  mn^ 
to  be  deplored,  yet  at  that  moment  he 
was  not  prepared  or  in  a  position  to 
answer  in  detail  as  to  whether  repre- 
sentations would  be  made  to  the  €b- 
lonial  authorities  on  the  subject.  Ha 
could,  however,  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  subject  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention  should  not  be  lost  sight 
of;  and  he  was  sure  that  that  Hows 
would  at  all  times  be  glad  to  attend  to 
any  suggestion  that  tended  to  remove 
the  evil  complained  of. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  thought  that  as  ths 
money  voted  for  widows  and  der&TiBCB 
in  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia  had  coa- 
tinned  for  51  years  there  was  no  i 
of  the  race  dying  out,  and  that  the  I 
thing  under  the  circunutancee  was  to 
stop  the  Vote.  He  believed  there  had 
been  a  want  of  careful  superviaioa  of«r 
the  payment  of  those  pensions,  and  k# 
should  therefore  move  the  rednotaoa  of 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £761. 
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could  possibly  be  produced  in  continua- 
tion of  those  already  presented  lie  would 
ask  the  lion.  Member  (Mr.  Arnold)  to 
move  for  them  in  the  usual  course,  or 
he  would  present  them  voluntarily. 
The  next  question  asked  him  was  with 
reference  to  the  diminution  of  the  Vote 
in  Aid.  He  was  happy  to  be  able  to  say 
that  there  was  a  great  probability  that 
the  Vote,  instead  of  being  increased, 
would  be  diminished.  Under  the  very 
able  administration  of  Sir  Bobert  Bid- 
dulph,  the  Governor  of  the  Island,  and 
under  the  care  of  the  Office  presided 
over,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
with  such  great  ability  by  his  (Colonel 
Stanley's)  Predecessor,  the  Vote  in  Aid 
had  been  reduced  to  what  was  now  a 
comparatively  small  sum.  He  hoped  it 
would  continue  to  diminish  annually. 
But  there  were  certain  causes  of  expen- 
diture, such,  for  instance,  as  the  expenses 
connected  with  locusts  and  other  mat- 
ters, of  very  serious  moment  indeed  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  Island,  which  must 
fluctuate.  Those  causes  were  wholly 
beyond  human  control,  and  therefore, 
in  regard  to  them,  he  must  hold  himself 
free.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Island 
should  not  continue  to  prosper,  and  to, 
he  hoped,  in  a  very  few  years  pay  its 
own  way.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed a  doubt  which  he  had  very  can- 
didly expressed  before,  and  which  he 
was  perfectly  consistent  in  expressing 
now,  as  to  what  the  future  of  the 
Island  might  be.  He  (Colonel  Stanley) 
was  not  aware  that  he  had  ever  held 
language  which  favoured  the  impression 
that  any  large  public  works  would  be- 
come necessary.  He  was  not  aware  of 
a  proposal  at  any  time  which  would  in 
the  slightest  degree  alter  the  present 
position  of  affairs  in  the  Island ;  and 
certainly  it  would  be  his  duty  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  bring  in  a 
Vote  if  any  such  proposal  were  seriously 
made.  At  the  present  time  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  such  proposal.  Whatever 
expenditure  might  be  incurred  in  Cyprus, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  incurred  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  peaceful  industry 
rather  than  warlike  operations.  That 
^as  all  the  information  he  could  give; 
but  if  he  could  answer  any  question  as 
to  details  he  should  be  very  happy  to 
do  so. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  the  Government  were  to  be  con- 
gpratulated  on  the  fact  that  the  expense 


of  Cyprus  had  been  diminished.  At 
the  same  time,  there  was  the  military 
expenditure  on  the  Island,  which  was 
defrayed  by  this  country.  Perhaps  this 
would  not  be  a  proper  moment  to  ask 
what  the  Brigade  of  Guards  was  sent  to 
Cyprus  for?  But  it  was  possible  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  Stanley)  could  tell  them  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  accommodation 
provided  for  the  Guards ;  what  was  the 
climate  in  which  they  were  stationed ; 
at  what  elevation  above  the  sea  they 
were,  and  how  they  were  housed  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  said,  he  could  not 
state  what  the  exact  accommodation 
afforded  was ;  but  he  apprehended  that 
the  Guards  would  be  camped  on  healthy 
ground  at  a  considerable  elevation. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  anyone  who  had  listened  to  the 
discussion  on  this  Vote  would  be  half 
inclined  to  imagine  that  the  condition 
of  things  in  Cyprus  was  quite  satisfac- 
tory. Now  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case.  It  was  well  known  that  a  tre- 
mendous system  of  fraud  had  been 
carried  on  in  Cyprus  for  a  long  time, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  officials, 
some  of  them  of  very  considerable  status, 
had  been  involved.  It  was  known  that 
no  reasonable  effort  was  made  to  dis- 
cover the  fraud,  or,  when  suspected,  to 
trace  the  offenders,  imtil  a  considerable 
amount  of  pressure  was  put  on  the 
officer  in  charge  from  that  House.  It 
was  not  until  the  subject  was  ventilated 
in  the  newspapers  and  Questions  were 
asked  in  Parliament  that  anything  like 
active  steps  were  taken  to  bring  the  de- 
faulters to  justice.  What  were  the  real 
facts  of  the  case?  Apparently,  the 
Colonial  authorities  required  a  sum  of 
£15,000  to  enable  the  Island  to  meet 
its  expenditure.  But  that  was  not  so. 
If  there  was  anything  like  a  proper 
administration  of  the  local  resources,  if 
there  was  anything  like  an  honest  col- 
lection of  the  land  revenue,  there  would 
be  no  necessity  at  all  for  the  authorities 
to  come  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  a 
Vote  in  aid  of  the  local  revenue.  Under 
the  Returns  given  in  the  last  Appro- 

?riation  Account,  he  found  that  the 
sland  authorities  had  in  March,  1884, 
a  balance  in  hand  of  £50,000,  and  that 
during  the  12  months  the  assets  were 
£55,000  in  excess  of  the  liabilities.  That 
being  so,  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the 
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daily  on  the  subject  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  which  ren- 
dered it  in  the  highest  sense  desirable 
that  they  should  not  enter  into  a  general 
discussion,  with  the  present  imperfect 
information  which  they  possessed,  of 
a  Vote  which  did  not  come  within  the 
ordinary  scope  of  financial  discussion. 
Therefore,  on  the  whole,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  and  he  had  no  doubt  his  hon. 
Friend  would  make  an  arrangement  for 
the  postponement  of  the  Vote.  He 
thought  it  perfectly  fair  that  there 
should  be  some  discussion  upon  the 
Vote,  and  he  felt  that  he  could  not  pro- 
perly ask  the  Committee  to  proceed  with 
it  on  that  occasion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Original  Motion  be  with- 
drawn."— {Sir  Renry  Holland.") 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  on 
that  Question  he  would  ask  whether  the 
Government  would  be  willing  to  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  the  Vote  in  aid 
of  the  Revenue  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus? 
An  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  since  been 
appointed  as  a  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  given  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
and  that  Notice  had  been  removed  from 
the  Paper.  Hon.  Members  who  would 
have  supported  the  Motion  were,  in  con- 
sequence, placed  in  a  difficulty  &om  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  con- 
sent to  the  postponement  of  the  Vote  in 
aid  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  was  unable  to  postpone 
that  Vote. 

Motion  agreed  to.. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(32.)  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Subsidies  to  Eastern  and  South 
African  Telegraph  Company. 

(33.)  £15,000,  Cyprus  Grant  in  Aid. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
had  to  thank  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  for  the  courtesy  shown  to 
the  Committee  in  postponing  the  Vote 
for  South  Africa  and  St.  Helena.  He 
would  now  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 

Colonel  Stanley 


lant  Gentleman  whether  he  had  any  far- 
ther information  to  give  to  the  Com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the   reported 
Revenue  frauds  in  Cyprus?  That  matter 
had  already  been  the  subject  of  a  Ques- 
tion in  the  House,  and  he  would  be  glad 
if  any  further  information  could  be  com- 
municated.   With  reference  to  the  sub- 
sidy of  £15,000  in  aid  of  the  Revenues 
of  the  Island,  by  the  action  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Relative  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Colonies  the  subsidy  had  been  already 
reduced   from  £90,000  to  the   preaent 
amount,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Vote 
would  soon   disappear  from  the   Esti- 
mates altogether.     Could  the  right  boa. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  hold   out   any 
expectation  of  a  further  reduction  of  the 
grant,  and  of  its  disappearance  within  a 
short  time  ?    He  confessed  to  a  certain 
feeling  of  apprehension  on  the  part  ctf 
his  hon.  Friends  and  himself  that,  the 
Island  having  reverted  to  thoee  whom 
he  might  call  its  original  proprietors, 
there  might  be  an  increased  expendi- 
ture   on    account    of   Cyprus — ^indeed, 
they  had  heard  of  Estimates  reaching  to 
£1,000,000  being  in  existence  for  public 
works  there.     Therefore,  he  desired  to 
ask  the   right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman,  with    reference    to  what    thf" 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
properly  called   "  this  useless  Island," 
whether  he  would  undertake  not  to  go 
to  any  expense  for  public    works  in 
connection  with  it  before  he  had   ob- 
tained the  sanction  of  the  House  to  the 
undertakiug  of  such  works  ? 

Thk  SECRETARY  op  STATE  joe 
THE  COLONIES  said,  the  hon,  G«i- 
tleman  had  spoken  very  courteously, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  answer  in  the 
same  manner.  As  to  the  Revenue 
frauds,  he  thought  the  Parliamentary 
Paper  which  was  presented  on  the  sab- 
ject  some  time  ago  practically  repre- 
sented all  the  information  which  had 
reached  him,  or  which  could  be  given. 
There  was,  indeed,  an  inquiry  in  regard 
to  the  extent  of  the  defalcations,  and  a 
despatch  on  the  subject  had  been  sent  to 
the  Governor.  As  the  despatch  could  noC 
yet  have  reached  its  destination  it  wodd 
hardly  be  proper  that  he  ehonld  an- 
nounce its  contents  to  the  House.  Then 
was,  however,  no  reason  to  suppose  tkss 
the  system  of  fraud  had  be^  at  all 
widespread  or  general.  If  there  werv 
any  other  Papers  on  the  subject  whiih 
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could  possibly  be  produced  in  continua- 
tion of  those  already  presented  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Arnold)  to 
move  for  them  in  the  usual  course,  or 
he  would  present  them  voluntarily. 
The  next  question  asked  him  was  with 
reference  to  the  diminution  of  the  Vote 
in  Aid.  He  was  happy  to  be  able  to  say 
that  there  was  a  great  probability  that 
the  Vote,  instead  of  being  increased, 
would  be  diminished.  Under  the  very 
able  administration  of  Sir  Robert  Bid- 
dulph,  the  Governor  of  the  Island,  and 
under  the  care  of  the  Office  presided 
over,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
with  such  great  ability  by  his  (Colonel 
Stanley's)  Predecessor,  the  Vote  in  Aid 
had  been  reduced  to  what  was  now  a 
comparatively  small  sum.  He  hoped  it 
would  continue  to  diminish  annually. 
But  there  were  certain  causes  of  expen- 
diture, such,  for  instance,  as  the  expenses 
connected  with  locusts  and  other  mat- 
ters, of  very  serious  moment  indeed  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  Island,  which  must 
fluctuate.  Those  causes  were  wholly 
beyond  human  control,  and  therefore, 
in  regard  to  them,  he  must  hold  himself 
free.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Island 
should  not  continue  to  prosper,  and  to, 
he  hoped,  in  a  very  few  years  pay  its 
own  way.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed a  doubt  which  he  had  very  can- 
didly expressed  before,  and  which  he 
was  perfectly  consistent  in  expressing 
now,  as  to  what  the  future  of  the 
Island  might  be.  He  (Colonel  Stanley) 
was  not  aware  that  he  had  ever  held 
language  which  favoured  the  impression 
that  any  large  public  works  would  be- 
come necessary.  He  was  not  aware  of 
a  proposal  at  any  time  which  would  in 
the  slightest  degree  alter  the  present 
position  of  affairs  in  the  Island ;  and 
certainly  it  would  be  his  duty  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  bring  in  a 
Vote  if  any  such  proposal  were  seriously 
made.  At  the  present  time  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  such  proposal.  Whatever 
expenditure  might  be  incurred  in  Cyprus, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  incurred  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  peaceful  industry 
rather  than  warlike  operations.  That 
was  all  the  information  he  could  give ; 
but  if  he  could  answer  any  question  as 
to  details  he  should  be  very  happy  to 
do  so. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  the  Government  were  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  fact  that  the  expense 


of  Cyprus  had  been  diminished.  At 
the  same  time,  there  was  the  military 
expenditure  on  the  Island,  which  was 
defrayed  by  this  country.  Perhaps  this 
would  not  be  a  proper  moment  to  ask 
what  the  Brigade  of  Guards  was  sent  to 
Cyprus  for?  But  it  was  possible  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  Stanley)  could  tell  them  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  accommodation 
provided  for  the  Guards ;  what  was  the 
climate  in  which  they  were  stationed ; 
at  what  elevation  above  the  sea  they 
were,  and  how  they  were  housed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  said,  he  could  not 
state  what  the  exact  accommodation 
afforded  was ;  but  he  apprehended  that 
the  Guards  would  be  camped  on  healthy 
ground  at  a  considerable  elevation. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CpNNOR  said, 
that  anyone  who  had  listened  to  the 
discussion  on  this  Vote  would  be  half 
inclined  to  imagine  that  the  condition 
of  things  in  Cyprus  was  quite  satisfac- 
tory. Now  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case.  It  was  well  known  that  a  tre- 
mendous system  of  fraud  had  been 
carried  on  in  Cyprus  for  a  long  time, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  officials, 
some  of  them  of  very  considerable  status  ^ 
had  been  involved.  It  was  known  that 
no  reasonable  effort  was  made  to  dis- 
cover the  fraud,  or,  when  suspected,  to 
trace  the  offenders,  imtil  a  considerable 
amount  of  pressure  was  put  on  the 
officer  in  charge  from  that  House.  It 
was  not  until  the  subject  was  ventilated 
in  the  newspapers  and  Questions  were 
asked  in  Parliament  that  anything  like 
active  steps  were  taken  to  bring  the  de- 
faulters to  justice.  What  were  the  real 
facts  of  the  case?  Apparently,  the 
Colonial  authorities  required  a  sum  of 
£15,000  to  enable  the  Island  to  meet 
its  expenditure.  But  that  was  not  so. 
If  there  was  anything  like  a  proper 
administration  of  the  local  resources,  if 
there  was  anything  like  an  honest  col- 
lection of  the  land  revenue,  there  would 
be  no  necessity  at  all  for  the  authorities 
to  come  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  a 
Vote  in  aid  of  the  local  revenue.  Under 
the  Returns  given  in  the  last  Appro- 
priation Account,  he  found  that  the 
Island  authorities  had  in  March,  1884, 
a  balance  in  hand  of  £50,000,  and  that 
during  the  12  months  the  assets  were 
£55,000  in  excess  of  the  liabilities.  That 
being  so,  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the 
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Island  authorities  were  not  in  need  of 
this  Vote  at  all.  If  they  were  told  that 
they  must  meet  their  local  expenditure 
out  of  the  local  resources,  and  punish 
severely  those  who  were  proved  to  have 
been  defaulters,  there  would  be  no  need 
at  all  to  come  to  the  House  of  Commons 
for  assistance.  He  regretted  that  the 
present  Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Gorst) 
was  not  able  to  move  the  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice.  That  was  only  another 
illustration  of  the  danger  one  incurred 
by  trusting  to  anybody  else  to  oppose  a 
Vote  which  he  thought  ought  to  be  im- 
pugned. If  he  had  imagined  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  Solicitor  General  would 
not  have  been  in  his  place  to  have 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  he 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  have  been 
prepared  to  move  the  reduction.  He 
could  only  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  had  not  had  the  courage  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  division.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Colonel 
Stanley)  could  tell  the  Committee  what 
was  the  present  position  of  Mr.  Le 
Starkie,  the  head  official  connected  with 
the  collection  of  the  land  revenue,  and 
the  man  who  was  in  charge  of  all  the 
subordinates  who  were  implicated  in 
the  frauds  ?  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  tell  the  Com- 
mittee why  it  was  that  Mr.  Le  Starkie 
had  escaped  scot  free;  whether  there 
was  any  reason  why  he  should  be 
screened  ?  He  was  told  that  Mr.  Le 
Starkie  was  informed  that,  at  any  rate, 
he  was  suspected,  and  that  he  then 
wanted  to  resign ;  but  that  a  message 
was  sent  to  the  Inland  to  the  effect  that 
he  was  not  to  be  allowed  to  resign.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  had  Mr.  Le  Starkie 
tendered  his  resignation,  and  had  the 
Colonial  authorities  directed  the  Go- 
vernor to  refuse  to  accept  the  resigna- 
tion ?  If  so,  what  was  the  position  of 
Mr.  Le  Starkie  at  the  present  time  ? 

The  SECEETAKY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  said,  that  he  would 
rather  not,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
anticipate  the  information,  which  had 
not  yet  reached  the  Governor's  hands. 
The  Papers  of  which  he  had  spoken 
would,  he  believed,  show  all  that  could 
be  shown  about  the  matter.  He  might 
say,  however,  that  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  after  very  careful  examina- 

Mr.  Arthur  G*  Connor 


tion,  that  there  was  nothing  to  support 
a  criminal  charge  against  Mr.  Le 
Starkie. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR:  Has  he 
tendered  his  resignation  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  ixm 
THE  COLONIES  said,  that  Mr.  L§ 
Starkie  did  tender  his  resignation  to  lui 
(Colonel  Stanley's)  Predecessor.  There 
was  nothing,  however,  to  sustain  a 
criminal  charge.  On  the  present  occa> 
sion  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  would  rather 
not  say  more  on  the  subject  Care  wae 
now  being  taken  to  prevent  fraud  and 
to  improve  the  valuation,  which  wis 
certainly  a  step  in  advance.  Other  im- 
provements were  being  effected  which 
would  tend  to  a  more  rapid  collectioa 
of  revenue.  That  was  all  he  could  eey 
now. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
Mr.  Le  Starkie  had  furnished  any 
security  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  op  STATE  k>i 
THE  COLONIES  could  not  say;  but  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  him  on  the  subject  at  eome 
future  time  he  would  make  the  neoee- 
sary  inquiries. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrmi. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

EAST  INDIA  LOAN  (£10,000,000) 

BILL.— [Bill  109.] 

(Sir  Arthur  Otway^  Mr.  CkanctUor  of  ih* 

Eithequer^  Mr,  Kynastfin  CVoct.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTO  the 
Chair." 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
hoped  that  before  the  Speaker  left  the 
Chairthoy  would  hear  some  general  state- 
ment, at  least,  with  regard  to  the  oes  t) 
which  the  borrowed  money  was  to  be  p«t 
by  the  Indian  Government.  It  was  now  a 
considerable  time  since  the  Bill  was  lass 
before  the  House.  A  good  deal  of  ii* 
formation  had  come  from  India,  aod  a 
good  deal  had  happened  since  that  time. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken,  it  had  not  beeft 
made  very  clear  to  what  pnipose  t^ 
borrowed  money  was  to  be  devoteil 
He  understood  that  at  present  then 
was  considerable  borrowing  power  is 
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the  hands  of  the  Indian  Government ; 
that  the  £10,000,000  for  which  this  Bill 
provided  was  in  addition  to  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  which  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  power  under  previous  Acts  to 
borrow.     There  were  a  great  many  mat- 
ters to  which  it  might  be  necessary  to 
apply  the  whole  or  part  of  the  money. 
Of  course,  he  could  not  expect  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  to  pledge  himself 
in  detail  as  to  the  use  to  which  those  funds 
would  be  put ;  but  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  a  position  to  tell  them  in 
very  general  terms  to  what  it  was  neces- 
sary to  devote  the  borrowed  money.  He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  believed  the  pri- 
mary object  of  those  borrowing  powers 
was  to  make  railways  of  a  commercial 
and  profitable  character.    He  was  some- 
what afraid  that  in  consequence  of  the 
construction  placed  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  on  this  subject, 
some  railways  of  a  non-paying  character 
might  be  made  under  the  guise  of  com- 
mercial railways.     He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  see   that  the  money  was 
spent  on  paying,  and  not  on  non-paying, 
railways.      It  was  well  known  that  in 
consequence  of  recent  circumstances  a 
good  many  non-paying  railways  were  to 
be  on  the  frontier.    Perhaps  they  might 
learn  that  the  noble  Lord  was  prepared 
to  adopt,  in  a  great  degree,  the  plan  of 
the  late  Government ;  and  it  might  be 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  in  a  position  to 
give  them  some  fresh  information  with 
regard  to  the  probable  expenditure  upon 
the  frontier    railways.      In   **  another 
place  "  the  country  had  been  informed 
that  night  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended   to   take  the  most  de- 
cided measures  to  put  the  frontier  of 
India  in  a  proper  defensive  state.    Such 
measures  were  very  expensive,  and  he 
thought  it  very  probable  that  a  con- 
siderable part  of  this  loan  would  be  de- 
voted to  the  meeting  of  the  expenses 
of  the  works  contemplated.     He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  tell  the 
House  to  what  extent  he  thought  it 
likely  the  Government  would  be  com- 
mitted with  regard  to  the  expenses  of 
the  proposed  defences.    A  large  sum  of 
money  had  been  spent  by  the  Indian 
Government,  and  also   by  the  British 
Government,  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
bappy  differences  which    lately     arose 
with  Kussia.     A  considerable  time  had 
now   passed,  and  ho  hoped  the  noble 


Lord  would  be  able  to  tell  them  some- 
thing more  than  was  told  them  when 
last  this  Bill  was  before  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  probable  cost  of  the 
recent  extraordinary  military  prepara> 
tions.  They  were  at  one  time  led  to 
hope  that  the  original  estimate,  which 
he  thought  was  somewhere  about 
£3,000,000,  might  be  diminished  on 
account  of  savings  of  one  kind  or  an- 
other. He  was  sorry  to  see  a  paragraph 
in  the  Indian  papers  to  the  effect  that 
the  preparations  would  cost  as  much  as 
£4,000,000.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  tell  them  whether  that  estimate 
was  justified  or  not.  There  was  another 
very  important  view  of  the  matter  on 
which  the  late  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Mr.  Cross)  was  not  able  to 
enlighten  them,  and  on  which  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord  could 
give  them  any  information  —  namely, 
how  the  money  was  to  be  got.  On  a 
former  occasion  he  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Government  would  think  it 
their  duty  to  provide  the  means  whereby 
the  Indian  Bevenue  would  be  able  in  a 
few  years  to  pay  off  the  extraordinary 
expenses  which  had  been  and  were 
being  incurred  upon  defensive  projects. 
He  noticed  in  the  Indian  papers  a  good 
deal  about  the  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture. He  was  always  in  favour  of  eco- 
nomy, and  he  should  like  to  see  a  re- 
duction of  expenditure.  But  there  was 
one  means  of  reducing  expenditure, 
which  he  did  not  think  was  at  all  wise 
and  prudent,  and  that  was  the  stopping 
of  public  works.  He  thought  the  per- 
manent military  expenditure  must  be 
increased ;  but  he  should  regret  if  it 
were  to  be  met  by  the  stoppage  of 
public  works.  To  carry  on  public  works 
at  a  great  pace  one  year,  and  to  stop 
them  another  year,  was  anything  but  an 
economical  proceeding.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  tell  the 
House  that  the  Government  of  India 
hoped  to  meet  the  extraordinary  mili- 
tary preparations  in  some  other  way 
than  by  the  stoppage  of  public  works. 

Me.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  did  not  approve  of  this  Bill 
being  brought  in  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. He  looked  upon  the  proposal 
contained  in  the  Bill  as  one  of  the  most 
serious  proposals  affecting  the  finance  of 
India  which  had  ever  come  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  assured  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secrctarv  of  State  'Lord 
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Randolph  Churchill)  that  the  more  he 
looked  into  Indian  finance,  as  left  by 
his  Predecessor,  the  less  he  would  like 
it,  for  he  would  find  that  it  presented 
almost  insuperable  difficulties.  What 
were  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
late  Government  brought  this  Bill  be- 
fore the  House?  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  Sir 
Auckland  Colvin,  in  his  Budget  State- 
ment, estimated  that  there  would  be  a 
small  surplus  on  the  Indian  Bevenue. 
Since  that  time  much  had  happened. 
Within  the  space  of  three  months 
£4,000,000  had  been  spent  on  military 
preparations,  and  it  was  necessary  the 
House  should  know  how  that  sum  of 
money  was  to  be  met.  How  was  India 
to  recoup  itself  for  this  enormous  ad- 
ditional expenditure?  Was  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  tell  them  that  night 
that  out  of  the  £10,000,000  which  it 
was  proposed  to  raise  in  this  country 
the  ordinary  Kevenue  of  India  was  to  be 
recouped  to  the  extent  of  £4,000,000  ? 
Was  any  of  that  amount  to  be  repaid  by 
extra  taxation,  or  by  means  of  the  dimi- 
nution of  expenditure,  or  was  the  whole 
of  it  to  come  out  of  money  to  be  raised 
by  this  Bill  ?  During  the  present  finan- 
cial year.  India  had  raised  £3,500,000 
for  extraordinary  public  works.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  House  was  now 
asked  to  sanction  a  loan  of  £10,000,000, 
all  of  which,  if  this  Bill  was  passed, 
would  be  raised  during  the  present 
financial  year.  He  could  not  imagine  a 
worse  state  of  finance  for  India  than 
this — that  they  could  not  pay  their 
ordinary  ways  and  means,  but  were 
oblisred  to  go  into  the  Money  Market 
to  enable  them  to  do  so.  And  it  must 
be  remembered  that  owing  to  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  a  considerable 
permanent  additional  charge  would  be 
put  on  the  Revenues  of  India.  Let  them 
hope  that  it  would  not  be  so  much  as 
£4,000,000  a-year;  but,  considering  the 
effect  of  their  policy  in  India,  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  Army  and  development 
of  the  defences  of  the  country,  which 
would  be  to  impose  a  large  permanent 
additional  charge  upon  the  Native  tax- 
payer, he  would  ask  how  it  was  to  be 
met  ?  He  had  seen  it  stated  that  the 
extraordinary  military  and  fortification 
expenses  would  amount  to  about 
£2,000,000  a-year.  That  was  an  enor- 
mous burden,  and  how,  he  asked,  was 
it  to  be  met  ?    There  was  one  method 

Mr.  Onslow 


of  retrenchment  which  would  enable 
them  to  meet  increased  expenditure — 
they  might  refrain  from  going  on  lo 
fast  with  their  public  works  and  rail- 
ways. That  seemed  to  him  the  only 
solution  for  the  difficulty.  Some  such 
measure  would  have  to  be  adopted,  for 
they  clearly  could  not  go  on,  year  after 
year,  in  the  present  way  with  their 
Indian  finance.  Then  the  policy  of 
Russia,  at  the  present  moment,  was  to 
make  a  railway  to  Sarakhs,  and  the 
more  she  pushed  towards  the  frontier 
of  Afghanistan  the  greater  would  b«» 
our  expenditure  in  India.  This  whole 
question  would  have  to  be  thoroughly 
considered;  in  fact,  one  of  the  fint 
things  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  should  do  was  to  go  tho- 
roughly into  the  finances  of  India  and 
into  the  question  of  the  Home  Charges. 
If,  owing  to  the  policy  of  Russia,  in- 
creased expenditure  was  from  time  to 
time  imperatively  necessary  in  India, 
they  could  not  go  on,  year  by  year, 
borrowing  enormous  sums  of  money.  In 
1869  there  was  a  particular  claase  put 
into  a  Bill  to  the  effect  that  the  money 
to  be  raised  was  only  to  be  for  railways, 
military  and  commercial.  There  wm 
no  clause  at  all  to  that  effect  in  thf 
present  Bill,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  whole  of  the  £10,000,000  asked 
for  by  the  Indian  Government  was  to 
meet  the  ordinary  ways  and  means  of  rU 
finance.  If  the  noble  Lord  coold  statt 
that  the  money  was  to  be  spent  in  de- 
veloping the  railway  system,  and  on 
the  defences  of  the  country,  it  would  U- 
more  satisfactory ;  but  he  (Mr.  Onslo* 
believed  that  the  money  was  not  to  b« 
expended  in  that  way  at  all,  but  wa«  t* 
defray  ordinary  military  charges  whirk 
he  contended,  ought  to  be  met  out  of  tht 
ordinary  taxation,  and  come  oat  of  th* 
ways  and  means  of  Indian  finance.  Tlwt 
must  remember  that  Indian  finance  w 
in  a  very  precarious  position  indeed.  If 
anything  was  to  happen  to  Abdnrrahsm 
— and  it  was  reported  that  hia  h«altk 
was  not  in  a  very  sound  state — Xhgn 
would  very  probably  be  a  revolatiao  ia 
Afghanistan,  and  Russia  might  daim  * 
voice  in  the  nomination  of  the  fata:* 
Euler  of  that  country.  That  dsia 
England  would  probably  be  di5p-^*rd 
to  resist,  and  the  result  might  be  that 
fresh  burdens  would  have  to  be  tlirova 
upon  the  Indian  Exchequer.  What  t# 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  noble  LoH 
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and  the  Oommitfcee   and  to  emphasize 
was  this — that  it  was    impossible  for 
them  to  go  on  expending  large  sums  of 
borrowed  money  on  public    works  in 
India — on  the  development  of  extensive 
systems  of  commercial  and  military  rail- 
ways, and  on  great  irrigation  schemes — 
and,  at  the  same  time,  goon  paying  large 
sums  of  money  in  the  shape  of  interest 
on  money  borrowed  for  fortifications  and 
frontier  defence.     That  would  be  asking 
India  to  do  a  great  deal  too  much,  for 
her  finances  would  never  bear  the  enor- 
mous strain.     How  long  was  India  to  go 
on  borrowing  money  in  that  way  ?   They 
might  have  another  Bill  next  year  to  en- 
ablelndia  to  borrow  another  £10,000,000 
at  3  or  4  per  cent.     How  much  would 
be  spent  in  the  current  year,  and  would 
the  money  be  spent  to  meet  the  ordinary 
charges  of  the   year,   or   on  what  he 
might  call  extraordinary  military  ope- 
rations; or  were  those  military  opera- 
tions to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  general 
taxation  ?    It  was  said  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  the  Viceroy  had  sent 
round  to  all  the  Local  Governments  of 
India  urg^n^z:  them  to  curtail  as  much 
as  possible  their  expenditure.    He  was 
aware  that  that  had  been  done — such  a 
step  had    been    taken    on  a    previous 
occasion.     The  Local  Governments  had 
been  implored  to  curtail  their  expendi- 
ture on  public  works,  their  civil  expen- 
diture, and    so    on.     No   doubt,   some 
little  good  might    be  effected  by  that 
means  ;  but  it  was  not  possible  ior  the 
Local  Governments  to  curtail  their  ex- 
penditure to  any  appreciable  extent.   He 
did  not  blame  the  Viceroy  for  the  action 
he  had  taken  ;  but  after  all,  if  the  Local 
Governments  saved    as  much  as  they 
oould,  it  would  only  be  a  few  thousands 
of  pounds,  and  what  was  that  when  they 
had  to   deal  with  millions?     Did  the 
Viceroy  intend    to    ask    the  people  of 
India  for  additional  taxation  in  order  to 
meet  additional  expenditure,  or  was  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  asked  to  pass 
this  sum  as  a  loan  to  India,  knowing 
that  subsequent  extraordinary  require- 
ments would   have  to   be   met   in  the 
same  way?     He   (Mr.   Onslow)  could 
assure    the    noble  Lord  he  had  never 
spoken  in  regard  to  Indian  matters  in 
any  Party  spirit ;  but  he  did  say  that 
Indian  finance  at  the  present  time  was 
in   a  very  precarious  position  indeed, 
and  that  it  would  be  soon  seen  that  it 
was  impossible  to  raise  the  increasing 


Revenue  rendered  necessary  by  such 
Bills  as  the  present  by  extra  taxation. 
When  the  British  public  came  to  see 
that  every  farthing  of  these  loans  would 
have  to  be  borrowed  in  this  country  his 
firm  belief  was  that  they  would  cease  to 
have  confidence  in  such  investments,  and 
that  India  would  consequently  be  unable 
to  borrow  any  money  at  all.  The  ques- 
tion was  important  not  only  to  India,  but 
to  this  coimtry ;  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  take  into 
consideration  the  precise  state  of  Indian 
finance,  which  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord — knowing  some  little  about 
Indian  affairs — was  in  about  as  bad  a 
condition  as  it  was  possible  for  it  to  be 
in. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  had  not 
expected  the  Bill  to  come  on,  and,  there- 
fore, was  not  prepared  to  say  all  he 
might  have  wished.  He  only  desired 
now  to  observe  that  as  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  became  inti- 
mate with  the  affairs  of  the  India  Office 
he  would  see  a  great  deal  that  it  was 
desirable  to  reform  in  many  ways. 
While  desirous  of  saying  nothing  against 
the  Indian  Council,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  in  its  case  the  proverb 
held  good  that  "  too  many  cooks  spoil 
the  broth."  No  doubt,  the  Indian 
Council  was  composed  of  men  of  high 
character  and  high  standing  in  regard 
to  commercial  matters  as  well  as  per- 
sonally. He  thought,  however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  find  in  connection 
with  these  matters  a  great  deal  capable 
of  improvement.  With  regard  to  the 
loan  which  had  been  recently  issued,  he 
believed  it  had  been  issued  at  too  low  a 
rate.  It  was  difficult  to  understand  why 
it  had  been  issued  at  8o,  whilst  corre- 
sponding transactions  were  quoted  at 
89,  and  90.  The  loan  had  been  issued 
at  a  rate  much  below  the  ordinary 
credit  of  India.  He  could  well  for  the 
moment  venture  to  criticize  these  matters 
in  connection  with  the  administration  of 
the  noble  Lord,  seeing  that  he  had  so 
recently  taken  Office,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  for  one  to  make  himself 
familiar  with  these  important  opera- 
tions in  such  a  short  time.  The  late 
Government  had  had  an  offer  of  93J^ 
for  the  first  £3,000,000  of  Three  per 
Cents.  The  loan,  however,  had  been 
sold  at  something  like  94^.  The  con- 
dition of  things  changed  in  the  India 
Office  as  in  every  oth^r  Office,  and  the 
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India  Office  must  guide  themselves  hy 
tlie  circumstances  of  the  hour.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  deferred  the  issue  of  the  loan  ; 
but  that  was  a  matter  he  would  not 
enter  into.  He  might  say,  however, 
with  reference  not  only  to  the  India 
Office,  but  to  all  the  Departments  of 
the  Government,  that  the  authorities  who 
had  the  control  of  them  did  not  very 
often  act  as  private  individuals  or  private 
houses  would  act  in  reference  to  these 
transactions.  It  had  been  stated — he 
did  not  know  on  what  authority — that 
this  last  issue,  part  of  the  £10,000,000, 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  all  the 
requirements  arising  out  of  the  Eeport 
of  the  Select  Committee,  and  that  no 
more  would  be  required  next  year. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  able  to  say  whether  or 
not  that  was  so.  The  Committee  had 
had  in  view  the  expenditure  of  this 
£  10,000,000  on  the  building  of  railways, 
which  were  so  important  to  the  interests 
of  India.  He  knew  that  £10,000,000 
could  not  be  expended  in  a  moment; 
but  he  should  like  to  ask  if  the  state- 
ment had  been  put  forward  on  authority 
that  no  more  than  the  amount  issued 
would  be  required  for  some  time  to  come  ? 
He  hoped  that  was  not  correct,  for  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  more  rapidly  money 
was  spent  in  India,  as  elsewhere,  the 
better  it  would  be  for  the  country.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to 
give  them  some  information  on  those 
subjects. 

The  SECKETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
said,  he  should  confine  himself  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  itself,  and  should  not 
mix  them  up  with  what  properly  be- 
longed to  the  Financial  Statement  of  the 
year,  as  he  had  been  rather  invited  to  do 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow).  Ue  should 
like  to  refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston) 
with  regard  to  the  loan  which  had  been 
put  before  the  public  a  short  time  ago. 
The  hon.  Member  complained  that  the 
loan  was  issued  at  85,  and  that  the  price 
of  the  Stock — Three  per  Cent  Stock — 
was  somewhat  higher.  His  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill's)  own  belief  was  that 
the  ordinary  Stock  was  at  88  at  the  time 
the  loan  was  issued ;  but  on  that  point  he 
could  only  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  85 

Mr.  Puleston 


was  the  minimum  at  which  the  loan  was 
issued,  and  that  it  did  not  follow  that  it 
would  not  be  taken  up  on  much  better 
terms.  The  whole  of  the  details  of  the 
loan  were  the  subject  of  very  anxioiis 
consideration  by  the  authorities  on  In- 
dian finance,  in  consultation  with  the 
highest  authorities  in  the  City  ;  and  their 
determination — the  result  of  their  con- 
sultation— had  been  the  fixing  of  the 
minimum  price  of  the  new  loan  at  8o 
That  being  so,  he  thought  that  in  all 
probability  the  course  the  financial 
authorities  had  adopted  was  a  prudent 
one ;  and  he  did  not  think  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  be  justified  in  departiiiK 
from  their  advice,  guiding  himself!,  <^ 
course,  by  suggestions  which  mi^ht  be 
made  by  hon.  Members  in  Committee  of 
that  House.  That  loan  having  been 
alluded  to,  it  would  be,  perhaps,  better 
to  state  exactly  what  the  loan  was.  He 
believed  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
change  of  Government  causing  great 
delay  in  the  transaction  of  Public 
Business,  this  loan,  in  all  probabilitT, 
would  not  have  been  issued  until  the 
East  India  Loan  Bill  had  passed  the 
House ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  not 
necessarily  connected  with  that  BilL  Of 
that  loan  it  was  intended,  under  the 
Financial  Statement  of  the  year,  to  de- 
vote to  public  works  out  of  borroved 
money  350  lakhs  of  rupees ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  had  in  hand,  or  avail- 
able from  various  sources,  to  the  extent 
of  68  lakhs,  so  that  it  was  only  necesnry 
at  that  time  to  borrow  282  lakhs.  Thst 
loan,  owing  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
time,  could  not  have  been  raised  in  India* 
and  it  was  thought  proper  to  call  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  reduce  his  draw- 
ings by  borrowing  in  London  a  warn 
equivalent  to  282  lakhs  of  rupees.  That 
had  been  the  intention;  but,  as  boa. 
Members  knew,  subsequently  there  can* 
the  great  complications  on  the  frontifr, 
complications  which  were  recognized  »» 
so  serious  by  the  Government  of  the  day 
in  that  House  and  by  the  Qovernment  cif 
the  day  in  India  that  very  large  militarr 
expenditure  was  resolved  upon.  Thai 
being  so,  having  payments  to  make  for 
military  purposes,  such  as  the  accumala- 
tion  of  stores  at  Quetta,  the  drawing  vi 
the  Secretary  of  State  were  still  £iuth«r 
reduced  by  two  crores  of  rupees^  aid 
that  made  the  sum  required  £?,aO0,0OiX 
That  was  the  sum  it  would  have  h^m 
necessary  to  borrow  in  I^ndon  if  it  lui 
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not  boen  that  the  Budget  had  provided 
large  balances  to  be  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Government  in  March,  1886,  in  order 
that  the  Four  per  Cent  Transfer  Loan 
might  be  paid  off.  The  Government 
thought  that  in  order  that  they  might 
not  have  to  borrow  £3,800,000  they 
might  postpone  the  provision  for  paying 
off  that  loan  and  utilize  the  balances, 
contenting  themselves  with  borrowing 
£3,600,000.  As  to  the  rate  of  interest, 
the  question  was  whether  the  loan  should 
be  issued  at  3^  per  cent  or  3  per  cent. 
That  question  was  considered  by  the 
late  Government  and  their  financial 
Advisers;  and  it  was  thought  better 
in  the  first  place,  for  the  credit  of 
India,  as  the  Indian  Government  had 
already  borrowed  money  at  3  per  cent, 
to  continue  to  borrow  at  that  rate, 
though,  perhaps,  the  actual  rate  of 
issue  was  not  quite  so  favourable  as  3} 
would  have  been.  It  was  supposed  that 
the  Three  per  Cent  India  Stock  being 
now  on  the  Market  in  very  small  quan- 
tities it  might  be  advisable  to  increase 
the  quantity  of  that  Stock.  Very  few 
transactions  had  taken  place  in  it,  and  it 
was  thought  desirable  to  increase  the 
quantity,  so  that  more  transactions  in  it 
might  take  place.  It  had  not  been  a 
very  popular  Stock,  and  the  Indian  Go- 
yemment  had  very  properly  decided  that 
it  would  be  well  to  endeavour  to  make  it 
so.  The  loan  would  be  applied,  in  the 
first  place,  as  to  about  £2.500,000,  to 
railway  purposes — purposes  which  were 
undoubtedly  contemplated  under  the 
East  India  Loan  Bill — and,  as  to  about 
£1,000,000,  to  other  public  works,  such 
as  Army  charges  and  the  exigencies  of 
local  government.  The  Secretary  of 
State  had  the  power  of  borrowing 
£7,000,000  in  London  without  coming 
to  Parliament  at  all;  but  that  should 
properly  be  described  as  a  kind  of 
reserve  power  of  borrowing  in  order  to 
provide  for  any  sudden  emergency,  such 
as  war  or  famine,  or  circumstances  which 
it  was  difficult  to  define,  which  might 
arise,  and  necessitate  an  immediate  de- 
mand on  a  public  fund.  This  loan  now 
issued  would  undoubtedly  obviate  the 
necessity  for  any  further  sum  being 
raised  this  year  under  the  East  India 
Loan  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  power  to  borrow  £7,000,000 
for  sudden  emergencies.  It  was  not  ad- 
visable that  the  power  of  the  Secretary 


of  State  in  Council  to  borrow  should  be 
limited  to  £3,800,000;  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  best  authorities,  was  rather 
too  low  a  balance  of  borrowing  power. 
The  Government,  therefore,  proposed  to 
press  this  Bill  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House,  because  it  was  a  measure  based 
upon  a  settled  and  deliberate  policy 
which  had  been  recommended  home  by 
the  Government  of  India,  and  looked 
upon  rather  shyly  by  the  India  Office, 
and  in  consequence  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House.  That  Com- 
mittee undoubtedly  approved  of  the 
main  lines  of  the  proposal,  and  they  re- 
commended that  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways might  be  advantageously  pursued 
with  gpreater  activity  than  in  the  past, 
and  that  money  for  the  construction 
should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
borrowed,  whether  in  London  or  in 
India.  The  Select  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  be  made  the  responsible  judge 
of  the  amounts  that  should  be  borrowed, 
and  as  to  whether  they  should  be  bor- 
rowed in  India  or  in  London.  Thus,  in 
pressing  the  Bill  forward,  the  Govern- 
ment were  acting  on  the  deliberate  re- 
commendation of  the  Select  Committee 
which  had  considered  and  reported  on 
the  question  placed  before  it— namely, 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  of  India 
to  construct  something  like  4,000  miles 
of  railways.  He  would  not  weary  the 
House  with  details ;  in  fact,  he  should 
not  have  gone  into  the  subject  so  fully 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  Members  for  Kirkcaldy  and 
Guildford,  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  had  gone  into 
it  with  the  utmost  clearness  the  other 
day.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy would  be  satisfied,  he  would 
strongly  advise  him,  without  prolonging 
this  discussion,  to  turn  to  The  Times 
report  of  the  22nd  of  May,  where  he 
would  find  the  whole  of  the  arguments 
in  support  of  this  Bill  set  out  in  a  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  in  such 
a  manner  as  he  was  sure  would  convince 
him  of  the  soundness  of  the  policy  of 
the  Indian  Government.  However,  he 
(Lord  Kandolph  Churchill)  would  just 
point  out  that,  under  this  Bill,  the 
scheme  of  the  Indian  Government  to 
construct  4,000  miles  of  railways  was 
practically  ratified,  power  being  given 
for  the  borrowing  of  the  amount  of 
money  necessary  for    the  work.     But 
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there  was  a  farther  scheme  incladed 
within  the  Bill,  and  one  which  was  not 
before  the  Select  Committee,  but  which 
was  recommended  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment jast  about  the  time  that  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  came 
out — namely,  the  scheme  for  the  con- 
struction of  frontier  lines  which  it  was 
universaUy  admitted  were  necessary  for 
the  security  of  their  Indian  Empire. 
Power  was  taken  to  borrow  £5,000,000 
for  the  construction  of  those  lines.  The 
Secretary  of  State  would  not  be  justified 
in  assenting  to  large  schemes  of  railway 
construction,  the  progress  of  which  must 
occupy  some  years,  unless  he  was  rea- 
sonably assured  that  those  schemes 
would  be  completed  with  fair  rapidity. 
It  was  necessary  that  there  should  be 
some  guarantee  that  the  means  would 
be  at  hand  for  the  diligent  execution 
of  the  works,  and  that  was  why  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  asked  for 
power  to  spend  a  sum  of  £10,000,000 
over  a  period  of  four  years.  Well, 
he  did  not  know  that  he  could  give 
any  further  information  to  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  contents  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  might,  perhaps,  allude  to  one 
or  two  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  who  had  asked  for 
further  information  as  to  what  had  been 
done  since  the  Bill  was  first  introduced. 
He  could  not  give  any  figures  on  that 
point  that  would  satisfy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, for  to  attempt  to  do  so  would  be  to 
anticipate  the  figures  of  the  Indian 
Budget,  and  would  be  somewhat  mislead- 
ing. He  thought  from  what  he  had 
seen  that  day  that  considerable  eco- 
nomies had  been  effected  in  several  De- 
fartments  of  the  Local  Government  of 
ndia,  he  thought  something  like 
£200,000  since  the  recent  military  neces- 
sities came  upon  them ;  but  he  did  not 
know  that  there  had  been  any  attempt 
at  curtailment  in  the  direction  of  public 
works.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  took  a  very 
gloomy  view  of  the  finances  of  India, 
and  warned  them  that  those  large  expen- 
ditures could  not  go  on  from  year  to 
year,  and  that  the  finances  of  India  were 
in  a  very  precarious  condition.  He  could 
not  at  the  present  moment  say  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  right  or  wrong ; 
but  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  when  a 
country  could  put  a  large  loan  of 
£10,000,000  at    3  per   cent   upon  the 
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Market  with  a  very  fair  proffpect  of 
negotiating  it,  it  did  not  look  as  if  its 
finances  were  in  a  precarious  stala.  Tke 
hon.  Member  had  also  said  thmt  tbey 
might  go  on,  year  aftor  year,  passinic 
£10,000,000  Loan  Bills;  bathe  would 
point  out  that  that  sum  was  asked  for 
now  in  order  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
coming  to  Parliament  again  next  year. 
He  thought  that  if  the  House  passed 
this  Bill  they  would  not  come  before 
them  again  next  year.  None  of  this 
money  would  be  spent  this  year.  In  all 
probability  none  of  the  money  raised 
under  this  Bill  would  be  drawn  untfl 
next  year.  He  trusted  that  if  be  had 
not  satisfied  the  House  by  the  ezplaaa- 
tions  he  had  given  that  they  would  grant 
him  their  indulgence  in  view  of  the  vety 
short  time  he  had  been  in  the  India 
Office. 

Mb.  J.  K.  CBOSS  said,  there  was  oae 
subject  which  he  would  like  to  mentioa 
to  the  House,  and  which  had  not  beea 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
course  of  the  very  able  exposition  of  tfas 
Bill  which  he  had  put  forward*  There 
appeared  to  be  some  little  misapprehss- 
sion  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  and  he  de- 
sired to  point  out  that  it  would  not  have 
been  necessary  for  the  Indian  Gorem- 
ment  to  come  to  the  House  of  Commoas 
for  permission  to  borrow  money  if  it 
had  been  determined  that  this  loan,  as 
former  loans,  should  be  raised  in  India. 
Had  this  plan  been  followed,  tins 
Bill  would  never  have  come  before  the 
House  of  Commons  at  all.  It  was  only 
because  it  was  recommended  by  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Oooi* 
mens  as  being  more  economical  to 
borrow  in  England  that  the  Secretarv  of 
State  had  thought  it  advisable  to  adopt 
that  course,  and  it  was  only  in  ccmss 
quence  of  that  that  it  was  necessary  to 
come  to  that  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  appeared 
greatly  alarmed  at  the  state  of  the  la- 
dian  finances,  and  referred  to  oon- 
stant  deficits;  but  if  he  looked  at  ths 
accounts  for  the  last  13  years  he  wtmld 
find  that  although  there  had  been  two 
wars,  three  famines,  and  a  large  earn 
spent  in  public  works,  there  had  been  aa 
excess  oi  Eevenue  over  £xpenditBrs 
of  £828,000,  besides  £4,500,000  bebif 
laid  aside  as  an  insurance  against  funiaa. 
Durine  those  13  years  there  had  besa 
expended  on  account  of  famine,  ex- 
change, and  war,  £58,800,000 ;  oa  tbs 
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constraotioQ  of  railway  and  irrigation 
works,  £9»400,000,  and  on  assignment 
to  provincial  balances  of  £1,600,000, 
making  a  total  expenditure,  from  Be- 
venue,  of  an  exceptional  character,  if  they 
oould  call  exchange  exceptional  expendi- 
ture, of  £69,800,000.  If  they  took  the 
figures  for  the  four  years  ending  1884. 
they  would  find  that  there  had  been  ex- 
pended on  railways  £14,450,000,  and  on 
irrigation  works  £4,660,000,  making  a 
total  of  £19,110,000.  Of  this  sum 
£11,130,000  had  been  borrowed,  so  that 
that  proved  that  they  had  spent  no  less 
a  sum  than  £7,980,000  out  of  Eevenue 
and  balances  in  four  years.  Therefore  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford 
(Mr.  Onslow)  would  not  have  much 
need  for  fear  about  the  finances  of  India 
at  the  present  time.  He  did  not  think, 
with  regard  to  the  Loan  Bill,  the  second 
reading  of  which  was  moved  by  him- 
self, thiat  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
give  any  further  explanation.  The 
Iioan  Bill  of  £10,000,000,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Guildford  referred, 
was,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  pointed  out, 
intended  to  extend  over  three  years  at 
least,  and  it  was  also  intended  that  not 
more  than  £3,500,000  should  be  bor- 
rowed annually  in  England,  and  that 
would  be  expended  almost  entirely  on 
public  works.  He  was  very  much  obliged 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston)  for  pointing 
out  that  85  would  be  a  very  low  figuVe 
at  which  to  issue  the  loan.  But  85  was 
not  the  fig^e  at  which  it  was  to  be 
issued  ;  that  was  only  the  minimum  at 
which  it  could  be  issued.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber knew  very  well  that  in  such  cases 
when  the  loan  was  issued  more  than 
the^minimum  was  often  obtained. 

Mr.  PULESTON  contended  that 
putting  the  minimum  so  low  had  the 
effect  of  bringing  down  the  Market  to  a 
much  lower  figure  than  it  would  be  if 
the  minimum  were  higher. 

Mb.  J.  K.  OBOSS  said,  that  was  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  was  not  agreed 
to  by  some  of  the  very  highest  financial 
authorities  in  the  country.  He  had 
tried  to  explain  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  loan  was  determined  upon, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  further  ex- 
planation was  necessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 


Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (As  to  payment  of  principal 
and  interest  on  debentures). 

Mr.  WARTON  said  he  would  like  to 
ask  one  question.  In  this  clause  there 
was  not  a  provision  in  regard  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  exercising 
a  discretionary  power  in  respect  to  the 
rate  of  interest  on  debentures,  while  in 
Clause  6  such  a  discretionary  power  was 
expressly  provided  for  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  understood  that  Clause  4  was 
copied  from  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1879, 
which^had  been  very  carefully  considered 
by  the  House  at  the  time.  Clause  6  was 
also  copied,  word  for  word,  from  the 
Act  of  1879.  He  presumed  that  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  been  fully  considered  on 
that  occasion,  and  it  was  thought  best 
to  put  the  matter  as  it  stood  now. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  to  14,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Clause  15  omitted. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT 
BILL.-[BiLL  26.] 
(Mr.   Waughf  Mr.  Oeorg§  Soward,   Mr.  Staf- 
ford  Howard,  Mr.  Ainsworth,  Mr.  Fergueon,) 
COMMITTEE.      [ProgreMM  15  th  June.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  puleston  said,  he  was  not 
opposed  to  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
aMiough  as  they  involved  several  very 
important  questions,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  they  could  not  be  adequately  dis- 
cussed at  that  hour.  He  should,  there- 
fore, move  that  Progress  be  reported  ; 
and  he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Waugh)  would  take  this  in  all 
sincerity,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  was  really  with  him  on  most  parts  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  PuleeUm.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thundag. 
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LONDON  LIVERY  COMPANIES  BILL. 
MOTION  FOE  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  respecting  the  Livery  Com- 
panies of  the  City  of  London." — {Sir  Charles  W, 
Dilke.) 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
said,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
Low  it  was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  at 
that  time  in  the  morning.  He  certainly 
oould  not  allow  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  pass  without  strongly 
protesting  against  the  introduction  of 
the  measure. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  persist  in  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill  after  he  had  seen  its  provisions. 
He  might,  on  examination,  find  it  to  be 
more  acceptable  than  he  at  first  ima- 
gined; and  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  the  Motion 
to  pass. 

Me.  PULESTON  said,  that,  unfor- 
tunately, the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad 
given  no  intimation  either  in  that  House 
or  elsewhere  as  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  and  he  did  not  think  that,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  courtesy,  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  assent  to  the 
Motion  for  its  introduction.  No  one  was 
more  courteous  in  his  dealings  with  hon. 
Members  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet ; 
but  they  did  not  think  it  perfectly  fair 
that  they  should  be  expected  on  the 
grounds  of  courtesy  alone  to  ag^ee  to 
his  Motion,  and  he  should  accordingly 
feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the  House  upon 
the  question. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
should  be  quite  ready  to  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Members  by  putting  off  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  until  a  day 
which  would  give  time  for  its  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  it  seemed  to  be 
the  wish  of  almost  everyone  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  that  Session ;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston)  would 
divide  the  House  against  the  Motion  for 
its  introduction.  There  was  good  reason 
to  think  that  it  was  not  the  innocent 
Bill  which  it  mi^ht  s^em  to  bo  from  the 


remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
Government  had  been  occnpied  in  (ret- 
ting rid  of  a  number  of  uselees  BQIs 
which  encumbered  the  Order  Book ;  and 
with  all  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net he  did  not  consider  that  the  time  for 
thrusting  on  the  House  a  Bill  that 
attacked  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London,  which  would  certainly  give  rise 
to  much  controversy. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  he  would  take  care  that  the 
Bill  came  forward  for  consideration  at  a 
more  opportune  moment  he  would  mora 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mo^iii  made,  and  Question  propoeed. 
"Thtffthe  Debate  be  now  adjouraed.** 
— (Mr.  Illingworth.) 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  that  the  effect 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  would  be  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  forward,  and  that  was  not  the  object 
which  he  had  in  view.  He  and  his  hoa. 
Friends,  amongst  them  the  Lord  Mayor, 
were  diametrically  opposed  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  bound  to  acquiesce  in  the 
bringing  in  of  measures  the  spirit  of 
which,  although  the  provisions  had  aol 
been  described,  had  been  made  abna- 
dantly  clear  to  them  by  the  eloqn^it 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
repeated  that  they  were  altogether  op- 
posed to  the  BilL 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said,  he  hoped  there  would 
be  no  opposition  to  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  BaroDcC 
opposite,  who  had  stated  that  he  would 
defer  the  second  reading  for  a  fortni^ 
— or,  in  other  words,  that  hon.  Gentlt- 
men  opposed  to  the  Bill  would  have  a 
proper  opportunity  of  considering  ia 
provisions.  He  trusted  that  the  Hoqm 
would,  at  all  events,  allow  the  Bill  to  h« 
brought  in  in  accordance  with  the  alnotf 
universal  practice. 

Mr.  puleston  said,  he  did  ant 
quite  agree  with  the  remark  of  the  rigk 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  it  was  ths 
almost  universal  practice  of  the  Hoose  ts 
admit  Bills  of  the  kind  as  a  D^atter  of 
course ;  yet,  after  the  appeal  mad#  t» 
him,  he  was  disposed  to  defer  his  oppo«- 
tion  to  the  measure  to  another  tinM. 

Question  put,  and  wyaltPw^ 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke   and  Mr.   George 

BUSSSLL. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  210.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 

Tuesday^  7th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Ji>«/  Reading— 
Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment* 
(162). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Friendly  Societies  Act 
(1876)  Amendment  *  (128). 

Heport  —  Gas  and  Water  ProTisional  Orders 
(No.  2)»  (136);  Water  Provisional  Orders* 
(137);  Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
1>*  (149);  Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Orders  Onfirmation  (Birmingham, 
&c.)»  (80). 

Third  Reading -^Commonn  Regulation  (Ashdown 
Forest)  Provisional  Order  •  (141j ;  Commons 
Regulation  (Drumburgh)  Provisional  Order* 
(142);  Commons  Inclosure  (Llanybyther) 
Provisional  Order  *  (143) ;  Local  Government 
(Gas)  Provisional  Orders*  (144);  Local  Go- 
vernment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (La- 
bourers Act)  (No.  4)  •  (146) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  • 
(J46) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  6)  •(162). 

NEW  PEERS. 

Edward  Charles  Baring,  Esquire, 
having  been  ci^ated  Baron  Revelstoke 
of  Membland  in  the  County  of  Devon — 
Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

The  Bight  Honourable  Sir  Eobert 
Porrett  Collier,  Knight,  a  Member  of 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  having  been  created  Baron 
Monkswell  of  Monkswell  in  the  county 
of  Devon — Was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

Sir  Balph  Eobert  Wheeler  Lingen, 
K.C.B.,  having  been  created  Baron 
Lingen  of  Lingen  in  the  county  of  Here- 
ford— ^Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

REGENTS  CANAL,   CITY,  AND  DOCKS 

RAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

VOL-  COXCJVin.    [third  sbeies.] 


Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. ' ' 

The  Earl  of  EAVENSWOETH,  in 
rising  to  move  that  in  respect  of  this 
Bill  the  Standing  Order  No.  128  be  sus- 
pended, said,  at  the  outset  he  desired  to 
state  clearly  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
call  in  question  the  value  of  that  Stand- 
ing Order.  He  believed,  indeed,  that  it 
contained  a  most  salutary  principle,  and 
that  it  was  a  considerable  check  on  reck- 
less railway  speculation.  It  had  been 
in  operation  for  36  years,  and  had  been 
of  great  benefit  to  the  country.  He 
wished,  however,  in  passing  to  observe 
that  it  was  not  quite  equal  in  its  opera- 
tion as  between  the  old  Companies  and 
the  new  Companies  that  desired  to  raise 
funds.  All  he  intended  to  do  by  his 
present  Motion  was  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  take  an  exceptional  view  of  the 
scheme  contained  in  the  Bill  now  before 
their  Lordships,  and  he  urged  that  ex- 
ception on  the  ground  of  the  vast 
interests,  national,  commercial,  social, 
and  financial,  which  were  involved  in 
it.  The  total  share  capital  under  the 
borrowing  powers  conferred  by  the 
Act  of  1883  was,  in  round  numbers, 
£10,500,000,  which  showed  the  great- 
ness of  the  financial  interests  concerned. 
As  a  national  and  commercial  under- 
taking the  railway  would  be  of  vast 
importance;  and  it  was  also  a  very 
large  scheme  of  Metropolitan  improve- 
ment. On  these  two  grounds  he  thought 
it  was  justifiable  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  take  an  exceptional  view  in 
regard  to  the  prohibition  contained  in 
the  Standing  Order  No.  128.  This  Bill 
was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  on  the  Ist  of  May,  in  spite  of 
a  strenuous  opposition,  the  second  read- 
ing was  earned  by  187  votes  against 
117.  It  then  received  a  searching  in- 
vestigation at  the  hands  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, which  reported  unanimously  in 
favour  of  it.  He  now  wished  to  describe 
the  unsatisfactory  position  arising  from 
a  discrepancy  in  the  procedure  of  the 
two  Houses  in  the  matter  of  the  prohi- 
bition of  the  payment  of  interest  out  of 
capital.  At  the  instance  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  the  other  House 
amended  its  Standing  Order  No.  167 
relating  to  this  question  by  adding  these 
words : — 

*'And  except  such  interest,  if  any,  as  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  may,  according  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  think  fit  to  aiUow," 
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So  important  was  this  alteration  that 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table  felt  it  his 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  that  House 
to  it  on  June  26,  1883.  A  debate  en- 
sued, and  the  noble  Earl  ended  by 
moving  to  alter  the  Standing  Order 
of  their  Lordships'  House.  That  Mo- 
tion was  negatived,  and  an  Amend- 
ment moved  by  a  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Auckland)  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  inexpedient  to  modify  the  Standing 
Order  was  withdrawn.  The  result  was 
that  the  question  remained  in  statu  quo, 
and  he  thought  that  was  rather  an  in- 
convenient position  for  so  important  a 
question  to  remain  in.  He  would  now 
state  why  he  thought  this  great  national 
scheme  was  entitled  to  be  dealt  with  ex- 
ceptionally. The  proposed  line  would 
follow  almost  exactly  the  present  course 
of  the  Eegent*s  Canal,  with  one  or  two 
divergencies  at  the  City  end.  It  would 
be,  in  fact,  a  continuation  of  the  Great 
Western  Railway  as  far  as  the  Victoria 
and  Albert  Docks,  and  the  Midland  and 
the  Great  Northern  Railways  would 
also  obtain  direct  access  to  those  docks. 
Those  docks  contained  an  area  of  192 
acres  and  had  40  miles  of  railway  siding 
and  tramway  lines,  while  they  afforded 
accommodation  in  1881  for  6,367  ships, 
having  a  total  tonnage  of  2,569,000  tons. 
This  accommodation  was  increasing  and 
improving  every  day.  One  very  im- 
portant advantage  that  would  result 
from  this  scheme  would  be  that  the 
Welsh  smokeless  steam  coal  would  be 
brought  to  the  steamers  without  tran- 
shipment, whereby  great  loss  by  break- 
age would  be  prevented,  and  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Mercantile  Navy  would  be 
largely  increased.  The  scheme  would 
also  involve  a  cheap  railway  service  for 
the  working  men,  who  would  be  con- 
veyed at  the  rate  of  one  farthing  per 
mile — one  penny  for  four  miles  from  the 
East  and  North  of  London  Westward, 
where  there  were  many  admirable  sites 
for  the  erection  of  workmen's  dwell- 
ings. The  line,  in  consequence  of  its 
proximity  to  the  Canal,  could  be  con- 
structed at  a  comparatively  cheap  rate, 
and  it  would  interfere  in  a  very  slight 
degree  with  house  property,  streets,  or 
roadways,  or  with  the  mysterious  under- 
ground system  of  gas  mains,  sewers, 
and  water  pipes.  The  strongest  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Bill  was  that  there 
was  practicaUy  no  opposition  to  it.  Peti- 
tions having  been  signed  in  its  favour 

The  Earl  of  Eavenstvorth 


by  representatives  of  a  population  of 
1,092,148.  He  had  taken  up  this  as  s 
national  and  a  commercial  question,  and 
he  appealed  to  their  Lordships  not  to 
allow  artificial  barriers  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  carrying  on  such  a  scheme  as 
this.  It  might  be  asked,  why  could  not 
the  ptomoters  ffnd  the  money?  The 
answer  simply  was,  because  they  could 
not.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  his  Motion. 

Moved,  "That  Standing  Order  No, 
128  (which  prohibits  the  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital)  be  dispensed 
with."— .(7%d  £arl  of  Bavcmworik,) 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  he  murt 
make  an  earnest  appeal  in  opposition  to 
the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Esii 
of  Ravensworth),  and  he  hoped  that  i^ 
peal  would  be  the  more  forcible  beoanse 
it  should  be  conveyed  to  their  Lordships 
in  a  few  sentences.  His  noble  Friend 
desired  to  suspend  a  Standing  Order 
which  had  been  framed  and  supported 
by  a  great  a  weight  of  authority  for  one 
special  object — namely,  to  secure,  as  far 
as  possible,  that  commercial  undertak- 
ings of  this  kind  should  be  conducted 
upon  sound  financial  principles.  What 
his  noble  Friend  and  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  wished  was  this — that  if 
an  undertaking  was  estimated  to  cost 
£80,000,  Parliament  should  be  asked 
to  sanction  the  raising,  not  of  £80«000» 
but  of  £100,000,  in  order  that  the  odd 
£20,000  might  be  paid  back  to  the  sub- 
scribers in  the  shape  of  interest  during 
the  time  of  construction.  But,  surdj, 
it  was  far  better  for  those  subecribets 
that  their  £20,000  should  remain  ia 
their  pockets  from  the  first,  instead  of 
being  paid  back  to  them  in  driblets  ss 
interest,  and  the  fair,  open  way  was  to 
ask  only  for  the  £80,000  which  the 
work  would  actually  require.  Thos 
was  one  sure  test  of  the  necessity  of  the 
proposed  alteration — namely,  had  legiti- 
mate enterprize  been  retarded  or  p»- 
vented  in  consequence  of  the  existiBf 
Standing  Order  ?  Certainly  not.  Dot- 
ing the  last  40  years  the  capital  spent  upon 
railroads  had  risen  from  £200,000,000 
to  £750,000,000,  and  during  the  last  10 
years  there  had  been  an  average  inn^ 
sum  of  from  £18,000,000  to  £20,O0Q«0M 
expended  upon  railway  constructioiu  It 
was  dear,  therefore,  that  there  was  aoC 
the  necessity  for  altering  their  Bait. 
His  (Lord  Braboume's)  ncUe  Ftimi 
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bad  dwelt  at  length  upon  the  import- 
ance of  the  proposed  scheme.  But  the 
more  important  it  was,  the  more  national 
its  object,  the  more  certain  was  it  that 
it  would  attract  th^  notice  of  the  invest- 
ing public;  and  if  the  promoters  had 
been  unable  to  obtain  their  money,  it 
must  be  because  investors — who  could 
scrutinize  these  matters  more  closely 
than  their  Lordships  could  do  in  debate 
— saw  something  faulty  or  doubtful  in 
the  scheme,  or  distrusted  its  manage- 
ment. He  (Lord  Braboume)  spoke  of 
investors  who  were  able  to  look  into 
and  understand  these  matters ;  but  there 
were  a  large  class  of  investors  who  came 
within  a  different  category,  and  who 
would  be  attracted  by  the  assurance  of 
4  or  5  per  cent  during  construction,  and 
could  not  understand  the  unusual  finance 
by  which  that  would  be  paid  out  of  their 
own  money.  It  was  for  the  protection 
of  this  class  that  the  Standmg  Order 
operated,  and  it  was  universally  ad- 
mitted to  be  based  upon  a  sound  and 
salutary  principle.  His  noble  Friend 
spoke  of  old  lines  being  placed  by  the 
law  under  more  favourable  conditions 
than  new  lines  for  raising  capital.  But 
ought  it  not  to  be  so?  Was  it  not 
reasonable  that  an  old  line,  which  had 
established  itself,  was  in  working  order, 
and  had  conferred  benefit  upon  the 
public,  should  be  allowed  facilities 
which  it  might  not  be  well  to  give  to 
a  new  line  which  had  not  yet  proved 
that  it  was  required  to  satisfy  a  public 
want,  and  might  turn  out  to  be  alto- 
gether a  failure  ?  He  (Lord  Braboume) 
would  not  speak  of  competing  lines,  or 
the  injustice  to  them  of  allowing  greater 
facilities  to  their  new  rival.  He  took 
his  stand  upon  the  general  principle  of 
the  Standing  Order ;  and  as  to  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  Bules  of  the  two 
Houses,  if  it  was  necessary  to  change, 
let  that  change  be  effected  by  legisla- 
tion introduced  by  the  authority  of  the 
Gt>vemment,  and  not  by  making  a  par- 
ticular exception  in  a  particular  case. 
He  had  promised  to  be  brief,  and  he 
would  keep  his  word ;  but  this  he  must 
say — if  their  Lordships  agreed  to  this 
Motion,  it  might  indeed  be  that  they 
would  encourage  enterprize ;  but  what 
kind  of  enterprize  would  it  be  ?  Not  that 
legitimate  enterprize  which  flourished 
under  the  existing  system,  and  did  not 
require  the  fostering  hand  of  their  Lord- 
ships, or  any  other  body,  but  an  enter- 


prize produced  by  clever  ODgineers, 
crafty  contractors,  and  professional  pro- 
moters, who  were  checked  by  this  Stand- 
ing Order.  Their  Lordships  would  give 
an  impulse  to  bubble  Companies  and 
insecure  (peculations,  and  would  strike 
a  blow  at  a  sound  financial  principle, 
which  it  was  most  desirable  to  uphold 
in  the  interests  of  sound  commercial 
enterprize. 

The  Earl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
held  that  if  the  general  Standing  Order 
was  right,  and,  as  he  believed,  it  rested 
on  a  sound  principle,  it  ought  not  to  be 
dispensed  with  in  this  case,  for  no  spe- 
cial reason  had  been  shown  for  any  such 
exception.  The  noble  Earl  had  not  rested 
his  case  upon  any  special  and  peculiar 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  in  this  un- 
dertaking, or  upon  any  particular  public 
advantage  which  was  to  be  gained  by 
relieving  it  from  those  difficulties.  The 
argument  was  that  this  was  an  under- 
taking of  national  importance,  and  had 
only  to  be  considered  for  people  to  see 
how  valuable  it  was,  and  that  at  the 
present  time  people  did  not  like  to  lock 
up  their  capital  for  four  or  five  years 
without  receiving  interest  for  it.  These 
might  be  very  good  reasons  why  the 
undertaking  should  be  sanctioned  on 
equal  terms  with  other  undertakings, 
and  also  why  it  should  receive  the  sup- 
port of  the  investing  public ;  but  they 
were  not  arguments  in  support  of  the 
application  that  the  measure  should  be 
treated  in  an  exceptional  manner.  It 
might  be  inconvenient  that  there  should 
be  one  Bule  in  that  House  and  another 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  But 
what  was  now  proposed  was  not  the  way 
to  remedy  that  inconvenience.  Let  one 
House  alter  its  Eules,  or,  by  a  conference 
between  the  Houses  or  by  general  legis- 
lation, some  approach  might  be  made 
towards  that  uniformity  of  procedure 
which  might  be  wished  for.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  present  proposal  as  a  mere 
delusion. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (The  Duke  of  Eicmf  okd  and 
Gobdon)  observed,  that  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  with  a  provision  that  interest 
should  be  paid  out  of  capital,  and  after 
some  discussion  the  subject  of  paying 
interest  out  of  capital  was  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  That  Com- 
mittee had  reported  that  the  prohi- 
bition which   existed    was   financially 
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sound  in  principle,  and  acted  as  a  pro- 
tection to  the  public,  but  that  there 
were  special  cases  in  which  payment  out 
of  interest  ought  to  be  allowed.  They 
accordingly  recommended  that,  subject 
to  certain  limits  of  time  and  rate  of 
interest,  a  Bill  should  be  passed  to 
carry  out  their  recommendations.  This, 
however,  had  not  commended  itself  to 
the  Government  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  the  matter  remained 
subject  to  the  Standing  Order.  On  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  in  the  other 
House,  the  then  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  supported  the  Bill,  and  its 
second  reading  had  been  carried  by  a 
majority  of  1 87  to  1 1 7.  One  of  the  spe- 
cial objects  contemplated  by  those  who 
had  supported  this  Bill  was  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  Metropolis  it  would  find  employ- 
ment for  a  considerable  time  for  a  great 
portion  of  those  who  were  now  in- a  very 
depressed  condition  from  want  of  labour. 
He  had  looked  into  all  the  matters 
relating  to  this  proposal  of  the  noble 
Earl,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  views  taken  by  his  Predecessor 
on  the  subject  were  correct,  and  that 
their  Lordships  ought  to  give  this  mea- 
sure a  second  reading. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
that  no  special  circumstances  had  been 
shown  [in  this  case  which  justified  the 
suspension  of  what  was  generally  re- 
garded as  a  salutary  Standing  Order. 
A  large  amount  of  extraneous  matter 
had  been  introduced  into  the  discussion, 
but  nothing  had  been  said  in  connection 
with  this  Bill  which  ought  to  lead  their 
Lordships  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Order.  During  the  three  years  since 
this  Bill  had  been  passed  no  attempt 
had  been  made  to  raise  the  capital  in 
the  ordinary  way,  and  he  thought  that  it 
was  au  extraordinary  thing  that  they 
should  be  asked  to  give  the  promoters 
of  this  undertaking  such  unusual  assist- 
ance as  was  now  suggested.  He  had  no 
wish  that  their  Standing  Orders  should 
be  quoted  throughout  the  country  as  in- 
terfering with  the  possibility  of  relieving 
distress ;  but  he  could  see  no  cause  that 
had  as  yet  been  shown  strong  enough 
to  justify  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Order,  and  he  would  feel  bound  to  vote 
against  the  proposal. 

Thk  Maequess  of  SALISBUEY 
said,  that  this  was  no  Party  ques- 
tion ;    but    it   was    one    upon    which 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 


he  was  imable  to  take  the  same  view 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Bramwell),  although  that 
was  probably  the  view  of  the  majority 
of  the  House.  He  confessed  that  he 
viewed  with  some  alarm  the  tendency 
to  make  their  Standing  Orders  unalter- 
able as  the  laws  of  the  Modes  and  Per- 
sians, which  never  must  be  touched  no 
matter  how  much  industry  might  be 
arrested  or  how  much  misery  might  be 
caused.  This  matter  had  been  carefullj 
considered  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment; and,  although  he  was  not  dis- 
posed unduly  to  exalt  the  authority  o£ 
the  other  House  above  that  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  thought  that  no 
one  would  deny  that  it  was  in  that 
House  that  they  would  find  men  who 
were  most  conversant  with  trade,  eom- 
merce,  and  financial  matters,  and  if 
they,  after  a  considerable  eontrorerij 
upon  the  matter,  had  by  a  large  majoiiij 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  that  ^stea 
should  no  longer  be  allowed  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  industry  of  this  coun- 
try, were  they  not  in  their  Lorddtips* 
House  taking  a  rather  large  responsi- 
bility upon  themselves  in  saying  froa 
their  own  knowledge  that  this  partiealsr 
Eule  was  an  absolute  necessity  in  ord« 
to  protect  legitimate  industry?  There 
was  no  doubt  that  this  Eule  discouraged 
the  employment  of  capital,  and  that  bat 
for  its  existence  work  would  go  on  whidi 
it  now  stopped.  The  Standing  Order 
must  justify  itself.  It  was  supposed  to 
protect  foolish  investors,  and  to  prercot 
persons  from  investing  in  any  enterpiin 
which  would  not  yield  them  a  good  in« 
terest  on  their  money.  If  he  were  aalnd 
which  of  two  things  he  would  chooes, 
whether  he  would  refuse  to  protect  in- 
vestors from  the  result  of  their  own  in- 
caution,  and  set  up  an  obstacle  to  ths 
expenditure  of  capital  in  order  that  men 
might  be  able  to  invest  their  mon«y 
without  inquiring  into  the  real  chane- 
ter  of  the  enterprize  in  which  they  placed 
it,  or  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  be 
would  incur  the  inconvenience  of  stop- 
ping  the  expenditure  of  money  in  sap- 
port  of  labour  at  a  time  of  extreme  and 
almost  unprecedented  calamity  and  dis- 
tress, he  confessed  that  he  woold  imk 
that  the  consciousness  that  he  was  5»- 
taininga  Standing  Order  of  their  Lord- 
ships'House  would  be  no  satisfartioa  ts 
him  when  he  reflected  that  by  doing  •• 
he  was  preventing  many  an  hoaest  i 
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from  getting  his  livinjr.  He  would  go 
a  step  further.  He  did  not  believe  in 
the  system  of  protecting  the  foolish  in- 
vestor at  all.  In  his  opinion,  all  of  their 
Standing  Order  legislation  erred  griev- 
ously in  that  direction.  It  was  the 
business  of  investors  to  protect  them- 
selves, and  to  examine  for  themselves 
the  soundness  of  the  enterprizes  in  which 
they  embarked.  If  they  failed  to  do  so 
they  were  generally  in  a  condition  of 
life  in  which  they  might  fairly  be  ex- 
pected to  take  the  consequences.  It  was 
wholly  unreasonable  to  provide  securities 
for  investors  at  the  cost  of  stopping  the 
flow  of  that  capital  by  which  alone  the 
life  and  prosperity  of  industry  could  be 
maintained.  It  was  a  general  error  in 
the  Standing  Orders  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  that  they  had  bound  industry 
up  too  tight  in  order  that  improvident 
and  careless  investors  should  be  pro- 
tected. It  might  be  said  thaf;,  whatever 
the  General  Eule  might  be,  it  ought  not 
to  be  relaxed  in  any  case  when  the  Eule 
itself  had  not  yet  been  taken  up  for  the 
purpose  of  alteration.  He  believed  that 
the  General  Eule  ought  to  be  altered;  but 
why  should  they  wait  until  the  formality 
and  technicality  of  alteration  were  ob- 
served ?  A  great  obstacle  was  opposed 
by  the  Eule  to  the  action  of  enterprize 
and  industry,  and  he  believed  they 
would  do  wisely  in  dispensing  with  it 
unless  they  thought  it  should  be  main- 
tained, and  that  it  ought  to  be  main- 
tained against  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Oommons,  in  which  all  the  special 
knowledge  on  this  subject  existed. 
Unless  their  Lordships  were  of  opinion 
that  the  Eule  should  be  permanently 
upheld,  he  thought  they  would  do  wisely 
by  dispensing  with  a  mere  technicality 
for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  industry 
and  relieving  the  depression  which  ex- 
isted in  a  particular  place.  The  Eule 
was  not  only  bad  in  itself,  but  it  dealt 
very  hardly  with  this  particular  case. 
For  two  or  three  years  past  he  had  been 
informed  that  the  capital  for  this  enter- 
prize could  not  be  raised  on  any  other 
terms.  It  seemed  ridiculous  that  people 
would  not  subscribe  except  on  the  terms 
of  a  certain  amount  of  their  capital 
being  given  back  to  them  in  the  name 
of  interest  in  the  first  two  or  three  years 
of  the  enterprize,  during  which  nothing 
could  be  earned:  but  they  must  take 
human  nature  as  it  was,  and  human 
nature  was  averse  to  arithmetic  \  and,  as 


a  matter  of  fact,  in  times  of  depression, 
when  capital  was  not  superabundant, 
they  could  not  raise  money  for  many  a 
great  and  perfectly  sound  enterprize  ex- 
cept by  giving  this  inducement  to  in- 
vestors. No  one  who  was  conversant 
with  business  in  the  City  of  London 
would  deny  that  at  the  present  time  the 
fact  was  as  he  had  stated,  and  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  be  in- 
flicting great  harm  upon  a  number  of 
innocent  people  if,  for  the  sake  of  a 
mere  technicality,  they  refused  the 
Motion  of  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  observed, 
that  he  had  every  desire  to  forward  the 
interests  of  working  people  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principles  of  sound  com- 
merce, and  in  a  sound  and  healthy  way. 
Certain  Eules  had  been  laid  down  by 
the  House  to  prevent  bogus  Companies 
springing  into  existence,  and  the  noble 
££u:l  who  had  brought  forward  this 
Motion  had  admitted  that  they  worked 
in  a  salutary  manner  in  acting  as  a 
check  upon  reckless  specidation.  The 
noble  Marquess  who  had  just  spoken 
disapproved  the  Eule;  but,  if  it  were 
wrong,  the  Eule  should  be  suspended 
completely  and  as  a  whole.  The  noble 
Marquess,  however,  proposed  simply  to 
suspend  the  Standing  Order  in  this  par- 
ticular case,  and  that  on  eleemosynary 
grounds,  because  there  was,  he  regretted 
to  say,  distress  in  London.  Had  the 
noble  Marquess  considered  whither  such 
a  precedent  and  principle  might  lead 
them?  So,  also,  the  noble  Duke  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
said  that  he  had,  in  assenting  to  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Order,  only 
adopted  the  view  of  his  Predecessor  in 
Office.  Now,  he  (the  Earl  of  Wemyes) 
would  like  to  know  if  he  had  adoptea 
other  views  held  by  his  Predecessor? 
How  as  to  *  *  ransom  ? '  *  As  a  landowner, 
he  was  anxious  to  know  if  ransom  was 
to  form  part  of  the  Conservative  pro- 
gramme? But  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  Eule  should  be  suspended  in  one 
case,  only  for  the  purpose,  as  it  was  said, 
of  meeting  temporary  distress. 

LoBD  AEUNDELL  of  WAEDOUE 
said,  he  should  support  the  suspension 
of  the  Standing  Order. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  why  he  was  going  to  vote 
against  this  Motion.  The  noble  Earl 
who  made  the  Motion  was  in  favour  of 
the  Standing  Order,  while  the  noble 
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Marquess  opposed  it  altogether.  There 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of 
the  Standing  Order.  One  of  its  objects, 
he  took  it,  was  to  prevent  the  statement 
of  what  was  not  in  reality  the  actual 
fact.  When  people  applied  for  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  issued  a  prospectus 
declaring  that  they  would  pay  interest 
at  5  per  cent,  it  was  doubtless  very  at- 
tractive, and  induced  the  public  to  think 
that  the  investment  was  a  good  one. 

The  Eakl  of  EAVENSWOETH 
pointed  out  that  the  rate  of  interest  in 
that  case  was  confined  to  4  per  cent. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  that  cer- 
tainly 4  per  cent  was  not  so  tempting  as 
6  per  cent.  He  was  not  one  who  was 
disposed  to  protect  people  who  really 
had  not  the  good  sense  to  protect  them- 
selves ;  but  he  thought  that  if  the  actual 
truth  were  told  to  ^the  shareholders  in 
the  prospectus,  that  they  were  to  have  a 
return  of  part  of  their  own  capital,  they 
would  not  be  attracted  in  the  same  way. 
The  Standing  Order,  he  believed,  was 
valuable,  in  that  it  tended  to  prevent 
the  passing  of  Eailway  Acts  which  were 
not  really  wanted,  but  which  were  only 
Contractors'  Acts.  He  thought  it  was  a 
good  thing  that  it  should  have  that  ope- 
ration, because,  when  a  needless  rail- 
way was  made,  so  much  of  the  national 
wealth  was  wasted.  If  they  put  two 
railways  side  by  side,  and  the  two  car- 
ried no  more  than  one  of  them  did  be- 
fore, the  money  spent  on  the  second 
railway  might  almost  as  well  have  been 
thrown  into  the  sea.  It  had  been  said 
that  that  was  not  a  matter  for  the  na- 
tion, but  that  it  only  concerned  the 
shareholders.  But  surely  the  wealth  of 
the  community  was  made  up  of  the 
wealth  of  individuals.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Standing  Order  had  ever 
prevented  a  line  from  being  constructed 
that  was  really  wanted.  It  was  alleged 
that  money  could  not  be  got  for  those 
enterprizes,  and  it  was  suggested  that 
there  was  a  lack  of  capital.  That  must 
be  a  mistake,  because  he  read  in  the 
newspapers  that  bills  were  discounted 
at  i  to  ^  per  cent,  and  the  Bank  rate 
of  interest  was  about  2  per  cent  per 
annum.  Capital  was  really  seeking 
employment  in  every  way,  and  why 
should  it  not  be  invested  in  that 
Company,  unless  it  was  that  the  capi- 
tidists  felt  there  was  no  probability  of 
its  being  a  paying  concern?  It  was 
said  that  at  present  there  was  a  great 

Lord  Rramwell 


want  of  employment  among  the  woildD^ 
classes.  He  was  afraid  that  that  was 
so ;  but  let  them  see  what  the  argument 
came  to.  To  this — that  people  ahould 
be  tempted  to  join  mischievous  Compa- 
nies in  order  to  give  work  to  labooroa. 
If  the  Standing  Order  was  a  bad  anew 
let  them  get  rid  of  it.  If  it  was  a  good 
one,  he  trusted  that  their  Lordshipt 
would  adhere  to  it. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Eedesdale)  pointed  out 
that  the  vote  which  their  Lordships  were 
now  called  upon  to  give  was  not  one  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  bat  whe- 
ther they  would  maintain  the  Standing 
Order  or  not. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  observed, 
that  in  the  year  1883  the  noble  Mar- 
quess did  not  take  the  same  view  of  that 
matter  as  he  had  done  that  evening^.  la 
1883  a  proposal  was  made  to  the  Houas 
that  they  should  adopt  the  same  cootm 
as  had  been  adopted  in  the  other  House, 
and  then  the  noble  Marquess  did  not 
show  so  much  respect  to  the  authority  of 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
but  spoke  rather  hardly  of  his  views. 
He  said  that  the  matter  required  tbe 
gravest  consideration,  and  he  thought  it 
was  not  desirable  to  alter  the  StandiDg 
Order. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  said  not  without  consideration  and 
inquiry,  and  there  have  been  considera- 
tion and  inquiry  in  this  case.  

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  said, 
that  nobody  would  have  supposed  tfaea 
that  the  noble  Marquess  regarded  tbe 
getting  rid  of  that  prohibition  as  one  of 
high  policy,  and  the  noble  Marqntf>aB 
then  spoke  of  **  bogus"  railways,  andol 
the  injury  to  the  main  lines  by  brinffiag 
into  existence  contractors'  lines,  wniek 
would  not  otherwise  be  made ;  and  b# 
brought  forward  many  arg^uineata  ia 
favour  of  the  Standing  Order.  It  cer- 
tainly did  greatly  surprise  him  to  hear 
the  noble  Marquess  now  express  so  Terj 
decided  and  extremely  strong  an  om- 
nion  against  the  maintenance  of  um 
Order.  What  he  desired  pardcnlarij  to 
point  out,  however,  was  that  this  was 
not  a  question  of  the  ordinary  gvneral 
law,  but  of  granting  special  priTileg«e 
to  Companies  to  take  land  for  enterprixas 
of  that  kind,  and  Parliament  was  not 
precluded  from  looking  into  the  qnesdoa 
whether  lines  were  promoted  by  real 
investors;  or  were  only  ^' bogus  ^'liaca. 
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The  question  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships was  whether  they  were  to  put 
aside  the  Standing  Order  in  that  par- 
ticular case.  The  arguments  of  the 
noble  Marquess  were  no  doubt  worthy 
of  consideration ;  but  nothing  could  be 
worse  than  for  their  Lordships'  House 
to  hare  a  Standing  Order  which  was 
supposed  to  be  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  generally,  and  then,  because  a 
little  popularity  might  be  obtained 
thereby,  to  set  it  aside  in  particular 
oases. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  remarked, 
that  the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
would  be  sent  would  investigate  the 
question  whether  the  scheme  was  a 
sound  one  or  a  **  bogus  "  one.  If  they 
should  be  satisfied  that  it  was  a  good 
scheme,  and  their  Lordships  should  then 

Cit,  he  believed  that  an  immense 
)fit  would  be  conferred  on  the  toiling 
masses  who  were  seeking  employment. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
tided : — Contents  46 ;  Not-Contents  37  : 
Majority  9. 

RMolved  in  the  affirmative* 

Then  Bill  read  2'  (according  to  order), 
and  committed :  The  Committee  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. 

House  adjonmed  at  a  aaarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o*  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  7th  July,  1885. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— For  Ayles- 
bury V.  Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  Eothschild, 
baronet,  now  Baron  Rothsdiild,  called  up 
to  the  House  of  Peers. 

Supply  —  considered  in  Committee  —  £30,000, 
Mabriaoe  Portion  of  Her  Royal  Highness 
THB  Princess  Beatrice  Marib  Victoria 
Feodoba  —  Cn^iL  Service  Estimates  — 
CifABS  111. — Law  and  Justice  ;  Votes  1, 3,  4. 
Resolutions  [July  6]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Bankruptcy  (Office 
Accommodation)*;  Polehampton  Estates*; 
Artillery  and  Rifle  Ranges  •  ;  Turnpike 
Acta  Continuance*;  Poor  Law  Unions' 
Officers  (Ireland).* 

First  Jieading—Y orkBhire  Registries  *  [211]. 

Second  i?frt<//w/7— Public  Health  (Scotland)  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  2)  *  [207J  ;  Medical  Act 
(1858)  Amendment  [130],  debate  returned  and 


further  adjourned;  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Re- 
demption [181]. 

Select  Committee  —  Pluralities  [22]  [House 
counted  out]. 

Committee — Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of 
Registry,  &c.)  [179]— r.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Local  Loans  (Sinking 
Funds)*  [189];  Riyer  Thames  (No.  2) 
{re-eomm.)  [90]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders*  [182];  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  * 
[201]  ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  9)  *  [198]  ;  East  India  Loan 
(£10.000,000)*  [109]. 

Third  Reading — lK)cal  Government  Provisional 
Order  (Municipal  Corporations)*  [199]; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
3)  *  [168]. 

Withdrawn— Beer  Adulteration  [14]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


DEE  CONSERVANCY  BILL  ^Lords']. 
HESOLUTIOX. 

Me.  EAIKES  moved— 

"  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the  23rd 
day  of  June  last,  was  reported  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  in  relation  to 
the  Dee  Conservancy  Bill,  together  with  the 
Bill  and  the  Report  of  the  Examiner  with  re- 
spect to  non-compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders,  be  referred  back  to  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  Standing  Orders: — That  the  following 
Petitions  in  relation  thereto  be  referred  to  the 
said  Committee  (that  is  to  say) : — 

"1.  Corporations  of   Chester  and    Flint, 
River  Dee  Commissioners,  and  others 
interested  in  the  navigation  of   the 
River  Dee ; 
"  2.  River  Dee  Company ; 
"  3.  Shipowners,  Traders,  and  others : 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
That  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the  allega- 
tions contained  in  such  Petitions,  and  to  re- 
port to  the  House  whether  the  circumstances 
therein  stated  are  such  as  render  it  just  and 
expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to  be 
dispensed  with.'' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  remarked, 
that,  at  the  outset,  he  was  desirous  of 
stating  that  nothing  was  further  from 
his  intention  than  to  treat  with  dis- 
respect any  decision  at  which  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  had  arrived. 
He  fully  recognized,  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  House  attached  much  Talue,  to 
the  services  which  were  rendered  by  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House.  And  he  was  quite  certain  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray) 
would  know  and  feel  that  he  was  actu- 
ated by  no  disrespectful  motive  either 
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towards  the  Committee  or  their  deci- 
sions. There  were,  however,  precedents 
for  the  course  which  he  now  took.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  the  Motion  he  in- 
tended to  submit  to  the  House  was  not 
one  which  had  been  frequently  made, 
and  he  had  noticed  that  in  one  of  the 
papers  which  had  been  circulated  among 
Members  exception  was  taken  to  the 
Resolution  on  that  account.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  it  was  as  well  to  remind 
the  House  that  a  similar  Motion  had  been 
brought  forward  with  regard  to  the  Dun- 
dalk  Water  Bill,  and  in  another  case  in 
1875,  when  he  had  the  honour  to  hold  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
with  regard  to  an  Edinburgh  Street 
Tramways  Bill.  The  Great  Northern  and 
Western  Railway  of  Ireland,  five  years 
earlier,  also  formed  the  subject  of  a  simi- 
lar Motion.  But,  as  he  gathered  from  the 
statement  to  which  he  had  just  referred, 
some  difficulty  was  felt  as  to  what  might 
be  the  effect  in  the  case  of  Petitions  for 
the  presentation  of  which  the  proper 
time  had  elapsed.  He  would,  therefore, 
say  that,  in  the  event  of  this  Bill  being 
allowed  to  be  sent  back,  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  were  asked 
to  reconsider  the  matter  they  would 
facilitate  the  presentation  of  any  such 
Petitions.  He  believed  that  that  would 
be  a  matter  of  course ;  and  he  himself,  if 
necessary,  would  be  glad  to  submit  a 
Motion  to  the  House  to  the  effect  that  any 
Petition  presented  up  to  a  date  to  be 
fixed  subsequent  to  this  Motion  which 
in  that  respect  failed  to  comply  with  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  should, 
nevertheless,  be  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  Bill.  He  also  wished 
to  say  that  in  taking  the  course  which 
he  had  adopted  he  had  no  intention 
whatever  of  appearing  as  champion  of 
the  Bill  upon  its  merits.  Indeed,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  were  many 
points  of  the  Bill  which  were  ex- 
tremely arguable,  and  which  would 
require  careful  consideration  and  sift- 
ing by  any  Committee  of  the  House 
to  whom  the  Bill  might  be  referred. 
Having  cleared  the  ground  so  far,  he 
would  now  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider what  he  really  thought  would  be  a 
serious  miscarriage  of  justice  if  his  Mo- 
tion were  not  accepted  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  had  had  before  them  a  Report 
from  the  Examiner  of  Private  Bills,  and 
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they  had  decided  upon  that  Report  tliat 
the  Standing  Orders  had  not  been  com- 
plied with,  and  that  they  ought  not  to 
be  dispensed  with.  The  Report  of  tba 
Examiner  was  to  the  effect  that  no  notioo 
in  writing,  as  required  by  the  Standing 
Orders,  was  given  to  certain  owners  and 
occupiers  on  or  before  the  15th  of  De- 
cember last,  in  respect  of  the  oompolMffj 
taking  of  their  lands  under  the  powers 
contained  in  a  particular  clause  of  ths 
Bill.  Having  that  Report  before  them, 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  thooght 
proper  to  declare  that  the  Standing  Or- 
ders ought  not  to  be  dispensed  with.  Hs 
must  confess  that,  having  that  Repoit 
from  the  Examiner  before  them,  aod  is 
the  absence  of  the  information  whidi  bs 
was  about  to  lay  before  the  House,  ths 
Standing  Orders  Committee  only  took 
the  usual  course.  Now,  what  was  tlis 
history  of  this  case  ?  The  Dee  Conser- 
vancy Bill  was  one  of  several  measnra 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords  im 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  hav- 
ing before  them  two  or  more  of  those 
Bills,  came  to  a  decision  which  was  em- 
bodied in  the  Dee  Conservancy  Bill  as 
it  now  stood.  That  was  to  say,  that 
they  sought  to  amalgamate  some  of  ths 
provisions  contained  in  other  Bills  with 
the  Bill  which  they  ultimately  deter- 
mined to  pass  in  reference  to  the  RiTcr 
Dee.  Those  provisions  covered  ths 
ground  which  formed  the  subject  of  the 
Report  upon  the  Bill  by  the  Examiner. 
The  history  of  the  question  was  briefly 
this.  The  Bill  which  was  now  before  the 
House,  or  which  might  more  oorredtly 
be  described  as  having  passed  the  Hooss 
of  Lords  and  come  down  to  this  Hooss, 
was  a  Bill  promoted  by  the  Corporatioa 
of  Chester  and  by  the  River  Dee  Cooh 
pany  for  the  conservancy  and  improTS- 
ment  of  the  River  Dee,  and  for  veslif 
the  same  and  the  control  and  manage- 
ment of  the  river  in  a  Conservancy  Board. 
That  Bill,  as  introduced  into  the  Hovse 
of  Lords,  contained  compulsoiy  povsfs 
for  the  acquisition  of  certain  embank- 
ments upon  the  River  Dee.  As  the 
Bill  proceeded  through  the  Honse  of 
Lords,  and  in  view,  he  supposed,  of 
some  forms  of  opposition  with  which  it 
was  threatened,  the  clause  oontminisf 
these  powers  was  withdrawn  from  ths 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  BbC 
one  of  the  principal  grounds  of  opfo- 
sition  which  was  taken  when  the  Bill 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1809 


Dei 


{JoLY  7,  1886}  Conservayicy  Bill. 


1810 


came  into  Committee  was  the  absence 
of  those  powers  to  vest  in  the  new  Con- 
seirancy  Board  the  embankments  in 
question  on  the  Eiver  Dee.  Objection 
was  taken,  among  others,  by  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  late  Lord  Wenlock,  who 
were  the  persons  now  moving  to  get  the 
Bill  stopped  on  the  ground  of  non-com- 
pliance with  the  Standing  Orders.  One 
of  the  Executors  and  Trustees  of  the  late 
Lord  Wenlock  (Mr.  John  Coleman)  was 
examined  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  he  stated,  in  his 
evidence,  that  he  thought  these  embank- 
ments ought  to  be  vested  in  the  Conser- 
vancy Board.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  House  would  be  some- 
what surprised  to  learn  that  after  this 
coitrse  had  been  taken  by  Lord  Wen- 
lock's  Trustees,  after  this  evidence  giv^n 
on  behalf  of  the  Trustees  to  their  Lord- 
ship's Committee,  and  after  the  speech 
made  by  the  learned  counsel  who  repre- 
sented them,  these  same  persons  now 
came  before  the  House  of  Commons 
with  a  claim  to  have  the  Bill  stopped, 
on  the  ground  of  its  non-compliance  with 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  be- 
cause it  now  contained  a  certain  pro- 
vision which  was  the  very  provision  for 
which  they  had  contended  both  by  evi- 
dence and  speech.  Now,  in  the  Memo- 
rial which  was  submitted  to  the  Exa- 
miner in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
which  must  have  influenced  his  decision 
in  a  great  degree,  it  was  said  that  the 
Wenlock  Trustees  had  received  no  no- 
tice in  respect  of  the  compulsory  taking 
of  upwards  of  five  miles  of  embank- 
ments of  which  they  were  owners  and 
occupiers.  That  was  a  point  with  which 
he  had  already  dealt.  The  Bill,  as  in- 
troduced, did  provide  for  the  compulsory 
taking  of  these  embankments,  and  re- 
gular notices  were  served,  in  the  ordi- 
nary way,  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
compulsory  powers.  The  Memorial  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  the  words  in  the 
clause  proposing  to  vest  the  embank- 
ments in  the  Conservancy  Board  were 
inserted  in  the  absence  of  the  Wenlock 
Trustees.  Technically,  this  statement 
was  capable  of  being  defended,  because 
the  Wenlock  Trustees,  having  appeared 
against  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  as 
soon  as  the  Preamble  was  passed  by 
the  Committee,  retired,  as  was  the  cus- 
tom in  all  such  cases  when  it  was  in- 
tended to  oppose  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  they  did  not. 


therefore,  take  part  in  the  settlement  of 
the  clauses.  But  it  was  necessary  to 
inform  the  House,  at  the  same  time, 
that  when  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  passed  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill,  they  stated  to  the  whole  room,  in 
which  there  were  present  at  the  time 
the  Trustees,  their  counsel,  and  repre- 
sentatives, that  they  did  so  on  condition 
that  clauses  should  be  inserted  vesting 
these  embankments  in  the  Conservancy 
Board ;  and,  therefore,  although,  tech- 
nically, the  Trustees  were  out  of  the 
room  at  the  time  these  clauses  were 
actually  inserted  in  the  Bill,  prac* 
tically  they  were  aware  that  such  clauses 
were  going  to  be  inserted ;  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  it  was  at  their  instance,  and  upon 
their  representation,  that  the  Committee 
decided  upon  inserting  them.  The  Me- 
morial then  went  on  to  say  that  these 
clauses  were  inserted  under  an  entire 
misconception  as  to  the  rights  of  the 
Wenlock  Trustees  in  the  embankments. 
He  would  only  say,  in  regard  to  that 
matter,  that  they  had  been  adopted 
after  six  days'  consideration  of  the  Bill 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords ;  that  they  were  urged  by  one  of 
the  ablest  counsel  at  the  Parliamentary 
Bar,  and  that  they  were  supported  by 
the  evidence  of  one  of  the  Trustees  him- 
self. He  would  further  point  out  that 
this  gentleman  (Mr.  Coleman)  was  also 
one  of  the  promoters  of  a  rival  scheme 
by  which  it  was  equally  sought  to  vest 
these  embankments  in  the  Conservancy 
Board.  Therefore,  he  did  not  see  what 
possible  material  the  House  of  Lords 
could  have  required  in  excess  of  that 
presented  to  them  as  a  means  of  ascer- 
taining how  urgently  the  Wenlock 
Trustees  desired  the  incorporation  in 
the  Bill  of  a  clause  vesting  these  em- 
bankments in  the  Conservancy  Board. 
It  was  further  stated  in  the  Memo- 
rial of  Lord  Wenlock's  Trustees  that 
the  clause  was  inserted  to  meet  the 
objections  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  only  to  say,  in  regard  to  that 
allegation,  that,  as  he  had  already 
pointed  out  to  the  House,  the  opponents 
in  deference  to  whose  opposition  this 
clause  was  inserted  were  the  persons 
who  now  came  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  complained  of  the  insertion  of 
a  clause  which  was  inserted  at  the  in- 
stance of  their  own  counsel  and  wit- 
nessee.  Beyond  that  there  was  one 
other  statement    in  the    Memorial  to 
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whioh  lie  desired  to  call  attention,  and 
it  was  that  the  Wenlock  Trustees  were 
to  be  deprired  of  the  embankments 
without  notice  or  compensation.  That, 
if  the  House  would  allow  him  to  say  so, 
was  entirely  a  matter  for  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Committee,  and  had  nothing 
to  do  with  any  point  of  procedure  before 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  informed  that 
it  was  not  the  fact,  because  the  pro- 
posal to  vest  the  embankments  in  the 
Conservancy  Board  would  relieve  from 
grave  responsibilities  the  lands  of  the 
Dee  Conservancy,  on  which  the  Wen- 
look  Trustees  had  a  heavy  mortgage, 
and  would  place  the  mortgagees  of 
that  property  in  a  much  more  favour- 
able position  than  they  occupied  at  pre- 
sent. He  thought  that  he  had  now 
dealt  sufficiently  with  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Memorial  of  the  Wen- 
lock  Trustees,  and  the  statement  they 
had  submitted  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  But  he  might,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  refer  also  to  an  objec- 
tion presented  by  the  Duke  of  West- 
minster, and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Shrewsbury  (Mr.  Eobertson), 
both  of  whom  came  forward  to  represent 
the  landowners  and  traders  of  the  loca- 
lity. Their  Petition,  however,  he  ven- 
tured to  maintain,  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  now  raised,  although 
it  might  be  a  valid  objection  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  propose  to  enter  into  it,  be- 
cause, as  the  House  would  see,  he  had 
carefully  endeavoured  to  keep  clear  of 
the  merits  of  the  scheme.  With  that 
the  House  had  not,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, anything  to  do.  What  he  asked 
the  House  to  do  was  to  give  to  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  the  power 
of  reconsidering,  in  the  light  of  the 
facts  he  had  now  adduced,  and  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  Petition  of 
parties  who  were  interested,  a  decision 
which  he  contended  would  not  have 
been  arrived  at  if  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  had  had  the  true  facts  before 
them  at  the  time  they  took  the  matter 
into  consideration.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  when  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  arrived  at  their  decision  they 
had  only  before  them  the  technical 
statements  of  the  officer  intrusted  with 
the  examination  of  the  Private  Bills 
submitted  to  the  House.    It  was  well 

Mr,  JRaiJces 


known  that  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  would  never  be  able  to  g«t 
through  the  work  they  had  to  dispoas 
of  if  they  were  obliged  to  conduct  their 
business  by  the  oral  examination  and 
cross-examination  of  the  parties  who 
were  concerned.  They  had,  therefore, 
to  rely  upon  the  statements  made  to 
them  by  the  agents  of  the  House ;  but 
they  had  a  right  to  expect  that  sack  state- 
ments contained  an  exact  and  complete 
representation  of  the  facts.  He  thought 
he  had  been  able  to  show  to  the  Hooss 
that  in  this  case  certain  statements  and 
facts  had  been  misrepresented  or  omitted 
in  the  Memorial  submitted  to  the  Exa- 
miner, and  if  there  had  been  a  devia- 
tion from  the  ordinary  practice,  in  a 
case  of  this  sort,  he  thought  the  Houe 
ought  to  have  no  difficulty  in  accepting 
the  Motion  which  he  ventured  to  make. 
At  any  rate,  he  was  sure  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Coot- 
mittee  on  Standing  Orders  (Sir  Joha 
E.  Mowbray)  would  see  that  he  was 
not  without  warrant  for  making  the 
Motion,  and  that  he  was  casting  no  re- 
flection on  the  Standing  Orders  CkMB- 
mittee,  because  they  had  to  relj  npoa 
the  representations  which  the  Paiiia- 
mentary  agents,  who,  as  a  matin  of 
fact,  were  also  officers  of  the  House^  felt 
it  their  duty  to  make  to  them.  In  OTcrj 
representation  made  by  the  agent  of  a 
Private  Bill  there  ought  to  be  a  car^oL 
a  literal,  and  a  precise  adherence  to  die 
facts  of  the  particular  case  dealt  with, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
guard  their  jurisdiction,  in  regard  to 
Private  Business,  with  the  care  and  eoa> 
sideration  for  every  interest  involTed 
which  they  had  hitherto  so  jealoody 
preserved.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  troabii* 
the  House  with  any  further  statement 
on  this  matter.  He  thanked  the  Hout 
for  the  kind  attention  they  had  given  te 
what  was  rather  a  technical  statemeat 
but  which  was  one  he  had  felt  called 
upon  to  make  iu  the  interests  of  Privats 
Bill  legislation  in  that  Hoose.  and  fros 
a  real  regard  for  justice  and  eqaitj  ia 
this  particular  case.  Quite  apart  inm 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  with  which  he 
was  dealing,  he  thought  he  had  mad* 
out  a  case  for  referring  the  matter  back 
to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  aa4 
he  begged  to  move  the  Motion  which  he 
had  already  read. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the  23rd 
day  of  June  last,  was  reported  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  in  relation  to 
the  Dee  Conservancy  Bill  [Lords],  together 
with  the  Bill  and  Report  of  the  £x:aminer  with 
respect  to  non-compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders,  be  referred  back  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders :— That  the  following  Peti- 
tions in  relation  thereto  be  referred  to  the  said 
Committee  (that  is  to  say) : — 

"  1.  Corporations   of  Chester    and  Flint, 
River  Dee  Commissioners,  and  others 
interested  in   the  navigation  of  the 
River  Dee ; 
•*  2.  River  Dee  Company ; 
<*  3.  Shipowners,  Traders,  and  others : 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
That  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the  alle- 
gations contained  in  such  Petitions,  and  to  re- 
port to  the  Hoxise  whether  the  circumstances 
therein  stated  are   such  as  render  it  just  and 
expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to  be 
dispensed  with." — {Mr.  Baiket.J 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  said,  he 
thought  it  was  possible  that  he  might 
save  the  time  of  the  House  by  stating  at 
once  the  views  which  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  entertained  upon  the 
matter.  He  thought  it  might  prevent 
a  discussion  upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
itself  if  he  rose  at  the  earliest  moment 
to  state  the  views  of  the  Committee. 
He  had  had  an  opportunity,  that  day, 
of  placing  before  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  a  Petition  from  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Chester  which  represented,  as 
far  as  he  knew,  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
based.  He  had  no  complaint  to  make 
of  the  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  nor  did  he 
dispute  the  right  of  any  hon.  Member 
to  call  in  question  the  decision  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  At  the 
same  time,  although  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  disclaimed  any  intention  of 
dealing  with  the  merits  of  the  question, 
he  had  certainly  gone  very  much  into 
the  history  of  the  Bill,  and  might  pro- 
bably lead  the  House  into  a  discussion 
of  those  merits.  It  was  perfectly  under- 
stood that  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee knew  nothing  about  the  merits 
of  any  Bill  that  came  before  them.  They 
had  merely  to  say  whether  the  Standing 
Orders  had  been  complied  with  or  not. 
That  was  the  whole  question  they  had 
to  consider,  and  in  this  particular  in- 
stance they  had  before  them  a  Report 
of  the  Examiner  that  the  Standing 
Orders  had  not  been  complied  with. 
The  judgment  at  which  the  Standing 
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Orders  Committee  arrived  was  founded 
on  the  Report  which  the  Examiner  him- 
self had  placed  before  them,  and  on  the 
statement  presented  to  them  by  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  right  in  saying  that  the  state- 
ments presented  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  by  the  Parliamentary  agents 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  complete  and 
accurate  statements  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  Their  statements  were  always 
treated  by  the  Committee  as  documents 
uberrima  Jidsi,  as  evidence  that  was  un- 
impeachable, and  as  allegations  of  facts 
which,  within  the  knowledge  and  in 
the  judgment  of  the  competent  gentle- 
men who  acted  as  Parliamentary  agents 
in  regard  to  the  promotion  of  Private 
Bills,  could  not  be  controverted.  The 
documents  submitted  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  were  not,  in  the  first 
instance,  accessible  to  the  opposite 
parties ;  but  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Parliamentary  agents  on  the  other  side 
to  have  said,  when  they  first  saw  them, 
that  the  statements  of  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  were  not  founded  on  fact.  II  they 
had  done  so  at  once,  or  if  they  had  ap- 
plied the  day  after  the  decision  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  was  given, 
for  a  re-hearing,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  had  been 
misled  by  the  statements  which  had  been 
placed  before  them,  the  Committee  would 
have  been  quite  ready  to  reconsider  the 
case.  The  real  difficulty  in  this  matter 
was  that  the  questions  upon  which  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  gave  their 
decision  came  before  them  on  the  2drd 
of  June,  and  it  would  be  seen  that  a  con- 
siderable time  had  now  elapsed  before 
they  were  asked  to  reconsider  their  de- 
cision. Certainly,  the  proper  time  to 
have  raised  the  question  was  within  a 
day  or  so  after  these  documents  were 
placed  before  the  Committee.  The  com- 
plaint was  that  the  statements  put  before 
the  Committee  contained  certain  allega- 
tions which  were  contrary  to  the  real 
facts  of  the  case,  and  that  they  gave  a 
colourable  account  which  could  not  be 
supported  by  evidence.  Whenever  such 
an  allegation  was  made,  although 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  had 
arrived  at  a  decision,  it  was  their 
custom  to  reconsider  that  decision. 
Therefore,  the  question  arose  whether, 
if  the  Committee  would  have  taken  that 
course  at  an  earlier  period,  they  should 
not  do  it  now,  simply  because  there  had 
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been  a  lapse  of  time?  The  question 
resolved  itself  into  a  very  narrow  issue 
— namely,  "whether  the  Committee,  when 
they  came  to  a  decision  upon  certain  re- 
presentations placed  before  them,  were 
really  in  possession  of  the  full  facts  of 
the  case  ?  He  trusted  the  House  would 
not  be  led,  either  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill, 
which  really  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  question  of  compliance  with 
the  Standing  Orders.  Compliance  with 
Standing  Orders  consisted  of  certain 
nude  facts  ;  and  although  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  were  perfectly  ready, 
if  it  were  the  wish  of  the  House,  to  go 
into  the  matter  again,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  perfectly  and  clearly  understood  that 
there  was  no  question  whatever  raised 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  EOBEETSON  said,  that  in  the 
few  remarks  he  intended  to  make  he 
would  confine  himself  to  the  ordinary 
practice  and  custom  of  the  House  in  re- 
ference to  Private  Bills.  He  simply 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  objection  to  the  decision 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  had 
been  brought  before  the  House.  The 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  was  in  accordance 
with  the  prescribed  Rules  of  the  House ; 
and  it  was  simply  sought  now  to  re-open 
the  question  in  the  interest  of  some  par- 
ticular persons  who  were  promoting  the 
Bill.  The  whole  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
had  been  brought  before  the  Examiner, 
and  the  discussion  now  taking  place 
was  simply  a  repetition  of  that  which 
occurred  before  the  Examiner.  He 
strongly  deprecated  the  re-opening  of 
questions  of  this  kind  at  the  instance  of 
hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  might 
be  influenced  by  certain  parties  outside 
the  House,  the  Corporation  of  Chester, 
or  others,  who  objected  to  the  decision 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee.  He 
had  nothing  to  say  against  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Chester  more  than  this,  that  the 
facts  which  were  alleged  in  their  Peti- 
tion to  have  been  misstated  were — and 
he  was  able  to  say  so  from  his  own  know- 
lege  of  the  case,  having  been  a  party  to 
the  opposition— fairly  and  correctly  given 
in  the  statements  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  in  the  Report  of  the  Ex- 
aminer. When  the  question  was  be- 
fore the  Examiner,  counsel,  and  agents, 
both  for  the  promoters  and  the  opponents, 
were  heard,  and  every  point  wluch  had 
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been  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes)  was  then 
gone  into  and  argued.    The  real  poxat 
would  be  familiar  to  every  hon.  Member 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  House  in  reference  to  the 
deposit  and  plans  for  Private  BUls.    If 
it  was  proposed  to  take  a  piece  of  land, 
the    owner    of   that    land    received  a 
notice  including  the  whole  of  his  land 
within    the    limits    of    deviation.     la 
this    particular    case     it     turned    ovt 
that  when    the   Bill  came  before   the 
Committee  it  was  amalgamated    witk 
another  Bill ;  but  these  particular  works 
were  abandoned,  and  the  notices  wfaick 
were  required  to  be  given  by  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  the  House  did  not  apply 
to  the  special  clause  introduced  into  the 
Bill,  which  altered  entirely  the  positkA 
of  the  property  without  due  notice  hav- 
ing been  given.    It  was  quite  true  that 
the  Committee  intimated  their  intentioB 
of  inserting  a  certain  clause  in  the  ItiH 
affecting  these  embankments ;  but  how 
could  the  opponents,   who  had  retired 
from  the  room,  know  what  that  clauat 
was  to  be?    The  parties  opposing tbt 
Bill  retired  from  their  opposition  on  the 
distinct  understanding  thisit  they  would 
oppose  the   measure  in  the   House  of 
Commons;  and  when  the  Bill  was  seat 
down  to  the  House  of  Commona,  Lord 
Wenlock's  Trustees  found  that  a  dauae 
had  been  inserted  providing  for  the  cooi- 
pulsory  taking  of  upwards  of  five  miles 
of  embankments  of  which  they  were  the 
owners  and  occupiers  and  which  formed 
a  frontage  to  the  AVenlock  Estate.    It 
must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  this  was 
proposed  to  be  done  without  compensa- 
tion, and  that  was  the  real  essence  of 
the  case.    If  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
had  proceeded  in  the  regular  way  th« 
owners  of  the  property  would  have  beea 
entitled,  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act,  to  be  compensated  fat  ths 
land  taken  from  them  ;  but  they  would 
have  no  right  to  claim  eompensatioa 
under  the  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill  by 
the  House  of  Commons.    That  dasat 
was  a  distinct  clause  giving  the  whok 
of  the  embankments  to  the  OonsearvaBcj 
Board;  and  a  further  clause  provided 
that  they  should  take  land  for  whaiisjrs 
purposes   out    of  adjoining    pcoperty, 
which  provision,  if  carried  out»  wooii 
materially  affect  the  interests  of  thorn 
who  at  present  had  access  to  the  river. 
No  notice   for  the  acquisitioa  of  this 
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and  had  been  given ;  and  therefore  the 
Land  Clauses    Consolidation  Act  had 
been  infringed,  as  well  as  the  ordinary 
Enles  of  Procedure  imposed  by  Parlia- 
ment in  reference  to  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation.    He  therefore  maintained  that 
the  decision  of  the  Examiner  of  Private 
Bills,  upon  whose  Beport  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  decided  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  had  not  been  complied  with, 
was  precise  and  accurate.    No  notice  in 
writing,   such  as  was  required  by  the 
Standing  Orders,  had  been  given  by  the 
holders  or  occupiers  on  or  before  the 
15th  of  December  last  in  respect  of  the 
compulsory  taking  of  their  lands  under 
the  powers  contained  in  the  clause  in- 
serted by  the  House  of  Lords.    The 
whole  gist  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
clause  inserted  in  the  Bill  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  behind  the  backs  of  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill,  gave  five  miles  of 
the  embankment  of  the  river,  without 
compensation,  to  a  third  party.    There- 
fore, when  that  representation  was  made 
to  the  Examiner,  he  decided  that  the 
Standing  Orders  had  not  been  complied 
with.    The  Standing  Orders  Committee 
supported  the  decision  of  the  Examiner, 
and  it  was  now  sought  to  revive  the 
question  in  the  House  itself  and  to  upset 
the  Beport  of  the  Examiner  and  the 
decision  of  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee.   The  question,  practically,  re- 
solved itself  into  this — What  was  the 
meaning  of  a  ''  notice,"  and  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  Bules  and  Begula- 
tions  provided  by  the  House  for  its  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation  ?    Was  the  House 
to  turn  itself  into  a  Court  of  Examiners 
of    Standing    Orders.      He    sincerely 
trusted    that  it    would  not  undertake 
such  a  task;  but  that  it  would  refuse  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Baikes) 
and  support  the  decision  of  the  Examiner 
and  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 
Mb.  OSBOENE  MOBOAN  said,  he 
had  no  personal  interest  whatever  in 
this  question,  and  he  should  not  have 
risen  to  say  the  very  few  words  he  pro- 
posed to  say  upon  the  matter  if  it  had 
not  been  for  an  exceedingly  strong  re- 
presentation he  had  received  on    the 
subject.    He  had  been  intrusted  with 
the  presentation  of  a  Petition  which 
had  received  771  signatures  against  the 
Bill.      Among  others  signing  it  were 
the  Duke  of  Westminster,  Lord  Mostjrn, 
the  Bev.  S.  Qladstone,  the  Trustees  of  the 
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Hawarden  Estate,  and  a  large  number 
of  private  firms  which  werp  greatly  in- 
terested in  the  question.  He  quite 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  the  IJniversity  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Eaikes)  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable, at  the  present  moment,  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  question.  At  the 
same  time,  his  right  hon.  Friend  must 
admit  that  the  course  he  had  taken  was, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  peculiar  and  an 
extraordinary  one,  and  in  order  to  justify 
it  his  right  hon.  Friend  set  up  a  pre- 
cedent which  occurred  so  far  back  as 
1875. 

Mr.  baikes  :  No ;  there  have  been 
various  other  precedents — one  in  1883. 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBOAN  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
(Mr.  Bobertson)  that  it  was  most  imde- 
sirable  to  convert  the  House  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Standing  Orders.  The  real 
points  of  the  case,  about  which  there 
was  no  dispute,  were  in  the  smallest 
possible  compass.  When  the  Bill  was 
originally  introduced,  it  proposed  to 
vest  some  four  miles  of  embankment, 
on  the  Biver  Dee,  belonging  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  late  Lord  Wenlock,  in 
the  Conservancy  Board,  and,  of  course, 
that  proposal  came  under  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  and  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  were  bound  to  serve, 
and  did  serve,  notices  upon  the  Trustees 
of  Lord  Wenlock  in  respect  of  it.  But 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  that  clause  was 
withdrawn,  and  with  its  withdrawal  the 
notices  which  had  been  given  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  Wenlock  Estate,  for  ac- 
quiring that  property,  fell  to  the  ground. 
What  afterwards  took  place  was  this. 
The  House  of  Lords,  by  its  own  Motion, 
inserted  a  clause  which  not  only  gave  the 
four  miles  of  embankment,  in  regard  to 
which  the  original  notices  had  been 
given,  but  five  miles  of  embankment, 
absolutely  to  the  Conservancy  Board 
without  requiring  them  to  make  compen- 
sation. In  that  state  the  Bill  came  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  House 
would  see,  at  once,  how  the  matter  stood. 
Here  was  a  Bill  giving  away  five  miles  of 
a  man's  property  without  any  notice  hav- 
ing been  given  to  his  representatives.  On 
that  ground,  and  on  that  ground  alone, 
the  Trustees  of  Lord  Wenlock  objected 
to  the  measure  when  it  came  before  the 
Examiner.  It  was  not  pretended  that 
they  had  received  any  notice  in  respect 
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of  the  new  locus  standi  they  had  acquired 
in  consequence  of  the  alteration  of  the 
Bill  which  had  been  made  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  No  doubt,  it  was  asserted 
that  some  of  the  statements  in  the  repre- 
sentation laid  before  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  on  behalf  of  the  Trustees  of 
Lord  Wenlock  were  incorrect,  and  per- 
haps it  might  have  been  very  difficult, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  have  been 
literally  accurate  in  every  respect.  But 
that  was  a  purely  ex  parte  statement, 
and,  he  must  say,  with  all  deference  to 
the  opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  E.  Mowbray),  that  he  was 
setting  a  somewhat  dangerous  precedent. 
His  contention  was  that  when  the  pro- 
moters of  a  Bill  did  not  choose  to  go 
before  a  Standing  Orders  Committee  at 
once,  and  declare  that  certain  statements 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Committee 
by  the  opponents  of  a  Bill  were  incor- 
rect, and  when  they  had  allowed  the  de- 
cision of  a  Standing  Orders  Committee 
to  remain  in  force  for  some  time,  it 
would  be  a  most  dangerous  precedent  to 
establish  if  the  House  were  now  to  hold 
that,  under  such  circumstances,  the  pro- 
moters of  a  Bill  were  entitled  to  come 
down  to  the  House  and,  on  a  mere 
ex  parte  allegation,  call  upon  it  to  refer 
the  whole  question  back  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee. 

SiK  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  begged 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
pardon.  What  he  had  said  was  that 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  had 
dealt  with  the  statements  which  had 
been  placed  before  them,  and  that  the 
opposite  party  had  placed  no  statements 
before  them.  If,  Kowever,  under  such 
circumstances,  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee discovered  within  a  few  hours 
afterwards  that  the  statements  made  to 
them,  and  upon  which  they  had  based 
their  decision,  were  not  correct,  then  the 
other  side  were  entitled  to  come  before 
them  and  contradict  them. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  the 
explanation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
only  showed  the  danger  of  going  behind 
the  back  of  the  Examiners  and  of  bring- 
ing arguments  and  allegations  before 
the  House  that  were  not  before  them, 
for  by  so  doing  they  were  virtually  turn- 
ing the  House  into  a  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  It  seemed  to  him  that  tiie 
onus  prohandi  rested  upon  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  UniyerBiiy 
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of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes),  and  he 
thought  if  the  House  adopted  the  If o- 
lion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  they  wooid 
very  much  shake  the  confidence  of  tht 
public  in  the  proceedings  connected  witk 
Private  Bill  legislation.  There  was  m» 
fact,  which  had  not  been  alluded  to  bj 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  ihs 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes^ 
which  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  and  it 
was  that  Sie  Bill  was  really  promoted  bj 
persons  who  were  in  the  position  of  cre- 
ditors to  the  Dee  Conservancy  Board, 
and  who  were  seeking  to  release  them- 
selves from  various  obligations  whkk 
had  been  imposed  upon  them  by  Act  d 
Parliament.  Another  point  was  thsl 
they  had  now  arrived  at  the  7th  of  JaJj, 
and  that  an  important  question  with  sS 
of  them  was  how  soon  they  were  to 
**  shuffle  off  this  mortal  coil "  and  ob- 
tain a  happy  release  from  their  labooit. 
The  Bill  would  require  a  great  deal  ol 
examination  and  consideration ;  and  then 
was  every  reason  to  believe  that  if  it 
were  referred  back  again  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  and  then  referred  to 
a  Private  Bill  Committee,  it  ooold  not 
receive  that  attention  which  the  in^Mnt- 
ance  of  the  questions  with  which  itdeah 
entitled  it  to.  Therefore,  upon  all  tiioit 
grounds,  he  opposed  the  Motion  of  hii 
right  hon.  Friend. 

The  secretary  to  thb  BOAKD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henby  Ds  WoBin) 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  discnis  tint 
question  upon  its  merits ;  but  he  mul 
say  that  the  argument  of  the  Chainnsa 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  (Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray)  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  very  cogent  one,  while  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentk- 
man  who  had  just  addressed  the  Hoot 
did  not,  to  his  mind,  meet  the  poiiti 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  right  boa. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Csib* 
bridge  (Mr.  Raikes).  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  a  reference  back  to  the  Standisf 
Orders  Committee  would  only  lesolt  ia 
an  investigation  of  the  fiacts,  and  hi 
could  not  understand  why,  if  thete  mt 
not  anything  to  conceal,  hon.  Gmtlsmia 
should  offer  such  a  strennoua  oppootioa 
to  the  proposal  to  refer  the  qasstiBa 
back  to  the  Standing  Orders  OommittW' 
They  had  been  told  by  the  Chairatt 
of  the  Committee  that  there  was  at- 
thing  uncommon  in  the  Oommittce  i«* 
considering  their  decision.  Thct^o^ 
any  argument  aa  to  abeeiiee  ol  p^ 
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cedents  fell  to  the  ground.  As  he  had 
said,  he  was  not  going  to  discuss  or 
express  any  opinion  upon  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  itself ;  but  he  would  simply 
Bay  this — that  for  several  Sessions  past 
attempts  had  been  made  to  constitute  a 
conservancy  of  the  Biver  Dee,  and  in  the 
present  Session  four  Bills  had  been  in- 
troduced with  that  object  in  view.  Two 
of  those  Bills  had  been  formally  with- 
drawn ;  the  third  failed  in  Committee  ; 
and  the  fourth  was  the  Bill  they  were 
now  considering.  If  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  defeated,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  House  would  kill  the 
only  Bill  now  before  them.  Indeed,  he 
took  that  to  be  the  reason  of  the  oppo- 
sition now  offered  to  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  So  far  as  the  De- 
partment which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  was  concerned,  he  could  only 
Bay  that  they  viewed  with  great  favour 
any  Bill  which  had  for  its  object  the 
construction  of  a  conservancy  of  any 
river;  and  as  the  conservancy  of  the 
Biver  Dee  was  materially  affected  by  the 
present  Bill,  it  afforded  a  reason  why 
he  proposed  to  support  the  Motion  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  that  his 
only  object  in  addressiug  the  House 
was,  if  he  could,  to  save  its  time. 
Therefore,  he  wished  to  recall  the  con- 
Bideration  of  the  House  to  the  practical 
question  now  before  it.  Hon.  Members 
were  not  asked  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 
They  were  merely  asked  to  take  that 
action  with  regard  to  the  Bill  which 
the  Committee  would  have  taken  with 
their  own  accord  if  the  case  had  been 
brought  under  their  notice.  They  were 
asked  to  refer  the  Bill  back  because  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  upon  which 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  had 
founded  their  decision  had  been  im- 
pugned ;  and  whenever  the  accuracy  of 
such  statements  was  disputed,  it  had 
been  the  custom  to  give  a  re-hearing,  in 
order  to  test  whether  they  were  accurate 
or  not.  It  was  now  proposed  to  refer 
this  question  back  again  to  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee,  of  which  he  was 
a  Member,  in  order  to  enable  the  Com- 
mittee to  ascertain  whether  the  state- 
ments placed  before  them,  and  on  which 
their  decision  was  founded,  was  accurate 
or  not.  They  had  nothin$i:  whatever  to 
do  with  the  merits  of  the  Bill  itself,  and 
be  was  sorry  that  the  merits  of  the 


question  should  have  been  gone  into 
at  all. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  the  Motion  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  merits  of  the  case  ;  but  surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  made  it 
was  acting  upon  information  derived 
from  an  ex  parte  statement,  and  dealing 
with  a  technical  point  which  had  been 
already  disposed  of  not  only  by  the 
Examiner  of  Private  Bills  but  by  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  If  the 
Motion  were  adopted,  he  did  not  see  what 
opportunity  would  be  given  to  those  who 
were  interested  in  the  matter  to  obtain 
an  adequate  representation  of  their 
case.  Questions  of  this  kind  must  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  merits  of  the 
evidence  forthcoming  in  regard  to  them ; 
and  surely  if  the  House  took  any  action 
in  reference  to  this  matter  at  all,  they 
should  give  to  the  parties  opposing  the 
Bill  the  right  of  rebutting  any  fresh 
statements ;  and  if  the  whole  matter  was 
to  be  gone  into,  de  fiovo,  the  people  of 
the  district  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  presenting  Petitions,  if  they  wished 
to  do  so.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
adopt  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  GILES  said,  the  House  had  ap« 
pointed  a  specific  tribunal  to  adjudicate 
in  certain  cases.  That  tribunal  had  al- 
ready given  its  decision,  and  the  House 
were  now  asked  to  reverse  that  decision. 
I  Mr.  Baikes  :  No.]  The  Committee  of 
Standing  Orders  had  agreed  that  the 
Standing  Orders  had  not  been  complied 
with,  and  that  they  should  not  be  dis- 
pensed with,  and  the  House  were  now 
asked  to  dispense  with  the  Standing 
Orders.  [Mr.  Baikes  :  No ;  not  at  all.] 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  accept  the  decision  of  the  body 
specially  appointed  to  adjudicate  upon 
these  matters.  They  were  told  tbat 
there  were  many  precedents  for  re-open- 
ing the  decision  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
that  was  perfectly  true,  but  he  believed 
they  were  bad  precedents.  On  that  side  of 
the  House,  at  all  events,  they  were  not 
accustomed  to  have  a  sort  of  vacillating 
policy ;  and  when  a  question  had  once 
been  investigated  by  a  proper  tribunal 
and  decided  upon  he  hoped  the  decision 
arrived  at  would  not  be  reversed. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  thought  the 
House  were  very  much  indebted  to  the 
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of  the  new  loeug  »tand%  they  had  acquired 
in  consequence  of  the  alteration  of  the 
Bill  which  had  been  made  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  No  doubt,  it  was  asserted 
that  some  of  the  statements  in  the  repre- 
sentation laid  before  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  on  behalf  of  the  Trustees  of 
Lord  Wenlock  were  incorrect,  and  per- 
haps it  might  have  been  very  difficult, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  have  been 
literally  accurate  in  every  respect.  But 
that  was  a  purely  ex  parte  statement, 
and,  he  must  say,  with  all  deference  to 
the  opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  B.  Mowbray),  that  he  was 
setting  a  somewhat  dangerous  precedent. 
His  contention  was  that  when  the  pro- 
moters of  a  Bill  did  not  choose  to  go 
before  a  Standing  Orders  Committee  at 
once,  and  declare  that  certain  statements 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Committee 
by  the  opponents  of  a  Bill  were  incor- 
rect, and  when  they  had  allowed  the  de- 
cision of  a  Standing  Orders  Committee 
to  remain  in  force  for  some  time,  it 
would  be  a  most  dangerous  precedent  to 
establish  if  the  House  were  now  to  hold 
that,  under  such  circumstances,  the  pro- 
moters of  a  Bill  were  entitled  to  come 
down  to  the  House  and,  on  a  mere 
ex  parte  allegation,  call  upon  it  to  refer 
the  whole  question  back  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee. 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  begged 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
pardon.  What  he  had  said  was  that 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  had 
dealt  with  &e  statements  which  had 
been  placed  before  them,  and  that  the 
opposite  party  had  placed  no  statements 
before  them.  If,  iioweyer,  under  such 
circumstances,  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee  discovered  within  a  few  hours 
afterwards  that  the  statements  made  to 
them,  and  upon  which  they  had  based 
their  decision,  were  not  correct,  then  the 
other  side  were  entitled  to  come  before 
them  and  contradict  them. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  the 
explanation  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
only  showed  the  danger  of  going  behind 
the  back  of  the  Examiners  and  of  bring- 
ing arguments  and  allegations  before 
the  House  that  were  not  before  them, 
for  by  so  doing  they  were  rirtually  turn- 
ing the  House  into  a  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
omueprohandi  rested  upon  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Umrvrsity 
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of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes),  and  he 
thought  if  the  House  adopted  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  they  would 
very  much  shake  the  confidence  of  the 
public  in  the  proceedings  connected  with 
Private  Bill  legislation.  There  was  one 
fact,  which  had  not  been  alluded  to  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes"^, 
which  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  and  it 
was  that  the  Bill  was  really  promoted  by 
persons  who  were  in  the  position  of  cre- 
ditors to  the  Dee  Conservancy  Board, 
and  who  were  seeking  to  release  them- 
selves from  various  obligations  which 
had  been  imposed  upon  them  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  Another  point  was  that 
they  had  now  arrived  at  the  7th  of  July, 
and  that  an  important  question  with  all 
of  them  was  how  soon  they  were  to 
"  shuffle  o£P  this  mortal  coil ''  and  ob« 
tain  a  happy  release  from  their  laboun. 
The  Bill  would  require  a  great  deal  of 
examinationandconsideration ;  and  there 
was  every  reason  to  believe  that  if  it 
were  referred  back  again  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  and  then  referred  to 
a  Private  Bill  Committee,  it  could  not 
receive  that  attention  whioJh  the  import- 
ance of  the  questions  with  which  it  dealt 
entitled  it  to.  Therefore,  upon  aU  those 
grounds,  he  opposed  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend. 

Thb  secretary  lo  THB  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hehry  De  Womms) 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  discnsa  this 
question  upon  its  merits ;  bat  he  most 
say  that  the  argument  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  (Sir 
John  R.  Mowbray)  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  very  cogent  one,  while  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
did  not,  to  his  mind,  meet  the  points 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  right  hon* 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Raikes).  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  a  reference  back  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  would  only  result  ia 
an  investigation  of  the  facts,  and  he 
could  not  understand  why,  if  theie  was 
not  anything  to  conceal,  hon.  Oentlemea 
should  offer  such  a  strenuous  opposition 
to  the  proposal  to  refer  the  qaestioa 
back  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 
They  had  been  told  by  the  Chairmaa 
of  the  Committee  that  there  was  no- 
thing uncommon  in  the  Committee  re- 
considering their  decision.  Thersfore^ 
any  argomenl  as  to  abeenee  of  pre* 
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ralty  engaged  is  16.  Their  number 
precludes  me  from  giving  within  the 
limits  of  an  answer  to  a  Question  all  the 
information  which  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  have ;  but  I  shall  have  no  ob- 
jection to  produce  a  Eetum  stating  the 
number,  names,  tonnage,  and  speed  of 
the  merchant  steamers'  engaged,  and 
the  terms  upon  which  they  were  en- 
gaged. The  purpose  for  which  they 
were  to  be  used  was  explained  by  the 
late  Government.  The  Naval  Beserves 
were  not  called  out,  and  therefore  these 
vessels  were  not  manned  by  them. 

POST  OFFICE-SIXPENNY  TELE- 
GRAMS. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  can  inform  the  House 
how  much  of  the  £500,000  estimated  as 
required  to  prepare  for  the  proposed  in- 
troduction of  sixpenny  telegrams  on  the 
1st  of  August  has  yet  been  expended, 
and  what  number  of  extra  '' learners" 
and  clerks  have  been  added  to  the  tele- 
graph staff  in  anticipation  of  the  extra 
work  ;  and,  whether  he  proposes  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Postal  Telegraphs  Bill 
with  or  without  provision  for  free  ad- 
dresses, as  proposed  in  the  Amendment 
to  the  Bill  of  which  he  recently  gave 
notice  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Lord  John  Manners)  :  With  refer- 
ence to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  whole  sum  of 
£500,000  will  be  spent  in  making  the 
necessary  arrangements,  and  that  the 
number  of  learners  and  clerks  added  to 
the  staff  is  1,202.  With  respect  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  laid  down  last  night 
the  lines  which  the  Government  would 
wish  to  follow  with  reference  to  legisla- 
tion. My  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Government  not  to 
proceed  further  with  legislation  of  a 
contentious  character.  Now,  the  object 
of  the  Bill  to  which  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question  refers  is  to  abolish  free 
addresses  on  telegrams,  and  that  is  a 
question  which  has  been  very  much 
contested  in  the  House  and  outside  it. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
will  not  be  disposed  to  proceed  further 
with  this  Bill  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. A  fact  bearing  upon  the  finance 
of  this  question  has  recently  been 
brought  to  my  notice.     It  has  been 
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calculated  by  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment that  if  the  estimate  of  the  con- 
templated increase  of  business  men- 
tioned by  my  Predecessor  in  Office  were 
realized,  there  would  be  an  additional 
outlay  required  in  the  course  of  about 
four  years  amounting  probably  to  not  less 
than  £1,000,000.  This  outlay  would  be 
necessitated  by  the  provision  of  addi- 
tional plant,  office  accommodation,  and 
the  laying  of  underground  wires  from 
London  to  the  principal  towns  in  the 
Kingdom.  I  may  also  say  that  the 
scheme  proposed  by  this  Bill  could  not 
under  any  circumstances  be  brought 
into  operation  before  October.  There- 
fore, weighing  all  these  considerations 
together,  the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  proceed 
further  with  this  measure  this  Session, 
and  that  it  would  be  wise  to  remit  the 
whole  question  to  the  next  Parliament, 
which  would  have  to  find  the  very 
large  sum  of  money  for  the  outlay 
which  the  Bill  would  necessitate. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  the  Order  of  the  Day 
on  going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
that  evening,  or  whether  the  noble 
Lord  would  name  an  early  day  for 
doing  BO  ?  He  thought  there  would  be 
very  great  dissatisfaction  in  the  country 
at  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
drop  the  Bill ;  and  he  wished,  moreover, 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  commenting 
on  the  proposal  and  controverting  the 
statements  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  PULESTON  wished  to  know 
whether  the  estimate  of  £1,000,000,  to 
which  the  Postmaster  General  had  al- 
luded, was  a  new  one,  or  whether  he 
found  it  in  the  Office  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL: 
It  is  not  a  new  estimate,  but  is  a  calcu- 
lation which  was  given  me  when  I  en- 
tered the  Office,  and  of  which  I  had 
no  previous  knowledge. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  should 
like  to  say  that  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
it.  [^Minuterial  cries  of  **  Order !  "  and 
counter  cheersJ]  The  noble  Lord  says 
that  that  is  an  estimate  which  he  found 
in  the  Office.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  estimate. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL: 
I  do  not  in  the  least  dispute  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  given  the  facts  as  they  have  been 
given  to  me  in  the  Office. 
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hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  for  having  put  the   matter  so 
clearly  and  plainly  before  them.     They 
had  also  the    high    authority  of   the 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray),  who  was 
in  favour  of  the  Motion,  and  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  the  matter  ought 
to  be  reconsidered.     He  thought  the 
House  were  bound,  out  of  respect  for 
the  position  of  the  Committee,  to  attach 
the  greatest  weight  to  the  opinions  of 
its  Chairman  ;  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
it  would  not  shock  the  confidence  of  the 
public  in  the  Private  Bill  legislation  of 
the  House  if,  upon  this  occasion,  they 
were   to  refer  the  Bill  back   for  the 
reconsideration  of  the  Committee.    He 
did  not  see  how  such  a  course  could 
shake  the  public  confidence  in  anybody. 
If,  by  any  possibility,  a  mistake  had 
been  made,  an  opportunity  ought  to  be 
afforded  for  correcting  it,  and  he  did  not 
see  how  it  could  shock  the  confidence  of 
anybody  to  know  that  an  opportunity 
had  been  afforded   for  arriving  at  a 
proper  conclusion  when  an  error  had 
been  committed.    His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Southampton  (Mr.  Giles) 
said  they  were  asked  to  reverse  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee.  It  was  nothing 
of  the  kind.    They  were  simply  asked 
to  refer  the  Bill  back  to  the  Committee 
on  the  distinct  allegation  that  a  mistake 
had  been  made,  and  that  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  in  regard  to  the  Bill  had 
been  founded  upon  that  mistake.    They 
were  in  no  respect  sitting  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  They  were 
not  asked  to  do  anything  of  the  kind, 
but  were  simply  asked  to  afford   an 
opportunity  for  reconsidering  a  mistake. 
It  was  simply  owing  to  the  accident  of  a 
change  of  Government  that  there  had 
been  a  lapse  of  time  between  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  and  the  application 
for  re-hearing  the  case.    If  this  appli- 
cation had  been  made  to  the  Committee 
itself  on  the  24th  of  June,  the  day  after 
the  Committee  reported  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  had  not  been  complied  with, 
there  would  have  been  no  difficulty  at 
all  in  the  matter ;  but  because,  owing 
to  political  changes,  there  had  been  a 
lapse  of  time,   it  was  now  contended 
that  the  Motion  for  referring  the  Bill 
back  again  was  improper.    Personally, 
he  was  of  opinion  that    the  political 
crisis  which  had  occurred  ought  not  to 
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be  allowed  by  the  House  to  prevent 
them  from  doing  justice  to  the  pro- 
moters of  a  Private  Bill.  They  were 
not  asked  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  but  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  seeing  whether 
an  error  had  or  had  not  been  committed. 
They  had  to  consider  the  importance 
which  attached  to  every  statement  made 
by  a  Parliamentary  agent  before  a 
Committee  of  this  sort.  Every  such 
statement  ought  to  be  strictly  and  lite* 
rally  true.  Upon  every  ground,  there- 
fore, and  having  perfect  confidence  that 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  would 
properly  discharge  their  duty,  and  that 
they  would  arrive  at  a  just  decision,  he 
would  support  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put. 

The  House  ditiied .—Ayes  129 ;  Xoe« 
156:  Majority 26.— (Div.  last,  No.2l0.) 


SITTINGS  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE 
HOUSE— COMMENCEMENT  OF  PUB- 
LIC BUSINESS. 


The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE* 
QU£R  said,  perhaps  it  mi^ht  be  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  that  after  to-day 
the  Public  Business  of  the  House  should 
commence  at  a  quarter-past  4.  He  un- 
derstood that  Private  Business  was  anf- 
ficiently  advanced  to  admit  of  that  being 
done. 

QUESTIONS. 


CRUISERS  OF  THE  MERCANTILE 
MARINE-MANNING  AND  EQUIP- 
MENT. 

Mb.  GOUBLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  the  number,  names,  tonnage, 
coal  endurance,  speed,  and  terms  under 
which  the  Admiralty  have  engaged  the 
America  and  other  merchant  steamers 
as  cruisers ;  also  for  what  purpose  thoy 
are  to  be  utilised ;  and  whether  any  A 
them  have  been  manned  wholly  or  in 
part  by  officers  and  seamen  of  the  Naval 
Keserves;  and,  further,  to  inquire  the 
calibre  and  description  of  guns  with 
which  the  ships  have  been  tittod,  and 
the  cost  of  re-oonstruction  from  mer» 
chant  to  fighting  ships  ? 

The  FIKST  LOBD  :  The  number 
of  merchant  steamers  which  the  Admi* 
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Bucli  a  commission.  Oa  the  contrary, 
they  have  reason  to  believe  that  his  ap- 
pointment will  be  acceptable  to  the 
Khedive's  Court.  [^Laughter  from  the 
Opposition.']  I  make  that  statement  on 
authority.  I  understand  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  never  publicly  condemned 
the  sending  of  Commissioners  to  Egypt 
who  are  personally  or  pecuniarily  in- 
terested in  Egyptian,  affairs. 

LITERATURE,    SCIENCE,    AND   ART  — 

THE  NATIONAL  PORTRAIT 

GALLERY. 

Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  National  Portrait  Gal- 
lery is  a  non-fireproof  erection  of  very 
slight  character,  with  roof  partly  of 
slate  with  skylights,  and  the  remainder 
of  boards  covered  either  with  zinc  or 
tarred  felt;  whether  it  is  not  in  an 
equally  hazardous  condition  with  the 
International  Exhibition,  which  it  ad- 
joins ;  whether  this  invaluable  collec- 
tion is  not  exposed  to  the  greatest  risk 
from  fire ;  and,  whether  this  deplorable 
state  of  things  is  to  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, or  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
adopt  such  remedies  as  may  secure  the 
Nation  from  an  irreparable  loss  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pltjnket)  :  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend  I  beg  to  assure  him  that 
I  fully  recognize  the  importance  of  the 
subject  to  which  he  has  called  attention. 
I  have  for  some  days  been  inquiring 
into  it,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  in- 
form him  that  the  actual  danger  to  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery  is  not  as  great 
as  his  Question  seems  to  imply.  The 
building  is  of  ordinary  construction, 
with  brick  walls  and  wooden  joists  and 
floors ;  the  roof  is  slated,  and  has  sky- 
lights ;  it  is  not  covered  with  tarred  felt- 
ing ;  and  it  is  separated  from  the  wooden 
corridors  outside  by  brick  walls  and  iron 
doors ;  it  cannot  be  said  in  any  sense  to 
be  in  an  equally  hazardous  condition 
with  the  International  Exhibition,  which 
is  built  entirely  of  wood,  covered  with 
asbestos  paint.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  risk  of  fire 
has  been  to  some  extent  increased  by 
the  proximity  of  the  Exhibition ;  and  I 
am  not  satisfied  with  the  condition  of 
the  building,  which  contains  a  collection 
of  such  immense  value  to  the  nation. 
I  have  asked  Mr.  Scharf,  who  is  the 
keeper  of  the  collection;  and  the  secre- 


tary to  the  Trustees,  to  give  me  the  great 
advantage  of  his  advice,  and  I  hope 
within  a  short  time  to  be  able  to  make 
some  further  statement  to  the  House, 
should  my  hon.  Friend  be  inclined  to 
put  another  Question  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  wished  to 
know  whether  the  information  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  just  given  to  the 
House  was  derived  from  the  Board  of 
Works;  whether  he  had  sent  anyone 
to  make  a  special  inspection  of  the 
building ;  and  whether  he  would  assure 
the  House  that  his  statement  really  and 
accurately  described  the  building  ?  He 
was  astonished  at  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER,  in 
reply,  said,  the  information  he  had  given 
was,  of  course,  received  from  official 
sources ;  but  he  hoped  in  a  day  or  two 
to  examine  the  building  himself.  He 
had  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  the  in- 
formation which  ho  had  already  given 
was  perfectly  correct. 

EGYPT— THE  MILITARY  EXPEDIITON 
—VOTE  OF  THANKS  TO  THE  FORCES. 

8m  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  intended  to 
propose  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Home, 
East  Indian,  and  Colonial  Forces  of  the 
Crown,  of  the  Navy  and  Army  who  have 
been  serving,  under  such  trying  circum- 
stances, in  the  Soudan  and  on  the  Nile, 
and  have  fought  with  such  courage  and 
devotion  at  El  Teb  and  Tamanieb,  and 
at  Abu  Klea,  Gubat,  and  Kerbekan  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith):  We  do 
intend  later  in  the  Session  to  propose  a 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  oflBcers  and  men 
who  in  the  recent  campaign  so  gallantly 
maintained  the  reputation  of  the  British 
Forces.  The  precise  form  of  the  Vote 
will  be  more  conveniently  considered  in 
connection  with  the  rewards  to  be  given 
for  this  campaign,  the  recommendations 
with  regard  to  which  wo  expect  to  re- 
ceive shortly. 

PUBLIC  HEALTII-TqE  CHOLERA- 
PREVENTIVE  MEASURES. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
serious  increase  of  the  cholera  epidemic 
in  Spain,  and  its  possible  approach  to 
England,  the  Gov^i^m^^^  .hj^^pg 
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any  steps  of  a  preventive  character, 
through  the  various  port  sanitary  au- 
thorities and  other  local  authorities  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  :  In  the  latter  part  of  last 
year  an  inspection  was  made  of  the 
principal  ports  of  England,  with  the 
object  of  seeing  how  far  the  local  Sani- 
tary Authorities  were  prepared  to  exe- 
cute the  regulations  of  the  Board  with 
regard  to  cholera.  During  the  pre- 
sent year  a  more  extended  inspection 
has  been  undertaken  by  six  Medical  In- 
spectors of  the  districts  of  England 
where  cholera  may  be  more  especially 
expected  to  prevail.  This  inspection  is 
now  almost  complete  as  regards  the  port 
and  riparian  districts  of  England,  and  is 
being  pursued  in  other  districts  which 
there  is  reason  to  suppose  would  be  most 
likely  to  suffer  from  cholera  in  the  event 
of  its  introduction  into  this  country.  As 
a  part  of  this  inspection,  Sanitary  Au- 
thorities are  met  and  counsel  taken  with 
them,  and  their  more  immediate  duty  of 
preparation  against  cholera  as  well  as 
their  general  sanitary  duties  are  im- 
pressea  on  them  by  the  Board's  In- 
spectors, and,  where  necessary,  by  sub- 
sequent communication  from  the  Board. 
The  regulations  which  were  in  force 
during  the  prevalence  of  cholera  in 
France  and  Italy  are  still  in  operation. 
As  regards  rags,  an  Order  has  been 
issued  prohibiting  until  the  Ist  of  No- 
vember next  the  importation  of  rags 
from  Spain. 

POLICE  SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  will  con- 
sider the  Police  Superannuation  Bill 
of  the  late  Government,  with  the  view 
either  of  re-introducing  it  in  the  next 
Parliament  or  of  bringing  forward  a 
measure  which,  whilst  not  increasing 
local  burdens,  will  satisfy  the  just  de- 
mands of  the  Police  forces  throughout 
the  Country  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssHEToir  Oboss)  :  It  is  quite  impossible 
for  us  to  go  on  with  this  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion, and,  therefore,  when  the  Order 
is  called,  I  shall  move  that  it  be  dis- 
charged. If,  however,  at  any  other 
time,  I  can  see  my  way  to  meet  the 
just  demands  of  the  police  without  in- 
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creasing  local  burdens,  I  shall  be  (nilj 
too  glad. 

PROVISION  FOR  THE  ROYAL   FAIOLT 
—A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adhere  to 
and  adopt  the  promise  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  the  late 
Government,  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
vote  of  an  annuity  for  Her  Eoyal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Beatrice,  that  early  in 
next  Session  a  Committee  shall  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question  of  pro- 
visions for  members  of  the  fioyal 
Family  and  other  than  the  Sovereign 
and  the  Heir  to  the  Throne  ?  

TheCHANCELLOE  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bkach;  : 
The  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  is  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion deals  with  a  suhject  of  great 
importance,  hut  it  is  one  to  which  we 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  give  our 
attention.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  il 
win  not  he  in  my  power  to  give  the 
House  any  imdertaHng  with  regard  to 
it  this  Session. 

HIGH  COURT   OF  JUSTICE— THE 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

Mb.  INOE  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether,  cousidering  the  fact  that 
the  suitors  of  the  Chancery  Divimoa 
cannot  select  the  Court  in  which  to  try 
their  causes,  and  that  there  is  a  great 
variation  in  the  rate  of  speed  with  which 
causes  are  tried  in  different  Courts,  there 
is  any  likelihood  of  such  a  ohange  of 
practice  heing  estahlished  by  authority, 
either  by  way  of  a  rota  of  judges*  or 
otherwise,  as  will  give  to  each  suitor  sa 
equal  chauce  of  having  his  case  heard 
within  a  given  time  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Webster)  said,  the  hon.  Member  wai 
no  doubt  aware  that  a  Oommittee,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Master  of  the  RoQi. 
had  been  investigating  the  question ;  sad 
as  their  Report  would  shortly  be  laid 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  it' would  b* 
unwise  to  express  an  opinion  on  tk» 
point  until  that  Report  was  presented. 

THE  STATIONERY  DEPARTMEXT- 
C0NTRACT8, 

Me.  BPOADHURST  asked  the S«t" 
tary  to  the  Treasury^Whether  oomplaiati 
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had  reached  tho  Treasury  as  to  the  mode 
of  issuing  contracts  by  the  Stationery 
Department,  whereby  competition  had 
been  practically  reduced  to  a  few  firms ; 
and  whether  some  system  would  be 
adopted  enabling  firms  paying  the  full 
trade  wages  to  compete  for  Government 
work  in  the  future  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Hexry  Holland),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  happy  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  that  new  draft  forms 
of  contract  had  been  prepared  and 
would  be  submitted  to  the  Treasury  in 
a  few  days.  Very  large  alterations  had 
been  made  in  the  schedules  and  prices, 
and  the  prices  were  now  so  arranged 
that  anyone  could  understand  them. 
The  intention  was,  he  believed,  to  pub- 
lish these  prices  about  September,  and 
ample  time  would  be  given  to  anyone 
tendering  to  make  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  whether 
the  terms  of  contract  and  the  form  could 
be  issued  before  the  rising  of  the  House, 
to  allow  of  any  suggestions  being  made 
as  to  the  alterations  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY said,  he  should  certainly  hope 
80,  though  he  should  not  like  to  give 
any  distinct  pledge  on  the  subject. 

NAVY— THE  STEAM  RESERVES. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  a  fresh  classification  of  the  ships 
in  the  Steam  Reserve  has  been  made,  of 
which  the  Fourth  Class  is  to  consist  of 
ships  unfit  for  further  sea  service,  if  so, 
whether  the  names  of  the  ships  in  this 
class  are  to  remain  upon  the  Navy  List  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  who 
replied,  said  :  A  fresh  classification  has 
been  made,  of  which  the  fourth  class  will 
consist  of  ships  unfit  for  further  sea 
service.  It  is  not  contemplated  to  re- 
move tho  names  of  these  ships  from  The 
Navy  List,  as  many  will  be  employed  on 
harbour  work ;  but  instructions  have 
been  given  to  place  against  their  names 
in  The  Navy  List  an  intimation  that  they 
belong  to  the  fourth  class. 

NAVY-THE     ROYAL    MARINES-PEN- 
SIONS OF  NON-COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS. 
Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  daily 


rate  of  pension  for  Non- Commissioned 
Officers  of  the  Royal  Marines  has  yet 
been  assimilated  with  that  of  Non-Com- 
missioned  Officers  in  the  Army  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Mr.  Ritchie):  The  rate  of 
pension  of  tho  non-commissioned  officers 
of  the  Royal  Marines  has  not  been 
assimilated  to  that  prevailing  in  the 
Army ;  but  the  difference  is  only  small, 
and  the  Marines  enjoy  some  advantages 
that  are  not  open  to  the  soldier.  The 
present  Government  has  not,  however, 
had  the  opportunity  of  investigating 
the  subject ;  but  I  can  promise  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  that  inquiry 
shall  be  made  into  the  matter,  with  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
do  full  justice  to  the  claims  of  so  gallant 
and  distinguished  a  corps. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in 
rising  to  move  the  following  Resolu- 
tion : — 

^'That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  all  other  business ;  and 
that,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  including 
this  day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence 
of  Notices  of  Motions  on  Tuesdays,  Govern- 
ment Orders  having  priority ;  that  Government 
Orders  have  priority  on  Wednesdays ;  and  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  27th  November  1882, 
relating  to  Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Monday  and  Thursday,  be  extended 
to  Tuesday  and  Wednesday," 

said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  statement 
which  it  is  now  my  duty  to  make,  I  wish, 
in  the  first  place,  to  guard  Her  Majesty's 
Government  against  any  possible  mis- 
conception of  their  motives  in  making 
the  proposal  which  I  have  put  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  Sir,  I  need  not,  I  hope, 
dwell  upon  the  rather  remarkable  as- 
sumption of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
that  this  proposal  is  intended  as  a  kind 
of  Vole  of  Confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  need  not,  I  think,  Sir, 
say  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  is 
merely  the  proposal  which  we  venture 
to  submit  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  and,  as  we  believe,  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country,  in  the  ar- 
rangement and  transaction  of  the  re«> 
maining  Business  of  the  Session.  Her 
Maje8ty'e   Goyemment^^ha^^j^^t^ 
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any  steps  of  a  preTentive  character, 
through  the  various  port  sanitary  au- 
thorities and  other  local  authorities  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  :  In  the  latter  part  of  last 
year  an  inspection  was  made  of  the 
principal  ports  of  England,  with  the 
object  of  seeing  how  far  the  local  Sani- 
tary Authorities  were  prepared  to  exe- 
cute the  regulations  of  the  Board  with 
regard  to  cholera.  During  the  pre- 
sent year  a  more  extended  inspection 
has  been  undertaken  by  six  Medical  In- 
spectors of  the  districts  of  England 
where  cholera  may  be  more  especially 
expected  to  prevail.  This  inspection  is 
now  almost  complete  as  regards  the  port 
and  riparian  districts  of  England,  and  is 
being  pursued  in  other  districts  which 
there  is  reason  to  suppose  would  be  most 
likely  to  suffer  from  cholera  in  the  event 
of  its  introduction  into  this  country.  As 
a  part  of  this  inspection,  Sanitary  Au- 
thorities are  met  and  counsel  taken  with 
them,  and  their  more  immediate  duty  of 
preparation  against  cholera  as  well  as 
their  general  sanitary  duties  are  im- 
pressed on  them  by  the  Board's  In- 
spectors, and,  where  necessary,  by  sub- 
sequent communication  from  the  Board. 
The  regulations  which  were  in  force 
during  the  prevalence  of  cholera  in 
France  and  Italy  are  still  in  operation. 
As  regards  rags,  an  Order  has  been 
issued  prohibiting  until  the  1st  of  No- 
vember next  the  importation  of  rags 
from  Spain. 

POLICB  SUPERANNUATION  BILL. 

Sis  HENKY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  will  con- 
sider the  Police  Superannuation  Bill 
of  the  late  Oovemment,  with  the  view 
either  of  re-introducing  it  in  the  next 
Parliament  or  of  bringing  forward  a 
measure  which,  whilst  not  increasing 
local  burdens,  will  satisfy  the  just  de- 
mands of  the  Police  forces  throughout 
the  Country  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Sir  E. 
AssBETOK  Cross)  :  It  is  quite  impossible 
for  us  to  go  on  with  this  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion, and,  therefore,  when  the  Order 
is  called,  I  shall  move  that  it  be  dis- 
charged. If,  however,  at  any  other 
time,  I  can  see  my  way  to  meet  the  ' 
just  demands  of  the  police  without  in- ' 

Lord  Claud  Hamilton 


creasing  local  burdens,  I  shall  be  0&I7 
too  glad. 

PROVISION  FOR  THE  ROYAL  FAKILT 
-A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  T\liether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adhere  to 
and  adopt  Uie  promise  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  the  lata 
Government,  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
vote  of  an  annuity  for  Her  Eoyal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Beatrice,  that  early  in 
next  Session  a  Committee  shall  be  ap* 
pointed  to  consider  the  question  of  pro- 
visions for  members  of  the  Eoyal 
Family  and  other  than  the  Sovereign 
and  the  Heir  to  the  Throne? 

ThbCHANOELLOE  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bsacb)  : 
The  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  is  referred  to  in  the  Qaee- 
tion  deals  with  a  subject  of^  great 
importance,  but  it  is  one  to  which  we 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  give  oar 
attention.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  it 
will  not  be  in  my  power  to  give  the 
House  any  undertaking  with  regard  to 
it  this  Session. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

Mb.  INCE  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether,  considering  the  fact  thai 
the  suitors  of  the  Chancery  Division 
cannot  select  the  Court  in  which  to  try 
their  causes,  and  that  there  is  a  greet 
variation  in  the  rate  of  speed  with  which 
causes  are  tried  in  different  Courts,  there 
is  any  likelihood  of  such  a  change  of 
practice  being  e6tablished  by  authority, 
either  by  way  of  a  rota  of  jndgea,  or 
otherwise,  as  will  give  to  each  suitor  an 
equal  chance  of  having  his  case  heard 
within  a  given  time  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Webster)  said,  the  hon.  Member  was 
no  doubt  aware  that  a  Committee,  pre* 
sided  over  by  the  Master  of  the  Eolls. 
had  been  investigating  the  question ;  and 
as  their  Eeport  would  shortly  be  laid 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  it  would  be 
unwise  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
point  until  that  Eoport  was  presented. 

THE  STATIONERY  DEPARTMENT- 
CONTRACTS. 

Ma.  BrOADHUEST  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  oomplainta 
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tended  to  Tuesdays.     I  confess  that  we 
have  been  anxious  not  to  make  any  pro- 

?osals  with  regard  to  Morning  Sittings, 
t  has  no  doubt  been  customary  that 
proposals  with  regard  to  Morning  Sit- 
tings should  precede  a  Motion  such  as  I 
am  making  to-day  ;  but  we  have  thought 
that  not  only  would  Morning  Sittings  be 
inconvenient  to  the  House,  but  that  they 
would  practically  fail  to  effect  the  object 
we  have  in  view.  It  is  also  evident 
that  without  the  extension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  with  regard  to  Supply  to 
Morning  Sittings,  the  whole  result  of 
such  a  proposal  would  bo  that  hon. 
Members  would  bring  forward  their 
Motions  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  instead  of  in  the  manner  cus- 
tomary on  Tuesdays.  Wo  have  con- 
sidered it  insufficient  on  the  present  oc- 
casion to  make  any  proposal  with  regard 
to  Morning  Sittings.  We  have  instead 
asked  the  House  to  give  us  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesdays  to  be  devoted  to  the 
purposes  which  I  have  mentioned,  under 
the  belief  that  by  so  doing  we  shall  be 
best  promoting  the  convenience  of  the 
House  and  the  rapid  progress  of  the 
work  which  the  House,  1  believe,  is 
most  anxious  to  get  through.  It  is,  no 
doubt,  a  fact  that,  in  previous  years, 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  not 
only  anxious  to  promote  their  financial 
measures  and  Supply,  but  also  to  com- 
plete important  measures  of  legislation. 
That  is  not  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  present  occasion. 
We  do  not  think  that  we  can  be  fairly 
expected  to  make  ourselves  responsible 
for  the  more  important  measures  which 
were  proposed  by  our  Predecessors  in 
Office ;  and,  even  if  we  could,  I  would 
venture  with  all  deference  to  the  House 
to  submit  this  consideration  to  hon. 
Members.  The  great  measures  relating 
to  the  reform  of  the  House  of  Commons 
have  now  become  law,  and  that  is  a  fact 
which  I  think  we  must  all  feel  has  made 
a  material  difference  in  the  position  of 
the  House.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
satisfactory,  or  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country,  that,  under  the  circumstances 
in  which  we  are  now  placed,  the  pre- 
sent House  of  Commons  should  under- 
take legislation  upon  any  subjects,  ex- 
cept those  which  are  urgently  necessary 
to  be  dealt  with  on  this  particular  oc- 
casion, or  are  of  a  non  -  contentious 
nature.  This  is  the  principle  governing 
the  proposal  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 


vernment now  make  to  the  House.  I 
will  venture  to  name  a  few  of  the 
measures  coming  under  these  heads, 
with  which  it  is  our  intention  to 
proceed.  In  the  first  place,  of  course, 
we  have  to  proceed  with  the  neces- 
saiy  financial  Bills  of  the  year;  then 
there  is  the  Federal  Council  of  Aus- 
tralia Bill,  the  East  India  Loan  Bill, 
which  passed  through  a  stage  last  night, 
the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  the  Edu- 
cational Endowments  (Ireland)  Bill,  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Returning  Offi- 
cers) Bill,  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
(Term  of  Imprisonment)  Bill,  and  some 
other  Bills,  with  which  I  need  not  weary 
the  House,  of  a  purely  Departmental 
character.  There  is  also  a  Bill  of  great 
importance  now  under  consideration  in 
''another  place" — namely,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  Bill,  which  we  hope  to 
be  able  to  pass  into  law ;  and  there  is  a 
question  relating  to  Ireland  on  which 
we  are  extremely  anxious  to  place  our 
proposals  before  Parliament  in  the  hope 
that  it  may  be  possible  to  deal  with 
them.  That  is  the  question  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  it  is 
a  matter  of  very  great  importance  ; 
but  I  would  also  add  that  it  is  a 
matter  on  which  I  believe  the  necessity 
for  legislation  has  been  imanimously 
admitted  by  all  parties  in  Ireland.  It 
is  a  subject  on  which  legislation  has 
been  promised,  I  think  twice  by  our 
Predecessors  in  Office,  and  last  year  a 
Eesolution  on  the  subject  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to,  proposed  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton).  Al- 
though it  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance, yet  we  certainly  are  not  at  all 
clear  that  it  will  necessarily  prove  to 
be  one  of  a  contentious  character.  I 
well  remember  that  when  we  were  last 
in  Office  we  were  called  upon  to  deal 
with  an  Irish  question  which  then  ap- 
peared at  least  as  thorny  and  as  difficult 
as  the  question  of  land  purchase  in  Ire- 
land. I  refer  to  the  ^subject  of  inter- 
mediate education.  We  were  fortunate 
in  proposing  a  measure  which  passed 
through  Parliament  with  scarcely  any 
opposition,  and  which  I  believe  is  now 
universally  admitted  to  have  been  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  that  most  im- 
portant subject.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
know  whether  we  shall  be  equally  for- 
tunate in  our  proposals  with  regard  to 
land  purchase ;  but  what  we  are  anxious 
to  do  is  to  place  them  fairly  on  the 
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Table  of  this  House  and  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  consider  them.  Then,  of  course, 
if  we  find  that  such  opposition  arises  to 
them  that  they  would  fairly  fall  outside 
those  two  classes  of  measures  with  which 
I  have  stated  it  is  alone  our  intention  to 
deal,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  us  to 
proceed  with  them  and  pass  them  into 
law.  I  have  referred  to  the  subjects  on 
which  we  should  be  glad  to  legislate.  I 
should  now  like  to  refer  to  another 
question  connected  with  Ireland  on 
which  we  do  not  propose  to  legislate, 
as  the  House  is  already  aware.  I 
mean  to  the  renewal  of  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act.  Now,  Sir, 
some  weeks  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  was  then  Prime  Minister 
informed  Parliament  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
the  renewal  of  certain  valuable  and 
equitable  provisions  of  that  Act.  I  do 
not  know  what  those  provisions  were. 
We  find  no  trace  whatever  that  any 
Bill  was  prepared  embodying  them ; 
but  I  do  not  say  that  in  any  way  as  a 
matter  of  complaint,  because  we  do 
not  propose  to  renew  them  ourselves. 
We  do  not  propose.  Sir,  to  renew  any 
of  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  because 
we  object  to  exceptional  legislation  of 
that  character,  unless  such  legislation 
in  our  minds  is  clearly  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  order.  [Laughter^ 
'*  Hear,  hear !  "  and  *'  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I 
quite  understand,  from  the  way  in  which 
that  observation  was  received,  that  there 
are  several  hon.  Members  opposite  who 
share  an  opinion  that  was  expressed 
some  little  time  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain) — namely,  that  **  co- 
ercion with  the  Tories  was  a  policy ;  with 
the  Liberals  only  a  hateful  incident." 
Sir,  I  will  venture  to  say  that,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham, 
in  the  study  which  he  proposes  to  make 
of  Irish  questions,  would  devote  a  little 
time  to  researches  into  the  history  of 
Irish  government,  he  would  find  that 
his  idea  on  that  subject  is  a  complete 
delusion.  He  would  find,  no  doubt, 
that  it  has  sometimes  been  necessary  for 
Conservative  Administrations  to  intro- 
duce and  carry  exceptional  legislation 
for  Ireland  ;  but  I  think  he  would  find 
more  occasions  on  which  it  has  been 
necessary  for  Liberal  Administrations 
to  take  that  course ;  and  he  would  also 
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find,  if  he  sought  for  the  period  daring 
which  Ireland  had  been  most  free  from 
legislation  of  this  character,  or  when 
such  legislation  had  been  most  moderate, 
that  those  periods  had  ocourred  during 
the  government  of  Ireland  by  the  Con- 
servative Party.  [•*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Now, 
I  am  very  far  from  asserting  for  a 
moment  that  occasions  may  not  arise  in 
Ireland,  or  in  any  other  country,  where 
such  a  state  of  anarchy  or  social  disorder 
may  exist  as  existed  in  Ireland,  unfor- 
tunately, at  the  end  of  1880  and  at  the 
beginning  of  1881,  when  very  stringent 
measures  of  this  sort  may  be  required. 
But,  Sir,  what  I  would  venture  to  say  is 
this — that,  even  when  required,  such 
legislation  is  to  some  extent  an  evil  in 
itself ;  for  it  undoubtedly  fosters  among 
the  people  who  are  subject  to  it  a  feeling 
of  disaffection,  which  leads  more  than 
anything,  perhaps,  to  disobedience  of 
the  law ;  and  I  am  afraid  it  also,  at  any 
rate  occasionally,  induces  the  authori- 
ties not  to  exert  that  vigorous  and  vigi- 
lant administration  of  the  ordinary  law 
which,  after  all,  can  be  the  only  per- 
manent security  for  order  and  good  go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  Sir,  if  this  was 
true  in  the  past,  I  will  venture  to  eay 
that  it  is  doubly  true  now;  and  why 
it  is  doubly  true  now?  Because  Par- 
liament has  granted  to  Ireland  com- 
plete political  freedom  in  Parliamentaiy 
elections  by  the  ballot  and  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  and  it  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  that  complete  political 
freedom  to  continue  permanently  the  old- 
fashioned  government  of  Ireland  by  a 
system  of  coercion.  Sir,  in  our  opinion 
there  is  but  one  question  at  issue.  I  do 
not  suppose  anybody  would  suggest 
that  it  was  necessary  or  desirable  to 
renew  the  whole  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  (Ireland)  Act.  The  question  solely 
is  this — whether  some  of  the  milder 
provisions  of  that  Act  are  or  are  not 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
in  Ireland.  Well,  now,  Sir,  we  have 
carefully  considered  that  question ;  and, 
in  our  opinion,  there  is  reason  to 
believe  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
maintain  law  and  order  in  Ireland  by 
a  firm  and  vigorous  administration  of 
the  ordinary  law  without  the  re- 
enactment  of  those  provisions  to  which 
I  have  referred.  I  would  say  that,  as 
the  House  is  aware,  there  has  been  a 
steady  and  gratifying  diminution  in 
agrarian  crime.    No    doubt,    agrarian 
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crime  has  not  reached,  as  yet,  so  low  a 
point  as  we  could  wish  it  to  stand  at ; 
but  there  is  another  fact,  and  it  is  this — 
that  cases  of  serious  agrarian  crime  are 
now  very  rare.  There  is  also  a  matter 
which  I  feel  justified  in  alluding  to,  al- 
though I  do  not  wish  to  lay  too  much 
stress  on  it,  and  it  is  this — that  I  think 
the  change  of  Government  has  not  been 
unaccompanied  with  certain  symptoms, 
pervading  all  classes  in  Ireland,  of  a 
better  feeling  to  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment than  has  recently  existed.  Well, 
then.  Sir,  there  is  another  consider- 
ation which  I  hope  may  commend  itself 
to  hon.  Members  opposite.  They  have 
continuously  put  forward  theories,  the 
truth  of  which  I  do  not  at  all  now 
wish  to  discuss,  on  the  effects  of  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  pacify- 
ing Ireland.  If  there  be  any  truth  in 
those  theories,  we  have  good  reason  to 
expect  that  during  the  coming  autumn 
the  energies  and  the  action  of  Irishmen 
may  be  turned  from  the  evil  of  the  past 
to  action  of  a  peaceful  and  political  kind. 
I  think  it  is  not  absolutely  without  some 
negative  value  that  the  Irish  people 
should  be  free  from  the  effect  of  irri- 
tating and  angry  discussions  upon  the 
renewal  of  those  minor  provisions  of 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act — discus- 
sions which,  perhaps,  might  do  almost 
as  much  harm  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land as  the  renewal  of  those  provisions 
could  possibly  do  good.  Sir,  I  have 
merely  to  add  that,  considering  the 
whole  situation.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  felt  that,  consistently  with 
their  duty,  they  can  rely  on  the  ordinary 
law  for  the  maintenance  of  order  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  they  have  not  felt  justified 
in  proposing  to  this  House  measures 
which,  unless  their  necessity  were  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  would, 
I  will  venture  to  say,  be  odious  to  all 
Parties  among  us.  I  now  turn  to  the 
question  of  some  other  Bills  on  the 
Order  Book,  which  are  of  greater  im- 
portance than  the  Bills  with  which  I 
have  already  stated  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  proceed.  I  will 
refer  to  four  measures  which  were  men- 
tioned yesterday  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone).  He 
alluded  to  the  Crofters'  Holdings  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  to  the  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion (Wales)  Bill,  to  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Medical  Relief)  Bill,  and  to 
the    Criminal    Law    Amendment    Bill. 


With  regard  to  the  first  of  those  mea- 
sures, the  Crofters'  Holdings  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot 
hold  out  any  expectation  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  proceed  with  it.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  it  is  a 
Bill  on  a  subject  which  was  carefully 
inquired  into  by  a  Eoyal  Commission ; 
but  that  it  is  not  based  on  the  Eeport 
of  that  Commission,  but  on  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government.  It  cer- 
tainly, I  should  suppose,  is  a  Bill  of  a 
contentious  character.  .  Although  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane)  asked  me  a  Question  on  the  sub- 
ject yesterday,  I  remember  that  he  him- 
self gave  Notice  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  which,  if 
accepted,  must  have  defeated  the  mea- 
sure. It  is  a  Bill  which,  I  think,  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  represent  the  feeling 
of  the  crofters,  and  of  the  crofters  them- 
selves, cannot  be  looked  upon  as  a  per- 
manent settlement  of  the  question  to 
whioh  it  relates.  [Mr.  Macfarlane  : 
Hear,  hear !]  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  approves  that 
proposition,  for  I  cannot  think  that  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  any  Party 
or  any  class  that  our  experience  of  land 
legislation  in  Ireland  should  be  repeated 
in  Scotland,  and  that  we  should  pass 
now,  as  was  passed  by  Parliament  in 
1870,  with  reference  to  Ireland,  a  Land 
Bill  absolutely  abortive  as  effecting  any 
settlement  of  the  question.  Again,  I 
find  that,  even  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Members,  or  at  least  of  one  Member, 
of  Her  Majesty's  late  Government — and 
that  a  noble  Lord  especially  connected 
with  Scotland — this  Bill  is  not  entirely 
satisfactory.  I  observed  the  other  day, 
in  a  speech  of  Lord  Eosebery's,  that 
that  noble  Lord  stated  that  if  an  im- 
proved system  of  local  government  had 
existed  in  Scotland,  a  more  satisfactory 
Crofters'  Bill  might  have  been  passed 
than  was  now  before  us.  Then,  again, 
the  Bill  relates  to  the  interests  of  a  large 
class  of  persons  who  do  not  possess  the 
franchise,  but  who  will  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  exercise  it  at  the  next  Election. 
For  all  these  reasons,  and  the  Bill  being, 
as  I  believe,  of  a  very  contentious  cha- 
racter, I  do  not  think  it  would  be  advis- 
able that  it  should  be  proceeded  with  at 
the  present  moment.  Now,  Sir,  I  turn 
to  the  question  of  Welsh  intermediate 
education.  I  do  not  feel  able  to  go,  even 
if  I  were  quite  in  Order  in  doing  so,  into 
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Table  of  this  House  and  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  consider  them.  Then,  of  coarse, 
if  we  find  that  such  opposition  arises  to 
them  that  they  would  fairly  fall  outside 
those  two  classes  of  measures  with  which 
I  have  stated  it  is  alone  our  intention  to 
deal,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  us  to 
proceed  with  them  and  pass  them  into 
law.  I  have  referred  to  the  subjects  on 
which  we  should  be  glad  to  legidate.  I 
should  now  like  to  refer  to  another 
question  connected  with  Ireland  on 
which  we  do  not  propose  to  legislate, 
as  the  House  is  already  aware.  I 
mean  to  the  renewal  of  the  Preven- 
tion of  Orime  (Ireland)  Act.  Now,  Sir, 
some  weeks  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  was  then  Prime  Minister 
informed  Parliament  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
the  renewal  of  certain  valuable  and 
equitable  provisions  of  that  Act.  I  do 
not  know  what  those  provisions  were. 
We  find  no  trace  whatever  that  any 
Bill  was  prepared  embodying  them; 
but  I  do  not  say  that  in  any  way  as  a 
matter  of  complaint,  because  we  do 
not  propose  to  renew  them  ourselves. 
We  do  not  propose,  Sir,  to  renew  any 
of  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  because 
we  object  to  exceptional  legislation  of 
that  character,  unless  such  legislation 
in  our  minds  is  clearly  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  order.  [Laughter^ 
"  Hear,  hear !  "  and  *'  Oh,  oh ! "]  I 
quite  understand,  from  the  way  in  which 
that  observation  was  recei?ed,  that  there 
are  several  hon.  Members  op]>osite  who 
share  an  opinion  that  was  expressed 
Bome  little  time  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain) — namely,  that  •*  co- 
ercion with  the  Tories  was  a  policy ;  with 
the  Liberals  only  a  hateful  incident." 
Sir,  I  will  venture  to  say  that,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham, 
in  the  study  which  he  proposes  to  make 
of  Irish  questions,  would  devote  a  little 
time  to  researches  into  the  history  of 
Irish  government,  he  would  find  that 
bis  idea  on  that  subject  is  a  complete 
delusion.  Ho  would  find,  no  doubt, 
that  it  has  sometimes  been  necessary  for 
Conservative  Administrations  to  intro- 
duce and  carry  exceptional  legislation 
for  Ireland ;  but  I  think  be  would  find 
more  occasions  on  which  it  has  been 
necessary  for  Liberal  Administrations 
to  take  that  course ;  and  he  would  also 
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find,  if  he  sought  for  the  period  daring 
which  Ireland  had  been  most  free  from 
legislation  of  this  character,  or  when 
such  legislation  had  been  most  moderate, 
that  those  periods  bad  occurred  daring 
the  government  of  Ireland  by  the  Con- 
servative Party.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  Now. 
I  am  very  far  from  asserting  for  a 
moment  that  occasions  may  not  arise  ia 
Ireland,  or  in  any  other  country,  where 
such  a  state  of  anarchy  or  social  disorder 
may  exist  as  existed  in  Ireland,  unfor- 
tunately, at  the  end  of  1880  and  at  the 
beginning  of  1881,  when  very  stringent 
measures  of  this  sort  may  be  required. 
But,  Sir,  what  I  would  venture  to  say  is 
this — that,  even  when  required,  such 
legislation  is  to  some  extent  an  e?il  in 
itself ;  for  it  undoubtedly  fosters  among 
the  people  who  are  subject  to  it  a  feeling 
of  disaffection,  which  leads  more  than 
anything,  perhaps,  to  disobedience  of 
the  law ;  and  I  am  afraid  it  also,  at  any 
rate  occasionally,  induces  the  authori- 
ties not  to  exert  that  vigorous  and  vigi- 
lant administration  of  the  ordinary  law 
which,  after  all,  can  be  the  only  per- 
manent security  for  order  and  good  go* 
vemment  in  Ireland.  Sir,  if  this  was 
true  in  the  past,  I  will  venture  to  say 
that  it  is  doubly  true  now;  and  why 
it  is  doubly  true  now?  Because  Par- 
liament has  granted  to  Ireland  com- 
plete political  freedom  in  Parliamentary 
elections  by  the  ballot  and  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  and  it  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  that  complete  political 
freedom  to  continue  permanently  the  old- 
fashioned  government  of  Ireland  by  a 
system  of  coercion.  Sir,  in  our  opinion 
there  is  but  one  question  at  issue.  I  do 
not  suppose  anybody  would  sucrgest 
that  it  was  necessary  or  desirable  to 
renew  the  whole  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  (Ireland)  Act.  The  question  solely 
is  this — whether  some  of  the  milder 
provisions  of  that  Act  are  or  are  not 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
in  Ireland.  Well,  now.  Sir,  we  hnve 
carefully  considered  that  question ;  and, 
in  our  opinion,  there  is  reason  to 
believe  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
maintain  law  and  order  in  IrelanJ  by 
a  firm  and  vigorous  administration  of 
the  ordinary  law  without  the  re* 
enactment  of  those  provisions  to  which 
I  have  referred.  I  would  say  that,  as 
the  House  is  aware,  there  has  be i<n  a 
steady  and  gratifying  dimination  in 
agrarian  crime.    No   doubt,    agrarian 
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Votes  whicH  still  remain  to  be  passed 
in  Committee  of  Supply.  I  understand 
his  desire  is  rather  to  elicit  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion,  than  actually  to  ob- 
tain a  vote  of  the  House  on  a  Motion 
which,  even  he  carried  it,  could  not 
result  in  any  legislation  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  Sir,  I  have  now  only  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  patience  with 
which  it  has  listened  to  me,  and  to  ask 
its  favourable  consideration  for  the  Mo- 
tion which  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper. 
It  is,  I  will  venture  to  repeat,  a  Motion 
which  we  believe  to  be  for  the  conve- 
nience and  in  the  interest  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  If  the  House  should  agree 
to  it,  we  should  hope  to  be  able  to  wind 
up  the  Session  in  a  very  moderate  time, 
thus  affording  a  longer  interval  for  that 
rest  which  all  of  us  require,  though  I 
fear  a  great  many  of  us  will  not  be  able 
t^  obtain,  before  the  time  arrives  when 
Her  Majesty  will  be  able  to  resort  to 
the  counsel  and  support  of  a  new  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  Eesolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have  prece- 
dooce  this  day  of  all  other  business ;  and  that, 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  including  this 
day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have  "precedence  of  No- 
tices of  ^lotions  on  Tuesdays,  Government 
Orders  having  priority ;  that  Government 
Orders  have  priority  on  Wednesdays ;  and  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  27th  November  1882, 
relating  to  Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Monday  and  Thursday,  be  extended 
to  Tuesday  and  Wednesday.**  —  {Sir  Michael 
Hicks  Beach.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  purposely  ask, 
without  delay,  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House ;  hecause,  while  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  has  brought  before  us  matters 
of  rather  a  wide  scope,  and  certainly  of 
very  great  importance.  Notice  has  been 
given  of  an  Amendment,  of  which  I 
may  say  that  it  threatens  or  promises  to 
open  to  us  a  still  wider  field  of  discus- 
sion. But  the  two  things  are  quite  dis- 
tinct, and  I  am  bound  to  state  at  the  out- 
set that  I  am  not  able  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson).  Whatever  proceeds 
from  him  is  well  worthy  of  our  atten- 
tion; and  I  take  the  opportunity  of 
ofifering  to  him — I  will  venture  to  say 
in  the  name  of  the  House — our  very 
sincere  congratulations  on  the  resto- 
ration  of    health    which  has   happily 


been  attained  by  so  patriotic,  so  con- 
sistent, and  so  able  a  Member  of  this 
House.  But,  Sir,  it  would  not,  I  think, 
be  consistent  on  the  part  of  a  House  of 
Commons,  which,  by  a  majority,  arrived 
at  a  vote  which,  in  regular  Parliamen- 
tary course,  led  to  the  resignation  of  the 
late  Government — it  would  hardly  be 
consistent  in  the  House  of  Commons 
which  arrived  at  that  vote,  and  which 
deliberately  facilitated  the  arrangements 
for  the  formation  of  a  new  Government 
of  opposite  politics,  at  the  first  moment 
when  that  new  Government  has  been 
formed  and  comes  forward,  and  before 
it  has  done  either  good  or  evil,  that  it 
should  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting its  action  by  procuring  its  dis- 
missal from  Office.  I  think.  Sir,  there 
can  be  no  lengthened  discussion  required 
upon  a  proposition  of  that  kind  at  the 
present  moment.  I  now  come  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, and  I  will  distinguish  broadly  be- 
tween the  prefatory  portion  of  his  speech 
which  related  to  the  general  grounds  of 
his  Motion  and  the  character  of  his  Mo- 
tion, and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the 
particular  reference  which  he  made  to 
certain  subjects  of  importance,  some  of 
which  I  shall  have  to  notice,  and  to  a 
number  of  which  I  shall  have  to  make 
certain  additions.  With  regard  to  the 
general  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Motion  he  has  made,  I 
think  we  have  very  little  to  object  to. 
It  is  true  that  we  have  made  particular 
demands  for  Morning  Sittings  during  the 
continuance  of  the  late  Government.  It 
is  also  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fairly  admitted,  that  we  have  done  that 
with  reference  to  the  special  urgency 
and  importance  of  very  large  measures 
of  legislation  ;  but  as  no  such  argument 
can  be  used  in  support  of  the  Motion  he 
now  makes,  he  does  not  think  it  his  duty 
to  ask  for  Morning  Sittings  on  the  same 
ground  as  that  on  which  we  asked  for 
them ;  he  bases  the  request  on  a  diffe- 
rent ground.  His  ground  is  that,  in  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  Go- 
vernment having  just  assumed  Office, 
and  having  in  view  a  Dissolution,  which 
the  present  Government,  in  my  opinion 
quite  rightly,  desire  to  bring  about  at  as 
early  a  period  as  the  action  of  the  law 
will  admit,  the  Government,  in  that  posi- 
tion, think  that  their  prime  duty  is  to 
what  is  called  wind  up  the  Business  of 
the  Session ;  and  6uch  winding- uj)  of 
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the  merits  of  that  Bill.  No  doubt,  it  is 
a  subject  that  has  been  much  under  the 
consideration  of  the  people  of  Wales. 
No  doubt,  legislation  with  regard  to 
it  is  much  desired ;  but  I  observe  that 
that  legislation,  although  the  late  Go- 
vernment was  strongly  supported  by  the 
people  of  Wales,  has  been  postponed  for 
many  years,  and  that  this  Bill  has  only, 
in  fact,  become  a  prominent  measure  in 
the  House  of  Commons  just  when  the 
late  Government  have  left  Office.  I 
think,  as  far  as  I  can  learn,  it  is  so  full 
of  disputed  matter,  that  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  pass  it  in  the  present 
Session.  But  I  have  to  add  that  we  ap- 
preciate to  the  fullest  extent  the  im- 
portance of  the  question,  and  we  shall 
devote  our  best  attention  to  it  during 
the  autumn,  and  if  it  should  be  our  lot, 
as  it  very  likely  will  be,  to  occupy  these 
Benches  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, we  shall  endeavour  to  deal  with 
it.  The  other  two  subjects  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  are  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical  Relief) 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  and  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill.  As  regards  the 
first,  I  stated  yesterday,  in  reply  to  a 
Question  from  the  hon.  Member,  that 
we  were  of  opinion  that  this  matter 
should  be  dealt  with.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  fully  under- 
stood the  purport  of  that  reply.  When 
I  said  that,  in  our  opinion,  the  matter 
should  be  dealt  with,  I  meant  that  it 
should  be  dealt  with  in  the  sense  in 
which  he  desired,  and  it  should  bo  dealt 
with  soon;  because  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  deal  with  it  in  a  way 
which  would  not  allow  of  tho  franchise 
being  exercised  in  the  coming  Kl«»ction 
by  those  who  would  be  admitted  to  it 
under  such  a  Bill.  What  1  would 
venture  to  say  to  the  House  on  this 
subject  is,  that  we  will  undi'rtake,  if 
the  House  gives  us  tho  control  of  its 
time  for  which  we  ask,  that  means 
shall  be  found  to  enable  the  House  to 
express  its  judgment  on  the  question, 
our  view  of  the  matter  being  that 
which  I  have  stated.  Tlicrc  then  re- 
mains. Sir,  the  Criminal  haw  Amend- 
ment Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  which  occupiis 
a  very  remarkable  position.  It  is  the 
result  of  a  v^ry  important  inf|uiry  into 
a  very  painful  and  ditlicult  nubji^ct.  It 
has  been  passed  twice,  if  not  threi- 
times,  by  the  other  House  of  the  Legis- 
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lature.  It  has  been  to  some  extent 
debated  in  this  House,  and  I  mu»t  say 
that  there  are  certainly  some  provisionn 
in  this  Bill  which  appear  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  be  of  very  great 
importance  and  to  be  provisions  which 
should,  if  possible,  pass  into  law.  I  do 
not,  in  saying  that,  intend  my  remarks 
to  apply  to  the  whole  BilL  There  are 
parts  of  it  which  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  possible  to  include  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  that  could  be  passed  this 
Session ;  but  what  we  should  like  to  do 
would  be  to  confer  fully  and  franklj-  on 
the  matter  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  who  has  taken  so  much 
interest  in  it ;  and  we  should  feel  it  our 
duty,  if  the  House  should  give  us  the 
facilities  for  which  we  ask,  to  find  any 
reasonable  time  for  the  consideration  of 
the  subject.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  the  catalogue  of  legislation  which  I 
have  gone  through,  as  that  of  measurea 
with  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  proceed,  is  at  least  a  modest  one. 
Therefore,  I  shall  make  no  apology  for 
asking  private  Members  who  have  in- 
troduced Bills  to  sacrifice  their  chances 
of  passing  those  Bills  into  law.  The 
very  number  of  private  Members'  Bills 
now  standing  in  the  Order  Book  would, 
in  any  case,  preclude  the  vast  majority 
from  any  chance  of  becoming  law,  whe- 
ther the  House  accepted  our  Motion  or 
not.  But  I  should  like  to  say  one  word 
with  regard  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
have  given  Notices  of  Motion  for  th»« 
days  which  we  hope  to  be  able  to 
appropriate  to  Government  Business. 
First  of  all,  I  would  venture  to  thank 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Memhor  f'>r 
the  City  of  London  Mr.  Hubbard)  for 
the  readiness  with  which  ho  waived  his 
right  to  bring  forward  this  evening  a 
Motion  on  a  subject  of  importance,  in 
order  to  afford  us  an  opportunity  lo 
make  progress  with  Supply.  The  rijrht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hali- 
fax ^Mr.  Stan>feld  has  obtained  th«« 
first  place  in  the  list  of  Motions  fur 
Tuesday  next  for  the  discussion  of  a 
very  important  matter,  in  which,  a« 
the  House  is  well  aware,  he  has  long 
taken  a  deep  and  a  f»elf-£ucrificing  int^ 
rest.  I  would  venture  to  hope  that  tbo 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  willing 
to  waive  his  right,  on  condition  that  h^ 
should  be  afi'orded  the  opportunity  ui 
tho  discussion  he  desires  to  raise  un  th« 
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efforts  which  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
may  make  to  bring  about  a  settlement 
of  this  question  upon  terms  such  as  have 
been  indicated,  such  as,  I  think,  have 
appeared  to  justify  the  expedience  of  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  conclusion — in 
all  such  efforts  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  receive  the  best  support 
of  those  who  have  recently  quitted  Office 
and  now  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House.  It 
has  also  been  said,  and  it  is  a  proposition 
of  great  importance,  that  the  main  mat- 
ter is  the  defence  of  the  Indian  Fron- 
tier. I  will  not  pretend  to  understand 
precisely  some  of  the  language  in  which 
comments  appear  to  have  been  made 
upon  that  proposition,  but  with  the  pro- 
position itself  I  thoroughly  agree.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  we  are  engaged  in 
a  very  considerable  difficulty  in  relation 
to  a  country,  the  independence  of  which 
in  the  main  we  recognize ;  for  it  is  only 
a  friendly  and  defensive  intervention 
that  we  have  contemplated  at  any  time 
in  Afghanistan.  Of  course,  in  this  I 
speak  of  the  late  Government.  We  are 
in  a  very  difficult  position  in  negotiating 
for  the  external  frontier  of  such  a  coun- 
try, and  with  a  Power  that  is  negotiating 
not  for  an  ally,  but  for  itself.  And,  no 
doubt,  it  is  right  to  bear  in  view  the 
g^eat  and  main  interests  we  have  in  this 
matter,  after  fulfilling  honourably  every 
engagement  that  we  have  made  with  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan.  The  main  inte- 
rest we  have  in  this  matter  is  the  se- 
curity of  India  and  the  defence  of  the 
Indian  Frontier,  which  can  never  be  re- 
garded in  this  House  as  anything  but  a 
primary  interest  and  an  imperative  and 

?aramount  duty,  both  on  the  part  of  the 
ndian  Government  and  of  the  Legis- 
lature and  Government  of  this  country. 
Eeference  has  also  been  very  naturally 
made  to  that  difficult  and  perplexed 
Egyptian  Question,  in  regard  to  which 
two  propositions  have  been  laid  down 
the  justice  and  equity  of  which  I  should 
be  the  first  to  assert.  The  one  is,  that 
the  present  Government  ought,  as  I 
should  say,  sedulously,  even,  to  avoid 
committing  itself  too  pointedly  at  the 
present  moment,  but  that  the  present 
Government  should  be  allowed  time  for 
obtaining  the  fullest  and  best  advice  in 
regard  to  a  question  so  full  of  complica- 
tions. That  is  a  full  and  perfectly 
equitable  demand  to  which  I,  for  one,  at 
once  assent.  It  has  also  been  said — and 
I  hope  that  it  having  been  s^d  from 


that  quarter  may  commend  it  to  the 
judgment  of  Members  of  this  House  who 
may  heretofore  have  doubted  it — that, 
so  far  as  Egypt  Proper  is  concerned, 
finance  is  really  a  question  of  the  first 
importance,  and  until  that  is  settled  no- 
thing can  be  done.  It  is  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  delays  have  occurred  in  re- 
gard to  the  settlement  of  general  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  occupation  of 
Egypt  which  have  been  most  reluctantly 
submitted  to  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. They  were  ready  18  months  ago 
with  their  full  plans  for  dealing  with 
Egypt  both  as  to  finance  and  as  to  oc- 
cupation ;  but  delays  of  which  I  do  not 
seek  to  discuss  or  investigate  the  causes 
have  brought  us  to  this  point — that  al- 
though, in  the  main,  we  have  arrived  at 
an  Agreement  with  the  Powers  of  Europe 
which  is  absolutely  binding  and  which 
suffices  for  the  settlement  of  the  whole 
question  of  finance,  yet  some  of  the  exe- 
cutive provisions  necessary  to  give  full 
effect  to  that  Agreement  have  not  been 
completed  in  ail  the  countries,  and  at 
once  coming  down  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, the  finances  of  Egypt  cannot  be 
said  to  be  absolutely  settled,  although  the 
essential  engagements  which  involve  the 
settlement  of  that  question  have  been 
agreed  to  and  signed  by  united  Europe. 
Sir,  with  regard  to  this  important  sub- 
ject, an  expression  has  been  used  as  to 
which,  I  think,  there  has  been  some 
misapprehension — that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Soudan,  we  had  to  deal  with  a 
triumphant  enemy,  or,  at  least,  an  enemy 
that  believed  himself  to  be  triumphant. 
I  am  not  at  all  convinced  that,  even  in 
the  limited  application  of  it,  that  is  a 
proposition  to  which  we  need  subscribe. 
The  rumours  which  appear  in  the  papers 
upon  this  subject,  when  they  refer  to 
movements  of  wild  tribes,  and  persons 
seeking  for  ascendancy  among  those 
tribes,  at  great  distances  beyond  the 
sphere  within  which  regular  and  au- 
thentic intelligence  habitually  circulates, 
ought  to  be  received  with  considerable 
distrust.  When  I  look  at  the  result  of 
all  these  engagements  that  have  taken 
place  in  the  Soudan,  which  may  from 
some  points  of  view  be  sincerely  de- 
plored, but  which,  at  any  rate,  have 
maintained  in  a  remarkable  degree  the 
honour  of  the  British  arms,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Arab  tribes  of  the  Soudan 
are  so  wanting  in  perception  as  not  to 
be  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  enemy 
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with  whom  thoy  would  have  to  come  in 
conflict  if  they  adopt  an  aggressive 
policy,  and,  therefore,  I  doubt  whether 
even  the  Mahdi  himself  is  to  be  assumed 
to  believe  that  he  is  at  this  moment 
triumphant.  I  put  that  as  an  argument 
on  the  grounds  of  public  policy,  and  by 
no  means  as  a  matter  of  political  con- 
troversy, or  as  implying  any  reproach 
on  the  noble  Person  who  used  the  ex- 
pression which  I  have  ventured  to 
qualify  and  comment  upon.  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  see,  no  intention  has  been 
formed  by  the  present  Government,  since 
their  accession  to  Office,  which  would 
lead  them  into  necessary  conflict  with 
the  views  which  the  late  Government 
have  been  endeavouring  to  act  upon  in 
the  Soudan.  I  have  seen  an  expression 
to  the  effect  that  it  remains  a  matter  to 
be  considered  how  much  of  the  Soudan 
ought  to  remain  under  the  actual  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt;  but  even  that  ex- 
pression, which  1  read  with  some  ques- 
tion as  to  its  exact  meaning,  does  not 
come  into  conflict  with  what  has  been 
asserted  and  acted  upon  steadily  by  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  since  they 
announced  their  intention  to  that  effect 
to  the  House — namely,  that  the  British 
military  power  shall  be  withdrawn  from 
the  region  of  the  Soudan.  With  respect 
to  any  departure  from  that  intention,  it 
would  no  doubt  raise  a  most  serious 
question.  I  do  not  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  committed  it- 
self on  the  subject.  Were  I  to  go  back 
to  former  times,  I  might  suppose  that 
the  intention  of  altering  or  reversing  the 
policy  of  the  withdrawal  of  British  arms 
from  the  Soudan  might  have  been  acted 
upon ;  but  I  note  with  satisfaction  that 
no  such  intention  has  been  declared,  and 
that  the  outside  of  what  has  been  de- 
clared has  been  to  raise  the  mere  question 
of  how  much  of  the  Soudan  ought  to  con- 
tinue under  the  actual  or  direct  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt.  I  think  when  the  affairs 
of  Egypt  come  to  be  considered,  and  what 
will  be  its  responsibility  within  the 
limits  of  Egypt  itself,  and  on  the  fron- 
tier of  Egypt,  whenever  it  may  become 
responsible  for  the  frontier  of  Egypt,  I 
suspect  it  will  not  be  found  very  difficult 
to  arrive  at  what  I  consider  a  right  deci- 
sion as  to  how  much  of  the  Soudan 
ought  to  be  left  to  the  actual  or  direct 
Government  of  Egypt.  I  am  therefore 
glad  to  think  that  we  can  give  our  best 
wishes  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 

Mr,  Gladstone 


with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of  ob- 
jects which  are  certainly  of  the  deepest 
importance  to  the  well-being  of  this 
country.  I  do  not  now  go  into  the 
question  connected  with  the  occupation 
of  Egypt  itself,  as  distinguished  from 
the  question  of  the  Soudan,  althoogh  I 
must  say  that  all  experience  shows  me 
more  and  more  how  necessary  it  is  for 
the  interests  of  the  country  that,  when 
once  this  great  and  insurmountable  im- 
pediment of  financial  difficulties  has 
been  put  out  of  the  way,  a  decisive 
and  early  determination  should  be 
arrived  at  by  the  Government  and 
Parliament  of  this  country  with  re- 
spect to  the  occupation  of  Egypt  itaelf, 
not  in  order  to  make  sacriflces  of 
British  interests  to  other  Powers,  and 
certainly  not  without  a  due  regard  to  the 
arrangements  to  be  made  for  the  security 
and  practical  independence  of  Egypt 
hereafter,  but  for  the  purpose  of  placmg 
this  country  in  a  position  of  real  inde- 
pendence of  every  Foreign  Power,  and 
relieving  it  from  sources  of  embarrass- 
ment which  have  been,  as  will  be 
understood  by  those  who  have  practi- 
cally to  deal  with  them,  and  wiU  b« 
found  to  be,  of  a  most  serious  character 
as  long  as  the  present  state  of  thingi 
exists.  Before  I  rose  in  my  place  it  was 
with  the  hope  that  I  should  not  intro- 
duce into  this  debate  matters  of  a  con* 
tentious  or  polemical  character,  and  fo 
far  as  I  have  gone — ^while  indicating 
opinions  of  my  own  without  endeavoar- 
ing  to  force  them  prematurely  on  the 
Government,  and  giving  them  time  for 
consideration,  with  the  advice  of  the 
best  authorities,  as  to  the  course  ther 
would  have  to  pursue— I  hope  that  \ 
have,  down  to  the  present  moment,  fol- 
filled  that  intention,  and  have  not  raised 
any  matters  of  contentious  or  angry 
controversy.  I  was  desirous  of  goin^ 
on  as  far  as  I  could  without  the  smaUeot 
deviation  from  that  course  of  proceeding, 
and  of  making  the  full  concession  whi^ 
I  have  made  to  the  right  hon.  Goitle- 
man  as  to  the  general  spirit  of  the  ^ro- 
position  which  he  has  laid  before  us, 
and  of  the  explanation  with  which  ha 
has  accompanied  that  propositicni.  I 
am  sorry,  I  own,  that  at  a  single  poist 
of  his  statement,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man deviated  from  the  line  of  hit 
general  remarks,  and  somewhat  impaind 
the  spirit  of  his  speech.  It  was  at  the 
point  where  he  touched  the  impoctaat 
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subject  of  special  legislation  for  Ireland, 
and  contested  the  proposition,  which  he 
perhaps  truly  ascribed  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  that 
with  the  Tories  coercion  was  a  policy, 
with  the  AVhigs  or  Liberals  it  was  an 
incident.  I  was  sorry  that  anything  of 
the  kind  should  have  been  mentioned, 
and  I  cannot  believe  that  Whigs,  Tories, 
or  Liberals  have  been  properly  intro- 
duced into  this  question.  We  shall 
have  time  enough  when  we  join  issue 
on  practical  matters  to  enter  into  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man; but,  after  that,  I  must,  in  no 
controversial  spirit,  say  a  word  upon 
this  subject.  I  am  far  from  thinking 
or  asserting  that  no  errors  have  been 
committed  by  Liberal  Governments  as 
regards  the  proposal  of  coercive  mea- 
sures for  Ireland.  I  shall  not  hesitate 
to  join  in  the  freest  discussion,  neither 
shall  I  deprecate  the  heaviest  censure, 
of  their  conduct  in  that  respect ;  but  I 
think  that  historical  justice  compels  us 
to  admit  that  in  the  case  of  the  severest 
proposals  which  have  been  made  by 
Liberal  Governments  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  repressive  measures  for  Ireland, 
in  tho  interest,  or  supposed  interest,  of 
public  order,  there  has  always  been  a 
disposition,  so  far  as  I  know,  to  couple 
with  those  measures  remedial  proposi- 
tions, with  the  object  of  conciliating  the 
people  of  Ireland  and  of  layiog  more 
solid  foundations  of  concord  between  the 
two  countries.  I  think  that  the  very 
first  important  legislative  measure  which 
it  was  my  fate  to  hear  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was  that  severe 
Coercion  Act  of  1833  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  Lord  Grey — that  his- 
torical and,  perhaps,  I  ought  to  say, 
illustrious  Government,  fresh  from  the 
great  struggle  and  the  great  triumph  of 
the  Eeform  Bill,  all  full  of  Liberal 
sympathies  and  desires  with  Ireland, 
but  thinking,  and  consciously  thinking, 
themselves  bound  by  the  necessities  of 
public  order  to  make  stringent  pro- 
posals for  restrictive  measures  in  Ire- 
land. But  immediately  after  that  coer- 
cive measure  was  proposed  and  carried 
into  law,  a  Bill  was  introduced,  upon 
which  we  now  look  back  as  a  Bill  of 
very  moderate  dimensions — what  was 
then  called  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act — but  which  I  can  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  was  opposed  by  those 
who  preceded  them,  and  was  denounced 


as  the  destruction  of  the  Constitution, 
as  the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire, 
and  as  involving  the  most  subversive 
consequences.  Then,  at  the  risk  of 
detaining  the  House,  I  will  remind  it 
that  when  we  found  it  our  duty  to 
take  the  reins  of  power,  our  first  act 
was  deliberately  to  waive  any  applica- 
tion to  this  House  for  the  enactment 
of  coercive  legislation  for  Ireland. 
And  though  I  am  sorry  that  this  ques- 
tion has  been  touched,  I  must  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  what 
kind  of  assistance  we  received  from  him 
and  his  Friends,  who  are  now  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  that  attempt? 
I  think  he  will  find  it  very  difficult  to 
say.  I  do  not  know  that  there  has  been 
a  more  famous  historical  document 
placed  before  the  eyes  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  for  many  years,  than  the 
letter  of  the  Earl  of  Beacon sfield  to  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough  at  the  time  of 
the  General  Election  in  1880.  What 
picture  did  that  letter  give  of  the  posi- 
tion of  Ireland,  of  the  intentions  of  its 
popular  Leaders,  and  of  the  necessities 
laid  on  the  Government  of  this  country 
for  dealing  strongly  with  them  ?  I  do 
not  know  any  document  more  important ; 
I  do  not  know  any  document  that  I 
have  seen  so  frequently  alluded  to  with 
triumph — aye,  and  with  exultation — by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
as  the  true  setting  forth  of  what  ought 
to  be  the  Irish  policy  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Government  of  this  country.  I 
may  say  we  thought  it  our  duty — whe- 
ther rightly  or  wrongly  is  an  historical 
question  fairly  open  to  discussion — we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  recommend  the 
introduction  of  a  severe  measure  in  the 
Session  of  1881  for  serious  restriction  of 
personal  liberty  in  Ireland ;  but  whe- 
ther that  measure  was,  as  I  have  said, 
right  or  wrong,  at  any  rate  it  was  ac- 
companied with  a  measure  to  which  the 
character  of  remedial  could  hardly  be 
denied.  And  here  I  must  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  surprised  me 
when  he  said  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
was  an  abortive  measure.  I  never 
heard  a  more  strange  expression  used  in 
this  House.  How  was  it  an  abortive 
measure  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  it  proved  an  insufficient  mea- 
sure, that  would  be  a  very  different 
affair  ;  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  and 
I  believe  I  cannot  be  contradicted,  that 
the  immediate  effects  of  the  Land  Act 
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with  whom  thoy  would  have  to  come  in 
conflict  if  they  adopt  an  aggressive 
policy,  and,  therefore,  I  doubt  whether 
even  the  Mahdi  himself  is  to  be  assumed 
to  believe  that  he  is  at  this  moment 
triumphant.  I  put  that  as  an  argument 
on  the  grounds  of  public  policy,  and  by 
no  means  as  a  matter  of  political  con- 
troversy, or  as  implying  any  reproach 
on  the  noble  Person  who  used  the  ex- 
pression which  I  have  ventured  to 
qualify  and  comment  upon.  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  see,  no  intention  has  been 
formed  by  the  present  Government,  since 
their  accession  to  Office,  which  would 
lead  them  into  necessary  conflict  with 
the  views  which  the  late  Government 
have  been  endeavouring  to  act  upon  in 
the  Soudan.  I  have  seen  an  expression 
to  the  effect  that  it  remains  a  matter  to 
be  considered  how  much  of  the  Soudan 
ought  to  remain  under  the  actual  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt;  but  even  that  ex- 
pression, which  1  read  with  some  ques- 
tion as  to  its  exact  meaning,  does  not 
oome  into  conflict  with  what  has  been 
asserted  and  acted  upon  steadily  by  Her 
Majesty's  late  Gt>vemment  since  they 
announced  their  intention  to  that  effect 
to  the  House^namely,  that  the  British 
military  power  shall  be  withdrawn  from 
the  region  of  the  Soudan.  With  respect 
to  any  departure  from  that  intention,  it 
would  no  doubt  raise  a  most  serious 
question.  I  do  not  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  committed  it- 
self on  the  subject.  Were  I  to  go  back 
to  former  times,  I  might  suppose  that 
the  intention  of  altering  or  reversing  the 
policy  of  the  withdrawal  of  British  arms 
from  the  Soudan  might  have  been  acted 
upon  ;  but  I  note  with  satisfaction  that 
no  such  intention  has  been  declared,  and 
that  the  outside  of  what  has  been  de- 
clared has  been  to  raise  the  mere  question 
of  how  much  of  the  Soudan  ought  to  con- 
tinue under  the  actual  or  direct  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt.  I  think  when  the  affairs 
of  Egypt  come  to  be  considered,  and  what 
will  be  its  responsibility  within  the 
limits  of  Egypt  itself,  and  on  the  fron- 
tier of  Egypt,  whenever  it  may  become 
responsible  for  the  frontier  of  Egypt,  I 
suspect  it  will  not  be  found  very  £fficult 
to  arrive  at  what  I  consider  a  right  deci- 
sion as  to  how  much  of  the  Soudan 
ought  to  be  left  to  the  aetual  or  direct 
Government  of  Egypt.  I  am  therefore 
glad  to  think  that  we  can  give  our  best 
wishes  to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 

Mr.  Gladstottf 


with  respect  to  the  prosecution  of  ob- 
jects which  are  certainly  of  the  deepest 
importance  to  the  well-being  of  this 
country.  I  do  not  now  go  into  the 
question  connected  with  the  occupation 
of  Egypt  itself,  as  distinguished  from 
the  question  of  the  Soudan,  although  I 
must  say  that  all  experience  shows  me 
more  and  more  how  necessary  it  is  for 
the  interests  of  the  country  that,  when 
once  this  great  and  insurmountable  im- 
pediment of  financial  difficulties  has 
been  put  out  of  the  way,  a  decisive 
and  early  determination  should  be 
arrived  at  by  the  Government  and 
Parliament  of  this  country  with  re- 
spect to  the  occupation  of  Egypt  itself, 
not  in  order  to  make  sacrifices  of 
British  interests  to  other  Powers,  and 
certainly  not  without  a  due  regard  to  the 
arrangements  to  be  made  for  the  security 
and  practical  independence  of  Egypt 
herearter,  but  for  the  purpose  of  ph^ng 
this  country  in  a  position  of  real  inde- 
pendence of  every  Foreign  Power,  and 
relieving  it  from  sources  of  embarrass- 
ment which  have  been,  as  will  be 
understood  by  those  who  have  practi- 
cally to  deal  with  them,  and  will  be 
found  to  be,  of  a  most  serious  character 
as  long  as  the  present  state  of  things 
exists.  Before  I  rose  in  my  place  it  was 
with  the  hope  that  I  should  not  intro- 
duce into  this  debate  matters  of  a  con- 
tentious or  polemical  character,  and  so 
far  as  I  have  gone — ^while  indicating 
opinions  of  my  own  without  endeavour- 
ing to  force  them  prematurely  on  the 
Government,  and  giving  them  time  fur 
consideration,  with  the  advice  of  the 
best  authorities,  as  to  the  course  ther 
would  have  to  pursue — I  hope  that  I 
have,  down  to  the  present  moment,  ful- 
filled that  intention,  and  have  not  raised 
any  matters  of  contentious  or  angry 
controversy.  I  was  desirous  of  going 
on  as  far  as  I  could  without  the  small (»st 
deviation  from  that  course  of  proceeding, 
and  of  making  the  full  concession  which 
I  have  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  general  spirit  of  the  pro- 
position which  he  has  laid  before  us, 
and  of  the  explanation  with  which  he 
has  accompanied  that  proposition.  I 
am  sorry,  I  own,  that  at  a  single  point 
of  his  statement,  the  right  hon.  Gt*otl»- 
man  deviated  from  the  line  of  his 
general  remarks,  and  somewhat  impaired 
the  spirit  of  his  speech.  It  was  at  th« 
point  where  he  touched  the  important 
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lias  reason  to  believe,  although  not 
known  to  us,  exists — that  he  will  re- 
ceive assistance  which  we  should  not 
have  received.  I  think,  Sir,  that 
is  higlily  probable,  and  I  shall  not 
found  on  that  probability  any  of  the 
offensive  imputations,  any  of  the  sweep- 
ing and  outrageous  charges  and  con- 
demnations, which  have  at  times  been 
frequent  in  the  mouths  of  others.  The 
Government  are  responsible  for  the  peace 
and  order  of  Ireland,  and,  looking  for- 
ward to  the  coming  winter,  they  have 
made  up  their  minds  that  they  can  be 
responsible  for  it  without  any  special 
legihlation  whatever.  It  is  obvious  that, 
in  saying  that,  they  incur  a  great  re- 
sponsibility. There  can  be  no  doubt 
that,  after  all  that  has  occurred  since 
1880,  after  the  views  they  expressed  in 
1880  about  the  suffering  of  such  legisla- 
tion to  drop,  and  after  the  experience 
of  the  great  anti-rent  conspiracy  since 
1880,  they  do  incur  a  great  respon- 
sibility ;  but,  although  they  incur  that 
responsibility,  it  is  not  our  business  to 
wish  that  they  may  fail  in  their  bold 
undertaking.  A  bold  undertaking  it  is ; 
but  they  are  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
and  it  is  their  business  as  such  not  to 
plead  Parliamentary  difficulty — not  to 
plead  being  in  a  minority — not  to  plead 
anything  except  their  absolute  duty ; 
and  if  they  conceive  that  with  the  pre- 
sent ordinary  law  properly  administered 
they  can  protect  life  and  property,  I  say 
that,  whether  I  myself,  with  my  Col- 
leagues, might  be  as  bold  or  not,  whe- 
ther we  might  have  been  able  to  reckon 
with  the  same  assistance  or  not,  I  bid 
them  God  speed  in  their  career.  There 
is  nothing  which,  at  any  time,  I  have 
more  desired  than  to  see  Ireland  free 
from  special  legislation  in  any  form 
whatever.  The  Government  are  the 
proper  judges,  in  the  first  instance, 
whether  this  can  be  prudently  attempted. 
They  say  that  it  can.  With  all  my 
heart  I  wish  that  they  may  prove  to  be 
in  the  right.  I  pass  from  that  subject 
with  one  other  observation.  The  ques- 
tion of  special  legislation  for  Ireland  is 
a  question  of  very  great  importance ; 
but  when  we  have  got  rid  of  special 
legislation  in  the  sense  of  coercion  or 
repression,  or  of  the  improvement  of  pro- 
cedure, or  anything  else— when  we  have 
got  rid  of  all  spouial  legislation,  there 
comes  the  question  what  legislation  Ire- 
land requires,  not  merely  negative  but 
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also  positive  in  form  ;  and  for  my  own 
part  I  must  say  that,  important  as  this 
question  of  special  legislation  is,  it  is 
not,  according  to  my  convictions,  the 
main  question  for  Ireland.  The  people 
of  Ireland  have  not  enjoyed  local  self- 
government  in  the  same  degree  as  Eng- 
land and  Scotland — whose  enjoyment  of 
local  self-government,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  is,  in  my  judgment,  very  imperfect 
and  requires  to  be  largely  extended — 
the  people  of  Ireland  have  not  enjoyed 
even  that  limited  measure  of  local  self- 
government,  and  the  application  of  local 
self-government  in  a  complete  sense 
and  upon  a  large  scale  is,  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  primary  want  of  Ireland, 
without  which  no  mere  cessation  of  re- 
pressive legislation  can  help  the  country 
far  onward  on  the  road  towards  political 
peace  and  happiness  and  union  with 
this  country.  That,  in  my  opinion,  is 
the  main  question  for  Ireland,  and  here 
I  am  led  to  notice  a  subject  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt,  and 
with  regard  to  which  I  will  endeavour 
to  give  him  such  limited  assistance  as  is 
in  my  power.  I  mean  the  question  of 
land  purchase.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  very  desirous  of  dealing  with 
that  question  ;  but  he  feels,  and  he 
justly  feels,  that  his  prospect  of  dealing 
with  it  in  a  legisilative  sense  during 
present  Session  depends  upon  his  being 
able  to  keep  it  out  of  that  category  of 
contention  which  would  be,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  to  such  a  Bill  political 
death.  I  may  tell  him  that  which  ap- 
peared to  us  necessary  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  it  will  enable  him  to  judge 
how  far — in  relation,  at  least,  to  us — 
he  may  be  able  to  keep  his  Bill  from 
assuming  a  contentious  character.  It 
appeared  to  us  that,  as  regarded  the 
clause  which  related  to  land  purchase 
and  its  just  extension  to  a  state  of  effi- 
ciency, there  was  no  great  difficulty  in 
the  way ;  but  when  we  came  to  consider 
the  financial  questions  connected  with 
the  wide  operation  of  a  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  the  dangers  which  would  arise  out 
of  any  plan  which  goes  to  make  the 
State  upon  a  large  scale  the  immediate 
or  virtual  creditor  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land became  apparent,  and  the  greatest 
difficulties  arose.  In  my  own  opinion, 
and  I  think  also  in  that  of  my  Col- 
leagues, to  a  large  extent  the  ultimate 
solution  of  the  difficuliies  of  the  situa- 
tion is  to  be  found  in  the  question  of 
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good  and  adequate  local  institutioDS. 
Consequently,  the  plan  which  we  con- 
templated was  this — we  contemplated 
clauses  which,  as  far  as  the  terms  of  the 
transactions  are  concerned,  might  have 
been  permanent  in  their  operations ;  but 
we  intended  to  ask  Parliament  to  pro- 
vide a  sum  of  money  adequate  only  to 
carry  the  Bill  into  operation  for  its  first 
year,  so  as  not  to  raise  any  large  politi- 
cal question  in  connection  with  the 
creditorship  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
in  our  relations  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. We  should  have  done  that,  be- 
lieving that  this  question  of  local  insti- 
tutions for  Ireland  is  the  great  and  imme- 
diate necessity  of  Irish  legislation,  and 
believing  that  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment cannot  fail,  humanly  speaking,  to 
aObrd  a  proper  and  even  necessary  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  that  subject,  as  it 
would  afford  the  only  solution  of  the 
financial  difficultiesof  the  case.  Our  object 
would  have  been  to  place  Parliament  in 
a  position  to  resume,  with  a  free  hand, 
the  consideration  of  the  case  in  the  view 
of  such  institutions  as  it  might  propose 
for  Ireland,  and  thereby  to  bring  about 
what  would  be  an  extensive  operation 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Clauses  in  Ireland, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  provide  against 
the  very  serious  danger  which  any  need- 
less tampering  with  that  question  as 
regards  the  Imperial  Exchequer  might 
involve.  We  should  have  left  it  to  the 
next  Parliament  to  consider  how  far  the 
local  institutions  might  be  made  avail- 
able for  providing  security  in  connec- 
tion with  the  pecuniary  supply  which  it 
would  be  requisite  to  propose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  now  be  able 
to  judge  whether  we  can  march  together 
or  not  in  the  endeavour  to  deal  with 
this  question ;  and  I  must  say  I  would 
not  have  gone  so  far — ^I  would  not  have 
given  this  explanation — ^had  I  believed 
that  I  was  proposing  anything  from 
which  it  would  be  incumbent  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  dissent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mentioned 
various  other  Bills,  and  upon  these  I 
can  touch  very  shortly  indeed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  spoken 
of  the  Intermediate  Education  (Wales) 
Bill ;  and,  upon  the  whole,  I  must  in 
fairness  accept  the  plea  he  has  made. 
I  do  not  believe,  though  I  greatly  regret 
it,  that  the  Government  can  be  expected, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  go  forward 
with  that  Bill  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr,  Gladstone 


He  has  also  spoken  of  the  Cmfter/ 
Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill,  and  upon  that 
I  must  say  one  word.  He  says  it  is  a 
contentious  Bill.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
to  what  extent  that  is  true.  It  is  true 
there  are  those  who  would  wish  to  go 
further;  but  I  never  heard  that  then 
were  any  who  intended  to  oppose  the 
late  Government  in  going  so  far,  or  that 
they  intended  to  reject  the  plan  that  ve 
offered.  On  the  other  hand,  I  believe 
there  are  those  who  sit  on  the  right  hoiL 
Gentleman's  side  of  the  House  who 
have  well  considered  this  subject,  and 
who,  either  being  wholly,  or  to  a  rewj 
great  extent,  cognizant  of  the  facts  of 
the  case,  are  disposed  to  accept  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill.  But  the 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  vas 
not,  on  our  part,  a  piece  of  amateox, 
or  even  mere  volunteer,  legislaticaL 
We  took  up  the  subject  as  a  questioa 
of  grave  public  urgency  for  the  peace 
of  the  country  ;  and  the  question  aiises 
whether  this  Bill  be  even  in  some  re- 
spects contentious —  although  I  am 
inclined  to  hope  it  may  not  he  so; 
whether  it  be  or  be  not  urgent,  we 
thought  it  was  urgent,  and  it  was  repre- 
sented so  to  us  from  every  portion  of 
the  House  when  the  subject  was  de- 
bated. There  was  not  a  single  voioo 
raised  in  any  other  sense.  In  mj 
opinion,  this  question  clearly  comes 
under  the  same  category  as  the  questioa 
of  replacing  the  Prevention  of  Crimes 
(Ireland)  Act  It  was  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  peace  of  the  country  thatmj 
right  hon.  Friends  near  me  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  and  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
devised  this  measure  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  late  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  therefore  forgive 
me  for  saying  it  is  his  duty  to  take 
into  consideration  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  be  responsible  for  the  peace  of 
these  districts,  and  for  the  regolar 
working  of  the  social  machine  witbovt 
legislation  in  regard  to  the  subject  of 
the  crofters.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
does  not  incur  here  a  renMnsibilitj  of 
the  same  kind  as  that  he  incurs  n 
respect  of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
in  Ireland.  For  without  the  provisaai 
of  the  Act,  if,  in  that  case,  it  be  fomid 
that  public  order  is  not  compromifc^ 
and  that  the  recovery  of  civil  rights  tt- 
mains  effectually  secured,  then  the  rtgit 
hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt,  will  stm 
justified ;  but  I  am  not  so  sare  tluU  kt 
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will  stand  ju8ti6ed  in  refraining  from 

f>rosecuting  a  piece  of  remedial  legis- 
ation,  ifit  should  unhappily  prove  that 
something  is  required  to  improve  the 
condition  of  these  crofters,  not  only  on 
the  general  merits  of  the  case,  but  even 
in  order  to  maintain  the  primary  con- 
ditions of  peace  and  order  in  the  land. 
1  urge  this  the  more  because,  in  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Bill,  the  question  was 
one  of  droppinjif  a  repressive  measure. 
I  certainly  am  desirous,  as  far  as  I  can, 
without  assuming  undue  responsibility, 
to  give  all  the  encouragement  I  can  to 
the  Government  in  dropping  any  re- 
pressive measure  whatever  ;  but  this  is 
a  question  of  dropping  a  remedial 
ineHSiire,  not  only  as  u>  gent  as  the  Irish 
legislation  in  the  views  of  some  might 
be,  but  beneficial  in  an  eminent  degree 
to  the  holders,  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil,  and,  therefore,  haying  the  very 
highest  claims  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  oven  under  present 
circumstances.  I  must,  therefore,  upon 
this  one  subject,  reserve  some  discretion, 
I  hope,  to  my  Friends  and  myself.  I 
hope  we  shall  be  allowed  to  consider  this 
matter  further  ;  and  I  even  hope  that  it 
will  be  considered  further  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  and,  if  the  ne- 
cessity should  arise,  we  should  not 
scruple  to  ask  for  some  opportunity  of 
stating  our  views  to  the  House.  Un- 
doubtedly we  have  always  stood  to  this 
proposition — that  not  only  was  the 
measure  we  proposed  a  beneficial  mea- 
sure, but  it  was  one  eminently  of  an  ur- 
gent character  in  the  highest  sense,  in 
reference  to  the  primary  duty  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  maintenance  of 

?eace  and  order.  On  the  other  subjects 
can  speak  with  great  satisfaction.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  two 
exceptions — the  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Medical  Eelief)  Bill  and  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill — in  a  spirit  as 
liberal  as  I  could  possibly  have  expected. 
There  is  just  one  other  point,  and  one 
only,  on  which  I  find  it  necessary  to  say 
a  word.  It  is  not  a  Bill,  but  a  Besolu- 
tion.  There  now  stands  on  the  Notice* 
Paper  of  this  House  a  Eesolution,  I 
think,  for  this  day  week,  relating  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts. 
This  Motion  which  we  are  now  going  to 
caiTy  will  displace  the  Resolution,  and  I 
am  not  going  to  ask  for  an  exception  on 
behalf  of  it.  It  is  an  abstract  Besolu- 
tion.    It  could  not  be  acted  upon  in  the 


present  Session,  and  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable, I  think,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  should  waive  the 
application  of  his  Motion  on  account  of 
the  Eesolution  being  on  the  Paper.  But 
there  is  another  side  to  the  case,  which 
I  think  he  will  admit  it  is  quite  equita- 
ble to  approach.  There  is,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  an  intermediate  provisional 
state  of  things  adopted  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment upon  grounds  which  we  felt  to 
be  suffKient  and  intelligible — that  is, 
the  established  state  of  things  now 
— and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
as  I  think  he  will  probably  say,  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  may 
say,  that  he  cannot  legislate  upon  this 
subject,  that  he  must  refer  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament  in  another 
Session,  I  conclude  it  would  be  a  fair  re- 
quest to  make  to  ask  for  an  assurance 
that  no  substantial  charge — I  do  not 
speak  of  changes  of  detail— will  be 
made  in  the  state  of  things  now  pro- 
visionally established,  which  amounts  in 
the  main,  and  for  most  purposes,  to  a 
complete  suspension  of  the  operation  of 
those  Acts.  That  point  I  wish  to  press, 
and  I  think  the  suggestion  I  make  is  a 
fair  one.  Well,  Sir,  1  have  been  obliged 
to  detain  the  House  for  a  considerable 
time  ;  but  I  hope  the  explanation  I  have 
made  will  not  be  thought  to  have  been 
made  in  a  narrow  and  priidging  spirit. 
I  wish  to  fulfil  literally  the  declarations 
made  outside — that  every  reasonable 
assistance  shall  be  given,  so  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  to  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  in  their  efforts  rapidly  to 
wind  up  the  Business  of  the  Session,  to 
discharge  them  from  all  unnecessary 
subjects,  and,  above  all — and  here  I  give 
a  special  promise  for  myself — to  dis- 
charge them  from  all  unnecessary 
speeches  and  debates.  To  that  great 
end,  either  by  persuasion,  or,  what  is 
more  important,  by  good  example,  I 
shall  give  my  assistance.  I  now  sit 
down,  and,  trusting  them  in  matters 
wherein  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
going  to  act  upon  the  principle  of  trust 
in  the  people  and  are  going  to  maintain 
the  undoubted  interests  of  the  Empire 
in  a  calm  and  wise,  but  at  the  same 
time  perfectly  firm  spirit,  I  heartily  wish 
them  success  in  their  endeavours. 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  : 
I  think  the  House  and  the  Government 
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good  and  adequate  local  institutions. 
Consequently,  the  plan  which  we  con- 
templated was  this — we  contemplated 
clauses  which,  as  far  as  the  terms  of  the 
transactions  are  concerned,  might  have 
been  permanent  in  their  operations ;  but 
we  intended  to  ask  Parliament  to  pro- 
vide a  sum  of  money  adequate  only  to 
carry  the  Bill  into  operation  for  its  first 
year,  so  as  not  to  raise  any  large  politi- 
cal question  in  connection  with  the 
creditorship  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
in  our  relations  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. We  should  have  done  that,  be- 
lieving that  this  question  of  local  insti- 
tutions for  Ireland  is  the  great  and  imme- 
diate necessity  of  Irish  legislation,  and 
believing  that  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment cannot  fail,  humanly  speaking,  to 
afford aproper  and  even  necessary  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  that  subject,  as  it 
would  afford  the  only  solution  of  the 
financial  difficultiesof  the  case.  Our  object 
would  have  been  to  place  Parliament  in 
a  position  to  resume,  with  a  free  hand, 
the  consideration  of  the  case  in  the  view 
of  such  institutions  as  it  might  propose 
for  Ireland,  and  thereby  to  bring  about 
what  would  be  an  extensive  operation 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Clauses  in  Ireland, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  provide  against 
the  very  serious  danger  which  any  need- 
less tampering  with  that  question  as 
regards  the  Imperial  Exchequer  might 
involve.  We  should  have  left  it  to  the 
next  Parliament  to  consider  how  far  the 
local  institutions  might  be  made  avail- 
able for  providing  security  m  connec- 
tion with  the  pecuniary  supply  which  it 
would  be  requisite  to  propose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  now  be  able 
to  judge  whether  we  can  march  together 
or  not  in  the  endeavour  to  deal  with 
this  question ;  and  I  must  say  I  would 
not  have  gone  so  far — ^I  would  not  have 
given  this  explanation — ^had  I  believed 
that  I  was  proposing  anything  from 
which  it  would  be  incumbent  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  dissent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  mentioned 
various  other  Bills,  and  upon  these  I 
can  touch  rery  shortly  indeed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  spoken 
of  the  Intermediate  Education  (Wales) 
Bill ;  and,  upon  the  whole,  I  must  iu 
fairness  acsept  the  plea  he  has  made. 
I  do  not  believe,  though  I  greatly  regret 
it,  that  the  Government  can  be  expected, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  go  forward 
with  that  Bill  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  Glad9t<m$ 


He  has  also  spoken  of  the  CmfteTA* 
Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill,  and  upon  that 
I  must  Fay  one  word.  He  says  it  is  a 
contentious  Bill.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
to  what  extent  that  is  true.  It  is  true 
there  are  those  who  would  wish  to  go 
further;  but  I  never  heard  that  there 
were  any  who  intended  to  oppose  the 
late  Government  in  going  so  far,  or  that 
they  intended  to  reject  the  plan  that  we 
offered.  On  the  other  hand,  I  believe 
there  are  those  irho  sit  on  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman's  side  of  the  House  who 
have  well  considered  this  subject,  and 
who,  either  being  wholly,  or  to  a  very 
great  extent,  cognizant  of  the  facta  of 
the  case,  are  disposed  to  accept  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill.  But  the 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill  waa 
not,  on  our  part,  a  piece  of  amateur, 
or  even  mere  volunteer,  legislation. 
We  took  up  the  subject  as  a  question 
of  grave  public  urgency  for  the  peace 
of  the  country ;  and  the  question  atisea 
whether  this  Bill  be  even  in  some  re- 
spects contentious  —  although  I  am 
inclined  to  hope  it  may  not  be  so; 
whether  it  be  or  be  not  urgent,  we 
thought  it  was  urgent,  and  it  was  repre- 
sented so  to  us  from  every  portion  of 
the  House  when  the  subject  waa  de- 
bated. There  waa  not  a  single  voioe 
raised  in  any  other  sense.  In  mj 
opinion,  this  question  clearly  comes 
under  the  same  category  as  the  queation 
of  replacing  the  Prevention  of  Crimea 
(Ireland)  Act  It  waa  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  peace  of  the  country  thatmj 
right  hon.  Friends  near  me  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  and  the  late  Lord  Advocate 
devised  this  measure  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  late  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  therefore  forgive 
me  for  saying  it  is  his  duty  to  take 
into  consideration  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  be  responsible  for  the  peaoe  of 
these  districts,  and  for  the  regular 
working  of  the  social  machine  without 
legislation  in  regard  to  the  aubject  of 
the  crofters.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  incur  here  a  responsibility  of 
the  aame  kind  as  that  he  incurs  in 
respect  of  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
in  Ireland.  For  without  the  provisiona 
of  the  Act,  if,  in  that  ca^o,  it  be  found 
that  public  order  is  not  compromised, 
and  that  the  recovery  of  civil  ri;rhts  re- 
mains effectually  secured,  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt,  will  stand 
justified ;  but  I  am  not  ao  anre  that  he 
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Egypt  is  because  I  do  not  wish  in  any 
way  to  be  the  cause  of  any  contention, 
and  of  course  that  remark  would  specially 
apply  to  anything  that  may  be  said 
about  the  Soudan.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  any  intention  on  our  part  to 
come  into  sharp  conflict  with  the  views 
of  the  late  Government  with  respect  to 
their  late  Soudan  policy.  I  do  not  wish 
that  remark  to  pass  without  comment, 
because  it  might  be  taken  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  approved  the  evacua- 
tion of  the  Province  of  Dongola.  That 
is  going  a  great  deal  too  far.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  say  positively  whether  we 
approve  or  disapprove  of  the  evacuation; 
but  this  we  may  say — that  it  entails  upon 
Egypt  the  loss  of  a  fertile  territory  to 
which  Egypt  was  undoubtedly  entitled  ; 
that  it  reduces  that  fertile  territory  to  a 
state  of  utter  uncultivation  ;  that  almost 
the  entire  cultivating  population  is  with- 
drawing northward  with  our  army,  and 
that  which  for  many  years  has  been  a 
smiling  and  prosperous  land  is  now 
totally  devastated.  I  should  be  sorry  if 
anyone  were  to  think  that  the  present 
Government  approve  of  the  evacuation 
of  Dongola,  especially  when  it  is  borne 
in  mind  that  such  evacuation  was  carried 
out  in  the  teeth  of  the  most  remarkable 
opposition — in  the  teeth  of  the  advice 
of  Lord  Wolseley,  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
General  BuUer,  and  Nubar  Pasha ;  and, 
that  being  so,  I  merely  wish  to  guard 
the  present  Government  from  any  re- 
sponsibility for  the  evacuation  of  Don- 
gola. No  departure  from  the  policy  of 
the  late  Government,  however,  is  pos- 
sible, for  when  we  came  into  Office  the 
decision  to  evacuate  Dongola  had  been 
carried  out  too  far  for  us  to  alter  it. 
Turning  now  to  the  question  of  Ireland, 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  charge  my  right  hon.  Friend 
with  having  made  controversial  remarks 
on  this  subject.  I  am  sure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  would  never  have  thought 
of  making  any  observations  in  regard 
to  Ireland  of  a  controversial  character 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  rather  mock- 
ing interruption  which  greeted  him 
when  making  a  very  serious  and  deli- 
berate declaration  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  when 
the  Tory  Party  introduced  coercion  they 
trusted  to  it  alone,  and  that  when  the 
Liberal  Party  introduced  coercion  it  was 


always  accompanied  by  a  remedial 
measure.  Well,  supposing  the  Tory 
Party  did  so,  which  I  do  not  admit,  who 
was  the  Member  of  the  Tory  Party  who 
in  1833  objerted  when  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Bill  was  introduced  ?  Might  I 
respectfully  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  whether,  in  those  dawning  days  of  a 
career  which  has  proved  so  illustrious, 
he  set  a  bright  example  to  the  Tory 
Party  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  was  then 
23  years  of  age,  and  I  admit  I  did 
not. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA :  Whatever  the  age  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  have  been,  I  am 
sure  that  so  remarkable  is  his  genius  now 
that  it  would  not  be  extraordinary  if  at 
the  age  of  23  he  had  been  able  to  set 
an  example  to  the  Tory  Party.  I  desire 
to  point  out  the  difference  between  the 
position  of  Ireland  in  1880,  when  the 
late  Government  decided  to  do  without 
extraordinary  powers,  and  the  position 
of  Ireland  now.  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
letter  has  been  the  object  of  many  a 
bitter  sarcasm  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  ;  but,  at  the  time  it  was  written, 
Ireland  was  suffering  from  one  of  the 
severest  famines  that  ever  visited  the 
country,  and  the  people  were  tortured 
by  starvation  and  want.  Have  you 
ever  heard  of  any  country  suffering 
under  calamities  so  widespread  and 
grievous  where  you  have  not  had  a 
rapid  increase  of  crime  ?  Not  only  was 
there  at  the  time  a  severe  famine,  but 
crime  was  actually  increasing — and  in- 
creasing largely;  and  it  was  under 
these  circumstances  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment determined  to  rely  on  the 
ordinary  law.  What  are  the  circum- 
stances now?  Since  1883  crime  in 
Ireland  has  been  steadily  diminishing. 
There  is  no  famine  in  any  part  of  Ire- 
land, and  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  abnormal  distress.  These  are  the 
very  different  circumstances,  the  essen- 
tially normal  circumstances,  under  which 
the  Tory  Party  consider  it  to  be  their 
absolute  duty  to  endeavour,  at  any 
rate,  to  govern  Ireland  by  the  ordinary 
law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  found 
fault  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  for 
having  deecribed  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
as  **  abortive."  But,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  utmost  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  say  for  the  Act  of 
1870  was  that  it  had  continued  in  opera- 
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and  my  right  hon.  Friend  vill  be  of 
opinion  that,  after  the  valuable  and  ex- 
haustive remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Oon- 
tleman  opposite,  it  would  not  be  at  all 
consistent  with  the  high  position  which 
he  occupies  in  the  House  if  those  re- 
marks were  not  immediately  acknow- 
ledged and  commented  upon  respect- 
fully by  some  Member  of  the  present 
Administration.  I  am  sure  I  am  only 
speaking  the  sentiments  of  those  who  sit 
near  me  when  I  venture  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  con- 
siderate,  and,  indeed,  I  may  say  mag- 
nanimous, treatment  which  he  has  given 
to  the  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  will  only  say  that,  as  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  concerned,  not  one 
of  us  ever  expected  anything  else ;  and 
although,  owing  to  certain  events  which 
immediately  followed  the  fall  of  the  late 
Government,  Lord  Salisbury,  with  the 
full  assent  and  approval  of  all  his  Col- 
leagues, found  it  necessary  to  ask  for 
some  kind  of  guarantee  against  un- 
necessary disturbance,  in  the  attitude 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assumed 
in  the  negotiations  which  then  took 
place,  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  of  us 
was  inclined  for  a  moment  to  assert  that 
his  attitude  was  not  perfectly  Consti- 
tutional, and  one  which  might  not  serve 
as  a  valuable  precedent  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  changes  for 
the  future.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  make  one  or  two  brief  re- 
marks upon  the  observations  which  have 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  him  as 
to  the  Frontier  of  Afghanistan,  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  sug- 
eest  some  doubt  as  to  the  absolute  and 
uteral  accuracy  of  the  statement  made 
in  the  House  of  Lords  on  Monday  by 
Lord  Salisbury — that  the  British  Go- 
vernment had  promised  the  Ameer  se- 
curity for  the  posseasion  of  the  Pass  of 
Zulfikar.  Well,  Sir,  having  seen  all 
the  transactions  that  have  taken  place, 
and  having  seen  al^o  the  subsequent 
telegrams  from  the  Viceroy  of  Lidia,  I 
am  of  opinion  that  that  statement  was 
literally  and  accurately  true,  and  that 
the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan  placed  him- 
self entirely  in  our  hands — that  he 
offered  to  accept  any  Frontier  which  we 
might  think  advisable  for  his  interests 
and  security  provided  that  we  secured 
to  him  three  places,  one  of  which  was 
the  complete  possession  of  the  Pass  of 
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Zulfikar.  And  I  can  also  say  that  Lord 
DufTerin  considers  himself  abnolutely 
bound  to  the  Ameer  on  that  point,  and 
that,  in  so  considering  himself  bound* 
he  also  considers  that  he  has  acted  with 
the  entire  support,  knowledge,  and  ap- 
proval of  the  late  Government.  But, 
Sir,  I  wish  particularly  to  acknowledge 
with  much  gratitude  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  confirming  Lord 
Salisbury's  statement  that  the  Bussian 
Government  are  under  a  promise  to 
concede  the  Pass  of  Zulfikar  to  the 
Ameer.  Such  a  declaration  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  fail  to 
have  the  most  marked  effect  upon  the 
negotiations  which  are  now  going  on. 
I  know  no  reason  why  those  nego- 
tiations should  not  terminate  in  a  man- 
ner satisfactory  to  the  country;  but 
they  will,  at  any  rate,  have  this  advan- 
tage— that  they  will  be  supported  by  a 
practically  united  House  of  Commons. 
Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  understand  that  none  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  think  it  necee- 
sary  to  withdraw  in  any  way  from 
the  criticisms  which  they  felt  it  their 
duty  to  make  on  the  negotiations  as 
conducted  by  the  late  Government  np 
to  the  time  they  left  Office.  We  cer- 
tainly apprehend  the  nature  and  the 
drawbacks  of  the  inheritance  which  we 
have  received  from  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  that  part  of  the  world.  We 
shall  try  to  the  utmost  of  our  power  to 
bring  it  to  as  satisfactory  a  conclusion 
as  is  possible ;  and  in  this  work  un- 
doubtedly the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  he  has  stated  he  is 
prepared  to  give  ns  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, is  literally  invaluable.  I 
am  sure  that  the  earnest  words  which 
fell  from  him  with  regard  to  the  im- 
mense value  of  the  security  of  our 
Indian  Frontier  will  bring  that  fact 
home  far  more  to  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  country  than  anything 
that  Her  Majesty's  present  Minister* 
could  say,  and  will  do  much  to  tran- 
quillize the  apprehensions  and  to  rejoice 
the  minds  of  our  fellow-subjects  in 
India.  With  regard  to  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject 
of  Fgjrpt,  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
more  than  a  very  brief  remark.  We 
took  note  of  the  words  of  windom  which 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  one  reason  why  I  do  not  with,  on 
this  occasion,  to  go  into  the  questioa  of 
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in  the  now  Parliament  the  crofters  will 
be  strongly  represented,  and  any  pro- 
posals on  tbis  subject  will  be  discussed 
by  their  Representatives  and  decided 
upon  by  them  ;  and  it  is,  therefore,  dear 
that  more  of  finality  would  surround 
such  legislation   than  any  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  question  now.     With  re- 
ference to  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts 
and  the  Besolution  of  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),   I  imagine   that  no  public 
object  of  any  importance  can  be  secured 
by  setting  aside  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  subject.      The  opinion   of   this 
Parliament  on  the  question  is  known. 
It  has  been  ascertained  three  or  four 
times,  and  the  question  was  one  emi- 
nently fitted  to  be  relegated  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  new  Parliament.     But  I 
am  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  and  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  say  that  there  is  no  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
provisional  arrangements   of   the  late 
Government,  though  we  were  no  parties 
to  those   arrangements.     I  thank  the 
House  very  much  for  the  great  indul- 
gence it  has  extended  to  me  on  this, 
the  first  occasion  I  have  addressed  it 
from   this  position.     In   conclusion,  I 
would  say  that  I  believe  the  policy  of 
the    Government   as   regards  domestic 
legislation  is  to  clear  up  and  get  out  of 
the  way  of  the  new  Parliament  certain 
arrears  of   legislation   upon   which  no 
great  controversy  arises,  the  settlement 
of  which  may  confer  great  social  and 
political  boons  upon  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  to  reduce  the  g^eat  number 
of  subjects  which  will  have  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  new  Parliament.     Their 
policy  in  foreign  afi'airs  will  be,  as  far 
as  they  may  and  as  far  as  they  can,  a 
policy  animated  by  one  object  only,  that 
they  may  by  a  firm,  vigorous,  intelli- 
gent, and  consistent  policy  so  extricate 
our  country  from  the  numerous  foreign 
difficulties,  anxieties,  and  complications 
which  now  beset  us.  as  to  bring  about  a 
state  of  foreign  order  and  freedom  from 
foreign  alarms  that  the  new  Parliament 
from  which  we,  as  well  as  those  on  the 
opposite  6i<ie  of  the  House,  hope  great 
things  for  England,  may  be  able  to  con- 
centrate its  attention  on  the  political 
and  social  future  of  our  people  unem- 
barrassed,  unimpeded  by  any  foreign 
danger. 


Mr.  stansfeld  said,  ho  concurred 
in  the  claim  which  the  Leader  of  the 
House  had  made  in  general  terms  with 
respect  to  the  general  Business  of  the 
House.  He  thought  it  was  their  duty 
towards  the  present  Government  to  sup- 
port them  in  the  application  which  had 
been  made  for  the  time  of  the  House. 
Ho  thought  it  was  for  the  public  in- 
terest that  the  affairs  of  this  Parliament 
should  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  with- 
out any  unnecessary  delay;  but  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  his  position  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  and  to 
its  position  in  the  House  itself.  He  had 
a  Notice  referring  to  the  question  stand- 
ing on  the  Paper  for  that  day  week. 
The  agitation  to  which  he  had  been  a 
party,  and  which  had  been  conducted 
with  immense  sacrifice  of  time  and 
labour  on  the  part  of  numerous  men 
and  women,  had  now  lasted  for  18  years. 
A  Resolution  had  been  carried  by  a 
large  majority  in  the  House  practically 
condemning  those  Acts.  Two-and-a- 
quarter  years  had  elapsed  since  then, 
and  no  endeavour  had  been  made  by 
any  lion.  Member  to  procure  the  reversal 
of  the  Resolution.  The  late  Govern- 
ment took  the  strong  measure  of  sus- 
pending, to  a  great  extent,  the  operation 
of  the  Acts  in  deference  to  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  could  not 
be  justified  except  on  the  grounds  of  the 
impossibility  of  legislating  on  the  ques- 
tion during  that  time ;  and  this  was 
the  ground  taken  by  the  late  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues.  But  the 
consequences  of  the  action  of  the  late 
Government  had  been,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  to  leave  the  Acts  on  the 
Statute  Book  for  the  present  Govern- 
ment, when  it  chose  to  do  so,  to  re-en- 
force them.  In  the  circumstances  he 
felt  he  should  be  within  his  right  if  he 
endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Government  before  they 
were  all  dismissed  to  a  General  Election. 
It  was  true  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  concluded 
his  speech  with  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion ;  but  that  expression  of  opinion  was 
unsatisfactory  to  himself,  and  also,  he 
believed,  to  the  bulk  of  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  told  them  that  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers  would  not  upset  or  inter- 
fere with  the  determination  of  the  late 
Government  to  suspend  to  a  large  ex- 
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tion  for  Beren  years,  I  do  not  consider 
that  the  epithet  was  uncalled  for.  If  I 
wanted  to  excite  controversial  feelings, 
I  might  refer  to  the  bitterness  with 
whirli  the  late  Government  and  their 
supporters  evidently  regard  the  action 
of  the  Tory  Party  in  resolving  to  at- 
tempt to  govern  Ireland  without  coer- 
cion. I  mi^ht  boldly  say  that  I  believe 
that  if  Lord  Spencer  had  been  given  50 
Coercion  Acts  he  could  not  have  go- 
verned Ireland  successfully  or  peace- 
fully for  any  length  of  time.  I  do  not 
make  that  statement,  but  it  is  one  which 
I  might  have  made.  I  want  to  show 
my  extraordinary  moderation  in  refrain- 
ing from  making  any  Party  attack.  I 
desire  to  enter  my  eaveat  against  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  that  the  right  of  holding 
special  previous  inquiries  before  the 
arrest  of  a  prisoner  should  be  incor- 
porated into  the  general  law  of  the 
^ngdom. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  mentioned  it 
as  the  Bug^ice^tion  of  a  high  authority. 
I  am  niy^self  no  authority  upon  this 
matter. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA :  Well.  I  would  certainly  protest 
against  any  such  provision.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  commented  on  my  right 
hun.  Friend^s  statement  that  he  thought 
he  saw  certain  indications  in  the  state 
of  Ireland  which  showed  that  the  change 
of  Government  was  not  altogether  unac- 
ceptable to  the  general  pnpulation  of 
that  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man almost  insinuated  that  that  was 
due  to  (ome  specific  understanding  or 
agr(>ement  with  certain  special  parties 
in  tliis  House.  For  all  I  know,  indeed 
I  may  say  I  do  know,  that  statement 
refers  to  nothing  more  than  to  certain 
incidents  which  have  recently  taken 
place  in  Ireland  —  the  tenor  of  the 
Irish  Press ;  but,  more  than  that,  to  a 
remarkable  incident  which  took  plaro 
only  the  other  day  when  Lord  Carnar- 
von, after  having  been  sworn  in  as 
Ticeroy,  rode  to  the  Viceregal  Lodge, 
and  on  the  following  day  rode  to  the 
Westland  Row  Station  in  a  manner 
totally  unprecedented  for  four  years  in 
Ireland.  During  four  years  no  Viceroy 
in  Ireland  had  been  able  to  move  about 
without  an  escort.  On  this  occasion 
dragoons  and  mounted  police  were  con- 
apicuous  by  their  absence,  and  their 
absence  did  not  aeem  to  excite  any  dis- 
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Eleasure  among  the  Irish  people.  I 
ope  in  the  policy  we  have  decided  to 
pursue  we  shall  receive  the  support  and 
assistance  of  the  Irish  people.  We 
know  perfectly  well  what  we  have  un- 
dertaken to  do ;  it  has  been  perhaps  one 
of  the  most  deliberate  and  carefully 
considered  decisions  any  Government 
ever  came  to.  We  know  well  that  it  ta 
our  duty  to  protect  life  and  property, 
not  only  in  Ireland,  but  all  over  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  again  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  snpp'trt 
he  so  generously  promises,  and  for  the 
good  wishes  he  evidently  desires  to 
bestow  upon  us  in  our  efforts;  but  if 
we  fail,  you  may  depend  upon  it  we 
shall  plead  no  excuse  either  as  regards 
Parliamentary  circum»tance8  at  the  pre* 
sent  moment,  or  as  regards  the  fact  that 
we  are  in  a  minority.  We  have  come 
to  this  conclusion,  to  endeavour  to  govern 
Ireland  by  the  ordinary  law,  because  we 
believe  it  to  be  a  Connitutional  doctrine 
that  special  legislation  must  not  be 
applied  except  in  times  of  gr^at  emer- 
gency. We  believe  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Tory  Party  to  adhere  to  that  Con* 
Kt  tutional  doctrine.  We  believe  that, 
taking  all  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
together  at  the  present  time,  weighing 
the  one  against  the  other,  the  times  are 
not  exceptional ;  and,  that  being  mi,  we 
decided  for  good  or  evil  to  abide  by  the 
ordinary  law  of  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill.  His  remarks  on  that 
subject  will  be  most  carefully  considered, 
n(»t  only  on  account  of  their  merit,  but 
also  on  account  of  the  quarter  whence 
they  come.  If  by  any  chance  the  Go- 
vernment can  see  an  opportunity  of 
making  legislative  proposals  which 
secure  the  support  of  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  which  are  especially 
agreeable  to  the  Represt'ntatives  of  ire- 
laud  in  the  direction  indicated,  we  shall 
most  eagerly  avail  ourselves  of  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Crofters'  Bill  I  have  only 
one  remark  to  make.  I  wi^h  i^  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Oentlpmsn  fur  hia 
consideration  whether  the  Crofters'  Bill 
is  not  eminently  a  queUion  for  the  new 
Parliament.  I  supftose  any  (vovemment 
legislation  on  the  Crofters'  QueMion  at 
this  time  could  not  be  final.  Can  you 
by  any  pos^^ibility  attain  finality  on  the 
question  when  the  crofttrs  themselves 
are  not  directly  represented  in  this 
House  ?    It  is  more  than  probable  that 
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acute  on  the  subject  that  if  there  should 
be  anything  in  the  shape  of  pubh'c 
eviction  there  would  be  an  outbreak  of 
the  public.  Such  would  certainly  be 
the  case  if  the  landlords  exercised  to 
any  extent  the  power  of  eviction  which 
the  present  state  of  the  law  gave  them. 
Therefore,  he  would  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  this  small  Bill  of  six 
lines  passed  into  law  during  the  present 
Session,  and  he  would  guarantee  that 
they  would  have  peace  and  quiet,  and 
rest,  and  law  and  order  throughout  the 
Highlands. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  the 
Telegraph  Bill.  From  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  that  evening  he 
had  gathered  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  drop  that  measure. 
The  announcement  that  the  Government 
did  intend  to  drop  that  measure  would 
cause  surprise  and  regret  throughout 
the  country.  For  many  months  past 
tho  expectation  had  been  held  out  that 
a  considerable  change  would  be  effected 
in  the  telegraph  rate  during  the  late 
autumn  ;  and  he  desired  to  bring  under 
the  attention  of  the  Government  the 
financial  effects  of  dropping  that  mea- 
sure. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  Government  had  not  sufficiently  con- 
sidered the  fact  that  £500,000  had  been 
spent  upon  new  plant  which  would  be 
necessary  in  case  the  cost  of  telegrams 
was  lowered  from  1«.  to  6t?.  Moreover, 
a  very  large  staff  had  been  taken  on  at 
the  Post  Office  with  a  view  of  intro- 
ducing the  new  tariff  during  the  coming 
autumn.  Twelve  hundred  persons  had 
been  taken  into  the  service  of  the  Post 
Office  within  the  last  few  months  in 
view  of  the  reduction  of  the  tariff  and 
the  increased  work  which  that  would 
throw  on  the  Department,  and  their 
salaries  would  amount  to  £61,000  per 
annum.  Those  persons,  who  were  now 
learning  their  business,  could  not  be 
utilized  in  any  other  way  in  the  Post 
Office ;  and  as  they  could  not  be  dis- 
missed the  money  expended  upon  their 
salaries  would  be  altogether  thrown 
away.  Tho  noble  Lord  had  given  two 
reasons  for  abandoning  the  Bill.  In 
the  first  place  he  had  misdescribed  the 
Bill,  because  he  had  said  it  was  a  Bill 
for  charging  the  addresses.  That  was  a 
misdescription  of  the  measure,  which 
was  a  Bill  for  altering  the  tariff  and  for 
enabling  a  short  telegram  to  be  sent  for 


6rf.  instead  of  for  1*.  In  order  to  con- 
fer this  very  great  boon  of  6(f.  telegrams 
upon  the  public  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary not  to  allow  the  addresses  to  be 
free.  If  free  addresses  were  allowed  it 
would  involve  a  very  great  loss  to  the 
Hevenue,  which,  taken  together  with 
the  reduction  of  price,  would  amount  to 
some  £200,000  per  annum.  Amon^ 
the  other  reasons  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  given  for  abandoning  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  Bill  was  that  he  had 
received  information  from  the  Depart- 
ment that  if  the  change  was  carried  out 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Bill  the 
increase  of  business  which  would  result 
from  it  would  occasion  an  expense  of  an 
additional  £1,000,000  to  the  country  in 
the  course  of  the  next  three  or  four 
years.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
there  must  be  a  misunderstanding  on 
this  point,  as  he  had  received  no  infor- 
mation from  the  Department  to  that 
effect.  He  was  under  the  full  impres- 
sion, in  consequence  of  the  information 
which  he  had  received  from  the  Depart- 
ment, that  the  £500,000,  which  had  been 
asked  for  during  the  current  year  would 
amply  suffice  for  purchasing  the  plant 
rendered  necessary  by  the  anticipated 
increase  of  business  which  would  be 
caused  by  the  reduction  of  the  tariff.  It 
had  been  calculated  that  that  increase 
of  business  would  amount  to  about  30 
per  cent  on  the  present  business  ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  new  plant  which 
liad  been  provided  would  be  amply  suf- 
ficient to  meet  that  increase  in  the 
amount  of  business.  Should  there,  how- 
ever, be  in  successive  years  a  still  greater 
increase  of  business  than  that  now  an- 
ticipated, there  would  also  be  a  corre- 
sponding increase  in  the  profits  of  the 
Department,  which  would  amply  suffice 
to  meet  any  additional  charge  for 
plant  that  might  be  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  increased  business.  If 
the  Bill  were  to  be  now  dropped  all  the 
expenditure  which  had  already  been  in- 
curred during  the  present  year  would  be 
lost  to  the  country.  He  suggested  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  jiroceed  with  the 
Bill,  and  introduce  in  Committee  any 
alternative  tariff  which  ho  might  desire 
to  propose  ;  but  he  must  say  that  he  did 
not  believe  that  within  the  financial 
limits  which  would  be  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury  the  noble  Lord  could  propose 
any  other  tariff  than  that  set  forth  in 
the  Bill.     Should,  however,   the  noble 
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tent  the  operation  of  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Acts;  but  he  added  that  the 
present  Goyemment  must  not  be  held  to 
approve  that  course.  That  was  a  state- 
ment with  which  he  could  not  be  satis- 
fied ;  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  some- 
one sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
be  able  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
present  Government  frankly  accepted 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  reference  to  suspending  the 
operation  of  the  Acts. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said,  he 
thought  he  should  have  no  difficulty  in 
satisfying  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  on  the  points 
to  which  he  had  drawn  attention.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
in  deference  to  a  Vote  passed  by  the 
House  in  1883  the  late  Goyemment 
virtually  suspended  the  action  of  tne 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  that  that  was  a 
course  much  stronger  than  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  to  repeal  those  Acts.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  a  strong  exercise  of 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
suspend  the  operations  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament simply  in  deference  to  a  Resolu- 
tion passed  by  one  Huuse  in  circum- 
stances of  considerable  emotion.  The 
present  Government  must  not  be  held 
to  approve  of  the  course  adopted  by  the 
late  Government;  but  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  giving  an  assurance  that  the 
course  pursued  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion by  the  late  Government  would  not 
be  altered  by  the  present  Government. 
The  late  Government  had  not  thought 
it  their  duty  to  folio  r  the  procedure  of 
last  year,  and  had,  in  making  their 
arrangements,  omitted  any  provision  for 
enforcing  the  Acts  to  which  objection 
was  taken,  and  it  was  certainly  not  the 
intention  of  the  present  Government  to 
give  life  and  vitality  to  those  Acts.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  understand, 
however,  that  while  the  present  Govern- 
ment respected  the  itatuM  quo  in  which  j 
they  found  themselves  they  could  not 
say  what  legislation  might  become  ne- 
cessary in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia-  I 
ment.  i 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  said,  that  he  | 
had  never  considered  the  Crofters'  Bill  < 
which  had  been  introduced  as  one  en-  , 
titled  to  be  regarded  as  a  final  sot  tie-  ; 
ment  of  that  question.  He  himself  had 
put  down  an  Amendment  on  the  subject ;  ' 

Mr,  Stan%fdd 


but  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  he  did  so  in  opposition 
to  the  Bill.  His  object  was  to  improve 
the  Bill,  and  not  to  destroy  it — [«  UwgK] 
— and  he  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who 
had  laughed  at  that  statement  that  on 
the  night  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crofters'  Bill  was  to  have  been  taken 
he  had  received  an  assurance  that  if  ho 
altered  one  word  of  his  Amendment  he 
would  have  received  the  whole  supixirt 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  He  there- 
fore regretted  the  decision  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  not  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill;  for  though  he  had  not  re* 
garded  the  Bill  as  a  very  valuable  one, 
he  did  look  at  it  in  this  light— that  if 
the  present  Government  had  brought  it 
in  as  a  skeleton  Bill  the  Liberal  Party 
in  the  House  would  have  clothed  it  in 
Committee  with  flesh  and  blood,  and 
made  it  a  valuable  measure.  He  was 
now  going  to  make  a  practical  proposal, 
for  he  looked  upon  the  Crofters'  Bill  as 
lost.  He  believed  that  when  the  re* 
formed  Hoiue  of  Commons  came  bark 
there  would  not  be  two  or  three  Mom- 
hers  representing  crofter  districts,  but 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  whole  represen* 
tation  of  Scotland  would  be  pledged  on 
the  question  ;  for  it  was  one  which  had 
been  recognized  as  affecting  the  interests 
of  towns  quite  as  much  as  the  country. 
Therefore  it  was  that  he  did  not  deplore 
very  grievously  the  loss  of  this  Bill.  He 
should  say  that  the  result  of  the  un- 
biassed consideration  by  the  people  of 
the  late  Bill  had  been  its  rejection  by 
them.  There  was  in  the  Order  Book  a 
Bill,  consisting  of  six  lines,  introduced 
by  himself,  fur  the  purpose  of  suspend- 
ing  evictions  in  Scotland  pending  the 
settlement  of  this  question.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  denied  that  the  urgency  of 
this  Bill  was  a  matter  which  affected  the 
peace  of  the  country;  but  experience 
had  clearly  shown  that  the  so^mer  this 
question  was  settled  the  better,  and 
that,  in  the  meantime,  the  only  way  by 
which  the  peace  of  mind  of  the  people 
could  be  assured  was  by  suspending  the 
power  of  eviction.  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  landlords  did  not  want  t)  evict. 
Well,  if  so,  the  suspension  of  this  power 
could  do  them  no  harm,  while  it  would 
reassure  the  minds  of  the  people,  for  ho 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  (feDtl«»niaa 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  alarm  on  that 
f<unt,  and  the  public  opinion  ^as   v> 
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acute  on  the  subject  that  if  there  should 
be  anything  in  the  shape  of  public 
eviction  there  would  be  an  outbreak  of 
the  public.  Such  would  certainly  be 
the  case  if  the  landlords  exercised  to 
any  extent  the  power  of  eviction  which 
the  present  state  of  the  law  gave  them. 
Therefore,  he  would  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  this  small  Bill  of  six 
lines  passed  into  law  during  the  present 
Session,  and  he  would  guarantee  that 
they  would  have  peace  and  quiet,  and 
rest,  and  law  and  order  throughout  the 
Hiprhlands. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  the 
Telegraph  Bill.  From  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  that  evening  he 
had  gathered  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  drop  that  measure. 
The  announcement  that  the  Government 
did  intend  to  drop  that  measure  would 
cause  surprise  and  regret  throughout 
the  country.  For  many  months  past 
the  expectation  had  been  held  out  that 
a  considerable  change  would  be  effected 
in  the  telegraph  rate  during  the  late 
autumn ;  and  he  desired  to  bring  under 
the  attention  of  the  Government  the 
financial  effects  of  dropping  that  mea- 
sure. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  Government  had  not  sufficiently  con- 
sidered the  fact  that  £500,000  had  been 
spent  upon  new  plant  which  would  be 
necessary  in  case  the  cost  of  telegrams 
was  lowered  from  1«.  to  Qd,  Moreover, 
a  very  large  staff  had  been  taken  on  at 
the  Post  Office  with  a  view  of  intro- 
ducing the  new  tariff  during  the  coming 
autumn.  Twelve  hundred  persons  had 
been  taken  into  the  service  of  the  Post 
Office  within  the  last  few  months  in 
view  of  the  reduction  of  the  tariff  and 
the  increased  work  which  that  would 
throw  on  the  Department,  and  their 
salaries  would  amount  to  £61,000  per 
annum.  Those  persons,  who  were  now 
learning  their  business,  could  not  be 
utilized  in  any  other  way  in  the  Post 
Office ;  and  as  they  could  not  be  dis- 
missed the  money  expended  upon  their 
salaries  would  be  altogether  thrown 
away.  The  noble  Lord  had  given  two 
reasons  for  abandoning  the  Bill.  In 
the  first  place  he  had  misdescribed  the 
Bill,  because  he  had  said  it  was  a  Bill 
for  charging  the  addresses.  That  was  a 
misdescription  of  the  measure,  which 
was  a  Bill  for  altering  the  tariff  and  for 
enabling  a  short  telegram  to  be  sent  for 


6i.  instead  of  for  1*.  In  order  to  con- 
fer this  very  great  boon  of  %d.  telegrams 
upon  the  public  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary not  to  allow  the  addresses  to  be 
free.  If  free  addresses  were  allowed  it 
would  involve  a  very  great  loss  to  the 
Hevenue,  which,  taken  together  with 
the  reduction  of  price,  would  amount  to 
some  £200,000  per  annum.  Amon^ 
the  other  reasons  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  given  for  abandoning  the  proposals 
contained  in  the  Bill  was  that  he  had 
received  information  from  the  Depart- 
ment that  if  the  change  was  carried  out 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Bill  the 
increase  of  business  which  would  result 
from  it  would  occasion  an  expense  of  an 
additional  £1,000,000  to  the  country  in 
the  course  of  the  next  three  or  four 
years.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
there  must  be  a  misunderstanding  on 
this  point,  as  he  had  received  no  infor- 
mation from  the  Department  to  that 
effect.  He  was  under  the  full  impres- 
sion, in  consequence  of  the  information 
which  he  had  received  from  the  Depart- 
ment, that  the  £500,000,  which  had  been 
asked  for  during  the  current  year  would 
amply  suffice  for  purchasing  the  plant 
rendered  necessary  by  the  anticipated 
increase  of  business  which  would  be 
caused  by  the  reduction  of  the  tariff.  It 
had  been  calculated  that  that  increase 
of  business  would  amount  to  about  30 
per  cent  on  the  present  business  ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  new  plant  which 
had  been  provided  would  be  amply  suf- 
ficient to  meet  that  increase  in  the 
amount  of  business.  Should  there,  how- 
ever, be  in  successive  years  a  still  greater 
increase  of  business  than  that  now  an- 
ticipated, there  would  also  be  a  corre- 
sponding increase  in  the  profits  of  the 
Department,  which  would  amply  suffice 
to  meet  any  additional  charge  for 
plant  that  might  be  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  increased  business.  If 
the  Bill  were  to  be  now  dropped  all  the 
expenditure  which  had  already  been  in- 
curred during  the  present  year  would  be 
lost  to  the  country.  He  suggested  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  proceed  with  the 
Bill,  and  introduce  in  Committee  any 
alternative  tariff  which  ho  might  desire 
to  propose  ;  but  he  must  say  that  he  did 
not  believe  that  within  the  financial 
limits  which  would  be  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury  the  noble  Lord  could  propose 
any  other  tariff  than  that  sot  forth  in 
the  Bill.     Should,  however,   the  noble 
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Lord  think  fit  to  propose  any  alterna- 
tive tariff  he  could  promise  him  that  it 
should  receive  his  most  favourable  con- 
sideration. He  was  satisfied  that  there 
was  a  general  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  should  become  law, 
and  that  the  reduction  in  the  tariff  to 
6d,  should  be  made  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  thought  it  would  be  desirable  that 
the  Government  should  give  one  day  to 
discuss  this  Bill  in  Committee.  He 
rather  thought,  however,  that  now  the 
noble  Lord  was  responsible  for  the  De- 
partment, and  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  matter  with  the  very  able 
officers  at  its  head,  he  had  discovered 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  comply 
with  the  rule  that  the  Telegraphic  De- 
partment should  be  a  paying  one  and 
at  the  same  time  to  propose  any  alter- 
native tariff.  There  was  only  one  other 
argument — ^namely,  that  in  the  General 
Election  it  would  be  a  great  boon  if  this 
reduced  tariff  should  be  brought  into 
effect.  There  would  then  be  a  good  op- 
portunity of  testing  it,  and  he  believed 


he  should  be  able  to  prepare  an  alter- 
native one.  He  reminded  bon.  Mem- 
bers that  he  took  objection  formerly,  nf4 
to  the  tariff,  but  to  the  abolition  of  free 
addresses.  He  had  said  that  whatever  was 
suggested  the  addresses  should  be  free. 
He  was  still  of  that  opinion,  and  that 
the  abrogation  of  free  addresses  would 
be  a  very  ecrious  loss  and  inconvenient. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  again 
spoken  of  the  introduction  of  6d.  tele- 
grams. But  the  Bill  would  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  would  introdaoe  an  8</ , 
a  9d,,  or  a  lOd,  telegram.  No  doubt 
that  would  be  a  very  good  and  useful 
diminution ;  but  he  protested  against  it 
being  spoken  of  as  a  Sixpenny  Telegram 
Bill.  As  to  the  outlay,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  it  wax  not 
the  practice  in  the  Office  to  prepare  Esti- 
mates for  three  or  fouryeara  in  advance. 
When  he  came  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion on  the  basis  of  the  increased  bnst- 
ness  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  anticipated,  he  found  that  it  was 
calculated  that  at  the  end  of  three  or 


the  system  would  be  enormously  availed    four  years  an  outlay  of  about  £  1 ,000.000 

of.  ]  for  underground  wires  and  other  matter 

The  POSTMASTEE   GENERAL  '  would  have  to  be  incurred.    That  was 


(Lord  John  Mai^nkbs)  said,  that  he 
wished  to  remove  an  erroneous  impres- 
sion from  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  no  intention  what- 
ever of  removing  the  Bill  from  the 
Orders.  He  proposed  to  let  it  remain 
on  the  Orders,  so  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  bring  it  forward  if  he 
could  get  an  opportunity,  and  then  the 
Government  would  state  their  views. 

Mr.  8 haw  LEFEVRE  asked  would 
the  noble  Lord  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  proceeding  with  the  Bill  ? 

The  postmaster  GEXER.\L 
said,  upon  that  point  he  must  consult  his 
Colleagues ;  but  as  he  had  no  wish  that 
the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn,  he  should 
do  all  he  could  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  opportunity  he  desired. 
He  recognized  the  value  of  the  sugges- 
tion that  if  he,  in  tlio  short  time  now  at 
their  disposal,  could  not  succeed  in  pre- 
paring a  scheme  that  would  be  satis- 
factory to  himself  and  the  Treasury, 
they  should  then  fall  back  on  the  tariff 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
see  whether  that  could  not  be  adopted. 
But  it  had  taken  the  late  Government 
two  years  to  prepare  their  tariff,  now 
under  discussion,  and  it  was  hardly  to 
be  expected  that  in  about  as  many  days 
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the  statement  he  had  before  him,  and 
it  came  upon  him  with  great  surprise  ; 
but  he  never  supposed  or  suggested  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  p<>s* 
session  of  those  figures  when  he  made 
bis  statement  to  the  House.  He  thought 
it  well,  however,  when  the  question 
arose  as  to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  in 
thd  present  Parliament  to  state  the  facta 
to  the  House. 

Db.  OAMERON  desired  to  refer  to 
one  or  two  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Postmaster  General.  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  remove  the  Telegraph  Bill  from 
the  Order  Book,  but  that  he  left  it  open 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre] 
to  take  charge  of  it ;  although,  at  the 
same  time,  he  would  not  atford  him 
any  facilities  for  doing  so.  Well,  that 
was  the  precise  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment in  "another  place"  had  told 
them  they  intended  t)  take  with  re- 
spect to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill. 
Now,  he  should  say  that  that  was  a 
very  bad  course.  As  to  the  Scotch 
Secretary  Bill,  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  be  told  specifically  whf-ther 
the  Bill  was  to  be  pressed  by  the  ito- 
vemmeni,  or  was  to  be  given  up  when 
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they  came  forward  to  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  give  up  all  their  time  to  the 
Govern  m  en  t. 

TnK  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  ex- 
plained that  the  hon.  Member  was  under 
a  mistake  as  to  the  statement  of  Lord 
Salisbury.  When  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  Bill  reached  the  House  of 
Commons  the  Government  would  take  it 
up,  and  in  the  other  House  the  Govern- 
ment would  afford  it  every  facility. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  that  was  so  far 
satisfactory.  As  to  the  Telegraph  Bill, 
he  thought  the  proposals  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  ground  for  abandoning  it 
were  not  adequate.  It  did  appear 
to  him  a  very  questionable  policy  to 
render  useless  an  annual  income  of 
£75,000  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  a 
future  possibleexpenditureof£  1,000,000, 
which,  however,  would  only  be  required 
in  the  event  of  our  developing  an  enor- 
mous, but  a  paying,  increase  of  business 
in  that  Department.  As  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  Bill,  it  would  have  been 
very  advantageous  to  the  House  had 
they  been  told  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  do  with  that  measure.  There 
was  no  use  shutting  one's  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  two  opinions  with  regard 
to  one  point  in  it— namely,  whether  the 
Minister  for  Scotland  should  have  charge 
of  the  system  of  primary  education  in 
Scotland  or  not.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
was  under  the  impression  that  the  diffi- 
culty in  the  Cabinet  as  to  making  up 
their  minds  on  the  subject  was  one 
of  the  objects  which  had  actuated  them 
in  leaving  charge  of  the  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Lords  to  Lord  Rosebery.  Now 
that  the  Govf^rnment  meant  to  take  it 
up  in  the  House  of  Commons  them- 
selves, he  (Dr.  Cameron)  trusted  they 
would  tell  the  House  whether  they  in- 
tended to  deal  with  it  in  tho  manner  it 
was  supported  by  some  of. their  (the 
Government's)  Friends  in  that  Housei 
and  **  elsewhere,"  or  in  the  spirit  advo- 
cated by  others  of  their  Party.  Upon 
the  information  which  the  House  should 
receive  on  this  point  would  depend  the 
fact  whether  the  measure  introduced  by 
the  Government  would  be  regarded  as 
of  a  contentious  character  or  not.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael  Hicko- 
Beach)  was  aware,  no  doubt,  that 
there  was  considerable  difference  of  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  the  Secretary  for 


Scotland  should  he  intrusted  with  the 
charge  of  primary  education  ;  but  Lord 
Rosebery  supported  that  view  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  in  Scot- 
land. The  Bill  had  been  introduced  by 
the  late  Government  in  various  shapes, 
and  they  were  driven  to  accept  it  in  its 
present  form  in  consequence  of  their  in- 
ability to  make  progress  with  it  when 
education  was  left  out  of  it  altogether. 
Considerably  less  difficulty  would  be 
felt  if  the  Bill  were  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  its  present  shape,  pure  and 
simple,  than  if  they  attempted  to  cut 
and  carve  it,  or  excise  from  it  a  provision 
which  was  regarded  by  a  large  section 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  as  its  most 
valuable  one.  As  respected  the  Crofters' 
Bill,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  stated  that 
he  regarded  it  as  necessary  for  the  pre- 
servation of  peace  in  Scotland.  Well, 
some  legislation  on  the  subject  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  believed  was  necessary — abso- 
lutely necessary — for  the  preservation  of 
the  peace  in  the  Highlands,  unless  they 
were  to  have  constant  recourse  to  mili- 
tary expeditions  to  that  part  of  the 
country.  But  if  anyone  imagined  that 
the  Crofters'  Bill  introduced  by  the  late 
Government  would  have  been  accepted 
as  a  final  settlement  of  the  question,  the 
sooner  such  an  idea  was  banished  the 
better.  He  was  not  particularly  sorry 
that  the  Bill  should  have  been  dropped, 
although  if  it  had  been  persevered  with 
he  would  have  given  it  his  hearty  sup- 
port. The  fact  of  its  having  been 
dropped  would  create  a  terrible  amount 
of  indignation  in  the  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land, and  would  rouse  that  feeling  to 
which  expression  had  been  already  given 
in  many  places  that  the  measure  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  was  utterly  inade- 
quate for  tho  purpose  which  it  professed 
to  accomplish,  and  that  the  next  Parlia- 
ment must  deal  with  the  matter  in  a 
much  stronger  fashion.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  effect  would  be  to  educate 
the  candidates  before  the  constituencies 
up  to  a  robustness  in  dealing  with  land 
questions  which  was  unknown  to  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  Therefore  he  would 
say  that  his  regret  at  the  abandonment 
of  this  Bill  was  not  altogether  un- 
mingled  with  hope  for  the  future.  The 
measure  was  a  small  one,  and  would 
have  been  chieOy  valuable  because  it 
would  place  on  the  Statute  Book  a  certain 
great  and  valuable  principle.     It   was 
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gone,  but  at  all  events  this  remained  of 
it — that  the  introduction  of  that  principle 
on  the  Statute  Book  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  great  Liberal  Party  when  in 
power,  and  that  its  introduction  in  a 
more  practical,  workable,  and  valuable 
form,  and  its  being  placed  in  the  Statute 
Book  in  that  form,  could  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, bo  much  longer  deferred.  He 
trusted  they  might  receive  some  further 
information  and  some  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  should  their  Party 
remain  in  power  after  the  next  Election 
they  would  deal  with  the  matter,  and 
that  in  a  spirit  which  would  justify  the 
words  of  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  put  aside  not 
from  any  dislike  of  it,  but  from  a  desire 
to  facilitate  in  some  near  time  in  the 
future  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which 
woidd  be  really  worthy  of  Parliament, 
and  of  the  important  question  which  it 
was  designed  to  settle. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  over-estimate  the  import- 
ance of  doing  something  to  settle  the 
Crofter  Question— an  importance  which 
had  been  added  to  by  tho  agitation  in 
the  Highlands,  and  by  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission.  Now,  as  far 
as  he  could  gather,  the  present  Go- 
vernment objected  to  goiog  on  with 
the  measure  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  no  finality  about  the  Bill,  and 
also  because  it  should  bo  dealt  with  by 
the  next  Parliament,  when  the  crofters 
would  be  represented  by  their  own  Mem- 
bers. He  admitted  that  the  Bill  was 
not  one  that  could  be  regarded  as  final. 
There  was  certainly  one  important  point 
that  was  not  dealt  with  in  tho  Bill — 
namely,  the  demand  of  the  crofters  for 
an  extension  of  their  holdings,  liut 
if  the  matter  were  put  oft*  till  the 
next  Parliament,  and  if  tho  present  Go- 
vernment found  themselves  in  the  ma- 
jority, would  they  then  be  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Crofters'  Bill  that  would  be 
final  in  that  sense,  and  would  con- 
tain a  provision  with  that  object  in 
view  ?  Ho  hoped  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  matter,  and  that  they 
might  be  able  to  make  arrnngemonts  to 
go  on  with  the  Crofters'  Bill.  He  alao 
wished  to  know  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  in  regard  to  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill,  which  was  now  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  ?  He 
desired  further  to  ask  the  Government 
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whether  they  could  state  how  they  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  Scot<;h  Uni?er- 
si  ties  Bill,  a  measure  of  very  great  im- 
portance ?  Certainly,  many  objectioni 
had  been  taken  to  the  financial  portion 
of  that  Bill,  and  there  were  also  objec- 
tions to  other  parts  of  the  measure;  bot 
these  might  possibly  be  got  over,  and 
it  would  be  very  acceptable  if  the  Go- 
vernment could  see  their  way  to  forward 
that  Bill  with  the  necessary  modifica- 
tions and  Amendments. 

The  lord  op  the  TREASUBY 
(Mr.  Dalrymple)  said,  he  must  de- 
mur to  the  expression  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  had  used  as 
to  the  abandonment  of  the  Crofters'  Bill 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Thai 
was  not  a  correct  description  of  what 
had  occurred.  The  question  had  beea 
of  the  adoption  of  the  Bill  of  the  lats 
G-overnment ;  but  there  was  no  abandon- 
ment. For  his  own  part,  he  wished  it 
could  have  been  possible  for  the  Groveni- 
ment  to  have  seen  its  way  to  take  uptiis 
Bill,  and  he  was  yet  in  hopes  that  thej 
might  see  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion under  the  discussion  of  the  Hoiud 
this  Session,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  late  Government  had 
stated  that  ho  intended  to  push  for- 
ward the  subject.  Before  passing  to  the 
other  subjects  mentioned,  be  would  refer 
to  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  who  on 
this  occasion  posed  as  the  friend  of  the 
Crofters'  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  held 
the  hon.  Member  was  chiefly  responsible 
for  the  impression  that  the  Crofters' Bill 
would  be  strongly  opposed,  not  merely 
by  the  Amendment  upon  tho  Paper,  but 
because  of  the  tone  ho  had  adopted  all 
through  in  reference  to  the  subject, 
which  appeared  to  indicate  that  he 
would  oppose  the  measure  on  the  ground 
that  it  did  not  go  far  enough.  That  being 
so,  it  would  not  do  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  profess  regret  at  the  fato  of  the  Bill, 
when  the  hon.  Member,  as  much  as  any 
j  man  in  the  House,  had  been  responsible 
for  the  delay  in  reference  to  legislation. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Buchanan)  had 
referred  to  the  Burgh  Police  Bill.  He 
was  very  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  wa3 
so  much  interested  in  the  progress  of 
that  Bill ;  but  he  recollected  that  he  was 
not  as  favourable  to  it  last  Session  as  he 
seemed  to  be  now.  That  Bill  was  now 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  LordS;  which  had  thought  right  to 
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take  evidence  from  Bome  of  the  burghs 
interested.  After  that,  the  Bill,  as  he 
understood,  would  be  turned  out  in  some 
amended  form ;  but  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  proceed  with  it  this  Session 
or  not  he  could  not  say.  Although  the 
Bill  was  of  enormous  proportions,  be 
should  be  glad  if  it  were  possible  to  deal 
with  it  this  Session,  as  there  was  much 
in  it  of  extreme  value  to  Scotland.  He 
also  believed  that  many  of  the  objections 
raised  to  it  last  year  had  now  been  re- 
moved. A  widespread  interest,  he  knew, 
was  also  taken  in  the  Scotch  Universities 
Bill,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  would  be  extremely  glad  to 
have  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch  Members 
as  to  that  measure ;  and  if  it  was  true, 
as  he  was  inclined  to  believe,  that  the 
points  of  contention  in  regard  to  it  had 
become  few  in  number,  he  still  enter- 
tained a  hope  that  the  Bill  might  pass 
this  Session.  That,  however,  would 
really  depend  on  the  attitude  taken  by 
the  Scotch  Members. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  vindicate  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
from  the  charge  of  throwing  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  proper  legislation  in  re- 
gard to  the  Scotch  Crofters.  The  hon. 
Member  had  taken  immense  pains  and 
trouble  on  that  question  for  years  past, 
his  exertions  having  done  more  than 
those  of  any  other  man  to  bring  about 
.  the  appointment  of  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion which  had  inquired  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  arrangement  by  which 
it  was  proposed  to  sacrifice  the  rights 
of  private  Members,  especially  in  respect 
to  the  Wednesdays.  He  had  had  the 
good  fortune  to  secure  one  of  those  days 
for  bringing  forward  the  subject  of 
women's  suffrage,  which  was  no  longer 
a  Party  question ;  and  he  appealed  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  present  Postmaster 
General,  who  had  so  consistently  sup- 
ported a  measure  for  the  removal  of  the 
disabilities  of  women  householders,  to 
assist  him  in  obtaining  an  opportunity 
for  the  discussion  of  that  important  pro- 
posal. He  hoped  that  before  the  close 
of  the  Session  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  to  the  House  of  expressing  its 
opinion  on  this  important  question.  He 
admitted  the  force  of  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  and 
that  this  subject  was  still  one  of  a  con- 
tentious character.  If  he  could  not 
9ecure  next  Wednesday  week  for  a  dis- 


cussion, ho  trusted  that  another  oppor- 
tunity would  be  found. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON,  in  rising 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment — 

*^  That  this  House,  not  haviDg  confidence  in 
the  present  responsible  advisers  of  Her  Ma- 
jeety,  declines  to  entrust  the  Government  with 
the  disposal  of  the  time  of  the  House," 

said,  that  in  no  place  were  men  more 
friendly  and  kindly  disposed  in  giving 
up  rights  than  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  that  disposition  was  shown 
by  the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party  on 
this  occasion.  The  late  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  it  was  not  right  to  thwart 
the  Government  before  they  had  done 
either  good  or  evil.  But  he  contended 
that  it  was  an  evil  to  be  a  Tory,  and  it 
was  a  great  evil  that  a  Toi^y  Government 
should  have  the  welfare  of  the  country 
in  their  hands.  Of  course  he  had,  to 
use  a  vulgar  expression,  brought  on  this 
question  *'on  his  own  hook."  No  one 
had  incited  him  to  do  so,  and  he  did  not 
know  whether  anybody  was  going  to  sup- 
port him,  or  even  second  him ;  but  he 
trusted  that  an  independent  Liberal, 
one  who  really  was  a  Eepresentative  of 
the  people,  would  do  so.  He  knew  from 
the  cheers  behind  him  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  not  going  to  support  him. 
It  was  said  that  he  ought  to  have  waited 
till  he  knew  what  the  policy  of  the  new 
Government  was  to  be.  But  he  knew 
their  policy  perfectly  well.  He  had 
watched  them  for  five  years,  and  he  had 
read  almost  all  their  speeches.  Every- 
body ought  to  know  what  their  policy 
was.  He  was  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  not  be  surprised  that  he  was 
the  person  to  bring  forward  this  Mo- 
tion, for  what  was  it  that  stirred  the 
arm  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  overthrew  the  late  Government  ?  It 
was  the  beer  interest  and  the  Eadijal 
teetotaler.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman met  the  Eadical  teetotaler  face 
to  face.  He  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons stood  in  a  very  peculiar  position 
politically,  for,  contrary  to  all  estab- 
lished maxims,  the  minority  were  in 
power,  and  the  majority  were  in  Oppo- 
sition. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  last 
winter  preached  a  crusade  in  favour  of 
the  representation  of  minorities ;  but 
nobody  would  say  that  it  was  desirable 
the  minority  should  rule.  It  was  proper 
that  the  majority  should  rule ;  and  as 
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the  majority  were  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House,  he  oootended  that  the 
majority  should  be  true  to  their  Party 
and  to  their  principles,  and  assume  the 
Government  of  the  country.  He  pre- 
sumed the  Tory  Party  were  what  they 
had  always  said  they  were.  He  had 
heard  no  Liberal  speaker  ^ei  up  and 
say  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Liberals  to 
keep  a  Tory  Administration  in  power ; 
and  therefore  ho  had  been  obliged  to 
look  in  the  daily  Press  to  see  what  the 
reasons  were  why  a  majority  of  Liberals 
were  called  upon  to  support  a  minority 
of  Tories  in  power.  He  had  not  seen 
any  arguments  in  favour  of  that  pro- 
positiou  ;  but  in  The  Datly  News  of  that 
morning  he  saw  a  very  strong  argument 
against  it.  The  Datlii  Ntice  said  that 
the  Tories  had  no  moral  right  to  be  in 
power,  and  they  scarcely  had  any  tech- 
nical right.  If  that  were  the  ca^e, 
surely  he  had  the  right  to  attack  the 
Government.  It  was  said  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  ridden  for  a  fall.  It  cer- 
tainly looked  very  like  it.  It  was  funny 
that  one  man  should  have  caught  a  cold, 
that  another  should  have  lost  the  train, 
that  a  third  should  have  got  wet — out- 
side, of  course — and  that  a  fourth  did 
not  know  a  division  was  going  on.  But 
there  was  no  proof  of  actual  collusion, 
though  the  removal  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment did  remind  htm  of  the  verdict 
which  was  once  found  by  an  intelligent 
Dorsetshire  jury — **That  the  deceased 
died  by  the  vidtation  of  God  under  very 
suspicious  circum  Stan  con."  It  was  said 
the  Tories  came  into  Office  because  the 
Liberals  were  unable  to  form  a  Govern- 
ment. The  recent  negotiations  between 
the  late  and  the  present  Prime  Minister 
showed  that  was  not  the  reason.  It 
would  be  much  nearer  the  mark  to  say 
that  the  Tories  took  Office  because  they 
thought  that  if  they  did  not  the  late 
Prime  Minister  might  be  prevailed  upon 
to  return.  There  were  people  who  con- 
sidered it  only  just  that  the  Tories 
should  stew  in  their  own  juice.  That 
might  be  desirable,  but  he  was  afraid 
that  they  would  stew  somebody  else. 
Other  people  contended  that  it  was  only 
fair  the  Tories  should  have  a  chance  as 
well  as  the  Liberals.  That  would  be  sn 
exiollent  arj^ument  if  politics  were 
merely  a  game  of  cricket  got  up  for 
the  amusement  of  the  public  out^ille. 
But  he  took  a  more  serious  view  of  poli- 
tics, of  which,  in  his  view,  to  uae  the 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawwn 


words  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  the  sole  duty  was 
to  provide  for  the  social  welfare  of  the 
people.  The  two  great  curses  of  the 
country  were  fighting  and  drinking — 
fighting  abroad  and  drinking  at  hom«. 
So  far  as  he  had  read,  the  Tories  would 
do  little  to  counteract  those  tendencies ; 
and,  speaking  politically  and  not  per- 
sonally, he  feared  that  the  Govemroent 
would  be  a  fighting  and  a  drinking 
Administration.  The  country  that  had 
fighting  abroad  and  drinking  at  home 
would  never  enjoy  the  blessings  of  pros- 
perity. He  hoped  some  imJepend^-nt 
Liberal  would  get  up  and  explain  nhj 
they  ought  to  support  the  Government. 
He  did  not  like  the  aspect  of  a  case  of 
harmony  which  the  House  presented  at 
this  time,  and  to  his  mind  it  indicated 
that  there  was  something  wrong.  If 
the  Tories  had  not  changed  their  |Kiliry 
— and  he  did  not  think  that  they  had  in 
their  hearts— then  it  was  the  duty  of 
those  who  eat  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  not  to  supp<»rt  them,  but  to 
oppose  them,  and  to  displace  them  at 
the  earliest  opportunity.  There  could 
be  no  appeal  to  the  country  until  about 
the  middle  of  November,  and  that  was 
given  as  a  reason  why  the  Tory  Giw 
vernm^nt  should  not  be  disturbed.  In 
his  opinion,  that  was  the  very  reaa(»n 
why  they  ought  to  disturb  them,  be- 
cause alter  the  House  rose  in  August 
hon.  Members  would  have  no  control 
whatever  over  the  Government,  who 
would  be  able  to  do  anything  they  liked. 
Knowing  what  the  last  Tory  Govern- 
ment did,  he  was  not  disposed  to  leave 
them  to  themselves  for  three  months* 
He  might  be  told  that  he  could  do  no 
good  by  pursuing  that  kind  of  argn- 
meut,  because  there  was  no  Government 
to  take  the  place  of  the  preftent  Tory 
Government.  He  knew  nothing  about 
that ;  but  he  was  quite  sure  that  if  they 
could  turn  out  the  present  Government, 
Providence  would  provide  a  new  ono 
somewhere  or  other,  and  it  would  pro- 
bably be  a  much  better  one  than  the 
last  Liberal  Government.  For  the  majo- 
rity to  keep  a  Party  in  power  from  whom 
it  professed  to  differ  was  a  most  un* 
desirable,  and,  he  might  almoet  say,  an 
unusual  state  of  things,  and  WfUt  far 
towards  making  repres-nt  itive  institu- 
tions a  farc»«.  He  would  not  furthf^r 
detain  the  House,  but  would  con  lude 
by  moving  the  Amendment  nrhich  stood 
in  hia  name. 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


1885      Parliammt^Butiniu       (July  7,  1885) 


of  the  Mouse. 


1886 


Mr.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  wish  to  draw  your  attention, 
Sir,  to  the  fact  that  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, when  a  Motion  was  made  by  the 
late  Government  to  take  certain  days, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Athlone 
(Mr.  Sheil)  objected  to  particular  days 
being  taken ;  and  the  rule  was  then  laid 
down  by  the  Chair  that  on  the  Motion 
to  take  days  no  Motion  after  the  word 
**  That  "could  be  proposed.  My  hon. 
Friend  was  therefore  ruled  to  be  out  of 
Order.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  now 
proposes  to  move  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence on  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  appropriate  certain  days ;  and  I 
myself  cannot  see  on  this  occasion  any 
distinct  difference  between  the  Motion 
submitted  now  and  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  which  on  the  occasion  I  have 
referred  to  was  ruled  to  be  out  of  Order. 
I  wish  to  ask,  therefore,  whether,  accord- 
ing to  the  rulinp^  of  the  Chair  in  the 
case  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Athlone  (Mr.  Sheil),  who  desired  to 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Reso- 
lution proposed  by  the  late  Government 
a  Motion  in  reference  to  the  Irish  Na- 
tional Schoolmasters,  the  hon.  Baronet 
is  not  out  of  Order  in  submitting  the 
Amendment  which  he  has  just  proposed  ? 

Mr,  speaker  :  Before  I  reply  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  a  pre- 
liminary question  arises — namely,  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  has  a  Seconder  ? 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  not  on  the  face  of 
it  an  Amendment  which  may  be  called 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  it  indicates  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  such  as  he  can  trust  with 
the  distribution  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  in  the  way  they  propose  so  far  as 
the  interests  of  private  Members  are 
concerned.  There  is  nothing  on  the 
face  of  the  Amendment,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  which  raises  any  difficulty,  or  any- 
thing to  warrant  me  in  debarring  the 
hon.  Baronet  from  moving  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  not  having  confidence  in  the  pre- 
sent responsible  advisers  of  Her  Majesty,  de- 


clines to  entrust  the  Government  with  the 
disposal  of  the  time  of  the  House,'*— (5ir  JFU" 
/rid  LawiOHf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLTNGS  said,  be 
wished  to  express  his  acknowledgments 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  the  position  he  had 
taken  up  with  regard  to  the  Medical 
Belief  Bill.  He  also  shared  the  feelings 
of  the  Eadical  section  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  as  to  other  questions.  Two 
sections  of  the  House  must  have  had 
their  feelings  somewhat  mixed  during 
the  delivery  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
speech.  He  referred  to  the  old  Conser- 
vative section  and  the  old  Whig  Party. 
He  fancied  that  these  sections  hardly 
knew  where  they  were,  or  whether  they 
existed  at  all,  when  listening  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  they  must  have 
been  very  much  astonished,  he  would 
not  say  at  the  Badical  state  of  things, 
but  at  the  most  revolutionary  state  of 
things  which  existed  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  The  Eadical  section  of  the 
House  had  cause  for  great  thankfulness 
that  the  present  occupants  of  the  Minis- 
terial Bench  had  cleared  away  very 
many  of  the  difficulties  which  afflicted 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House ;  and  when  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment did  come  back  to  Office,  it  must  be 
with  a  Eadical  policy,  or  not  at  all.  He 
was  a  long  way  from  being  downcast  at 
the  existing  state  of  things,  because  the 
Liberal  Government  would  be  able  to 
come  back  with  a  clean  slate  with  re- 
gard to  many  matters  which  had  em- 
barrassed them.  All  things  worked 
together  for  the  good  of  those  who  held 
sound  Eadical  principles,  and  would 
persevere  in  them.  If  the  state  of 
things  which  had  lasted  for  the  past 
three  weeks  would  teach  anything  to 
future  Liberal  Governments,  it  was  this 
— that  they  must  inside  the  House,  as 
they  would,  no  doubt,  outside  the  House 
during  the  next  few  months,  trust  to 
their  own  real  supporters,  and  not  bo 
led  away  by  the  loud  claims  and  the 
fancy  and  fictitious  strength  which  the 
so-called  Whig  Party  had  advanced. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  a  Whig  policy 
oould  not  be  possible  in  the  future.    He 
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had  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  bo 
far  as  the  rural  coDstituencies  were 
concerned 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member  to  Order,  and  remind  him 
that  his  remarks  are  not  relevant  to  the 
subject  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
begged  to  apologize  to  Mr.  Mayor. 
l^Zaughier.^  He  assured  Mr.  Speaker 
that  in  this  mistake  he  did  not  intend  to 
be  disrespectful.  He  would  only  add 
that  he  simply  rose  to  express  his  ac- 
knowledgments to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  dealt  with  the  question  of  medical 
relief  and  other  matters,  and  to  say  that, 
as  far  as  the  Eadical  section  of  the 
House  was  concerned,  they  were  not  at 
all  dismayed  by  the  course  which  events 
had  taken. 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  he  very  much  re- 
gretted that,  in  consequence  of  the  ob- 
servations which  had  fallen  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
allow  the  discussion  to  close  without 
saying  something  on  behalf  of  persons 
who,  like  himself,  felt  strongly  that 
neither  Party  in  that  House  had  done 
its  duty  to  Ireland  in  respect  of  the 
Crimes  Prevention  Act.  Whatever  might 
have  been  the  statement  made  by  the 
late  Government  before  going  out  of 
Office,  or  which  had  been  made  to-night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
all  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
renewal  of  the  Crimes  Act  had  been 
practically  abandoned  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. If  they  had  had  any  real 
intention  to  renew  the  Act,  it  was  idle 
to  suppose  that  they  would  have  played 
with  the  subject  as  they  had  done  during 
the  Session.  So  much  for  the  late  Go- 
vernment. But  what  was  the  announce- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  that  night  on  behalf  of  the 
present  Government  ?  Had  he  told  the 
House  that  the  Government  had  con- 
sulted, as  they  were  bound  to  do,  the 
leading  authorities  who  were  capable  of 
giving  them  information  and  advice  be- 
fore they  took  upon  themselves  such  a 
grave  responsibility?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  Neither  from  the  statement  made 
in  that  House  that  night,  nor  from  the 
statement  made  '*  elsewhere,"  wasitpos- 

Mr.  Jeise  Colling^s 


sible  to  come  to  tlie  conclusion  that,  in 
this  most  serious  matter,  they  were 
acting  upon  the  advice  of  persons  com- 
petent to  give  it.  Was  this  a  ques- 
tion on  which  the  Government  were  en- 
titled to  act  upon  their  abstract  judg- 
ment, or  was  the  possession  of  Office  for 
the  last  week  or  10  days,  during  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  made  two 
journeys  to  Ireland,  staying  in  Dublin 
for  a  few  hours  on  each  occasion,  enough 
to  convince  them  that  they  could  do 
without  the  Crimes  Act  ?  Or  were  they 
making  one  of  those  ''leaps  in  the 
dark"  for  which  Conservative  Minis- 
tries had  been  too  famous  in  times 
past?  What  had  been  the  one  cry 
heard  in  the  House  and  out  of  the 
House,  on  every  platform  of  the  United 
Kingdom  during  the  last  few  years 
by  the  Conservative  Leaders,  but  a  con- 
demnation by  them,  in  the  most  extreme 
terms,  of  the  late  Qovernment  for  their 
conduct  in  1880  in  relying  upon  the  or- 
dinary law  for  the  preservation  of  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  ?  The  result  of 
that  reliance,  as  admitted  by  the  lata 
Government,  was  a  disastrous  failure. 
And  now  the  House  was  told  hy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Ministe- 
rial Bench  that  the  present  Government 
had  taken  the  same  course  advisedlj. 
Surely  the  same  result  would  follow 
from  that  fatuous  proceeding  as  followed 
from  the  action  of  the  late  Government. 
They  ought  to  have  considered,  before 
adopting  such  a  course,  the  lives  that 
might  be  sacrificed,  the  property  that 
might  be  destroyed,  for  which  there  was 
no  ransom  and  no  recompense.  In  Ire- 
land, within  the  last  six  weeks,  there 
had  been  the  dreadful  murder  of  Cash- 
man,  near  Millstreet,  in  the  County 
Cork,  and  though  the  murder  had  been 
committed  in  broad  daylight  there  had 
been  no  conviction  for  the  crime.  A 
week  or  so  before  The  Freeman^ 9  Journsl 
described  a  dastardly  crime  committed 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Tullamore, 
when  a  party  of  men  went  to  the  house 
of  a  caretaker  and  fired  revolvers  at 
him.  And  so  late  as  the  16th  of  June 
The  Times  contained  an  extreme  case  of 
Boycotting,  and  another  attack  by  armed 
men  near  Ki Harney.  What  did  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  say  when 
justifying  the  course  of  the  Govern- 
ment? He  said — **  We  object  to  such 
legislation  unless  we  are  assured  that  it 
is  necessary  for  the  protectioii  of  liis  and 
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property."  That  was  an  abstract  pro- 
position which  they  all  understood ;  but 
the  policy  of  the  Government  ought  to 
depend,  not  upon  abstract  propositions, 
but  upon  the  history  and  experience 
of  the  last  few  years.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  there  was  a  considerable 
responsibility  on  the  present  Govern- 
ment for  acting  regardless  of  the  views 
of  their  Predecessors,  as  there  was  on 
the  late  Government  for  having  done 
the  same.  It  was  true  that  they  had  not 
now  the  powerful  letter  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  to  the  Duke  of  Marlborough ;  but 
they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  when  Prime 
Minister,  getting  up  in  his  place  and 
telling  the  House  that  it  was  necessary 
to  renew  some  of  the  valuable  and  equi- 
table provisions  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act.  Could  anyone  doubt  that 
that  was  a  conclusion  opposed  to  the 
wishes  and  the  political  prospects  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  would  have 
been  delighted  if,  as  a  responsible  Minis- 
ter, he  could  have  informed  the  House, 
after  an  experience  of  five  years  in  Ire- 
land, that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  safe,  in  the  interests 
of  law  and  order,  to  allow  the  Act  to  ex- 
pire ?  Then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer went  on  to  say  that  the  present 
Government  relied  upon  the  general 
feeling  in  Ireland,  owing  to  the  change  of 
Government.  Now,  he  had  read,  during 
the  last  month,  many  speeches  of  Irish 
Members ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  their  maledictions  and  denuncia- 
tions were  most  impartially  applied  to 
Whig  and  Tory  alike,  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  was,  and  the  Government  that 
had  been.  Unless  he  was  greatly  mis- 
taken, there  was  not  the  smallest  ground 
for  the  assertion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that,  because  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment had  come  into  power,  there  would 
be  a  greater  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  disorderly  classes  in  Ireland  to  re- 
spect life  and  property.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  very  soon  find  himself 
disabused.  For  a  long  time  past  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had 
openly  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  was 
for  the  interests  of  the  Conservative 
Party  that  coercion  should  be  thrown 
overboard,  and  that  a  good  system  of 
local  government  should  be  given  to 
Ireland  in  order  to  win  the  affections  of 
the  Nationalists. 

YOL.  COXOVIII.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I  have 
expressed  these  opinions  openly.  Will 
he  oblige  by  quoting  the  particular  pas- 
sage in  which  I  have  done  so  ? 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  did  not  bring 
passages  with  him ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  told  them  he  had  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort  he  would  apologize 
and  withdraw.  But  the  noble  Lord 
knew  perfectly  well  that  he  openly,  in 
and  out  of  the  House,  had  advocated 
opinions  as  to  Irish  affairs  directly  oppo- 
site to  those  held  by  the  majority  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  If  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  to  be  maintained  in  power 
by  the  repetition,  even  on  a  smsill  scale, 
of  the  Kilmainham  Treaty,  he  thought 
the  Conservatives  of  the  country  would 
have  preferred  that  the  Conservative 
Party  should  not  have  entered  into  power 
at  all.  What  was  the  position  of  those 
who  maintained  that  the  Crimes  Act 
should  not  be  allowed  to  expire  ?  They 
said  that  the  perpetrators  of  the  Phceniz 
Park  murders  and  of  other  atrocious 
crimes  would  never  have  been  discovered 
had  the  Act  not  given  magistrates  the 
power  to  hold  inquiries  without  having 
the  prisoners  before  them.  It  was  only 
by  the  operation  of  the  clause  conferring 
that  power,  and  of  some  other  clauses 
of  the  Act,  that  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice was  rendered  possible  after  the  time 
when  witnesses  refused  to  give  evidence 
and  juries  would  not  convict.  The 
clauses  to  which  he  referred  were  not 
coercive  ;  they  were  clauses  requisite  for 
the  due  administration  of  justice.  If 
the  abstention  of  the  Government  from 
renewing  these  clauses  resulted  in  a  re- 
petition of  the  deplorable  events  which 
took  place  after  the  accession  of  the  late 
Government  to  Office,  Her  Majesty's 
present  Advisers  would  not  be  able  to 
plead  as  an  excuse  that  there  was  no  time 
in  which  to  pass  a  Bill  this  Session.  They 
would  not  be  able  to  do  so  because  they 
had  shown  no  desire  at  all  to  submit 
the  matter  to  .the  House.  They  sur- 
rendered this  legislation,  in  fact,  be- 
cause they  thought  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  it,  and  that  they  could  rely 
on  the  ordinary  law.  No  one  would  be 
more  pleased  than  himself  if  the  view  of 
the  Government  should  turn  out  to  be 
right.  No  one  would  wish  the  Govern- 
ment more  fervently  **  God  speed." 
The  Government  did  not  say  they  were 


3  P 


Digitized  by  ^^UUVIC 


1891        Farliament^Bustness       {COMMONS} 


of  the  ITouu. 


1892 


acting  on  the  advice  of  thoge  who  were 
the  permanent  Irish  olfiiials,  and  who 
were  best  able  to  know  the  require- 
ments of  Ireland.  On  the  contiary.  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  the  advice  of 
those  officials  was  that  the  Prevention 
of  Crime  Act  should  be  renewed.  Sup- 
posing the  Conservatives  had  still  been 
in  the  cold  shade  of  Opposition  instead 
of  occupying  the  distinguished  Trea'^ury 
Benches,  and  the  late  Government  had 
proposed  not  to  re-introduce  a  Crimes 
Bill  or  to  renew  the  Crimes  Act,  what 
would  have  been  said  from  the  Front 
Conservative  Bench?  Why,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  and 
his  Colleagues  would  have  been  going 
from  Dxn  to  Beersheba  condemning  the 
conduct  of  the  wicked  Government  of 
1885.  He  represented  an  independent 
constituency,  which  desired  that  on  aU 
Buch  Jiubjects  he  should  act  free  from 
mere  Party  views.  He  knew  it  was  not 
a  popular  thing  for  a  man  to  stand  up 
when  a  new  Ministry  had  come  into 
power  and  stand  aside  from  his  own 
Party. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  What  have  they  re- 
fused  you  ? 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that  those  who 
knew  him  knew  that  he  did  not  attempt 
to  curry  favour  with  any  Party,  and  that 
what  his  constituents  expected  from  him 
and  received  was  the  expression  of 
honest  opinion.  Unfortunately,  the 
small  minority  whom  he  represented 
had  nothing  to  thank  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for.  He  contended  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  late  Prime  Minister 
expressed  the  opinion,  when  sitting  on 
the  Front  Treasury  Bench,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  renew  the  Crimes  Act,  the 
judgment  of  the  House  should  have  been 
Bought  on  this  important  question.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  face 
any  difEculty  arising  out  of  the  situa- 
tion, and  to  propose  the  necessiry  mea- 
sures—it  was  all  that  they  could  do— 
for  the  protection  of  life  and  property 
in  Ireland. 
/  Ma.  LABOUCHEEE  remarked  that 
misfortune  made  strange  bedfellows.  He 
certainly  never  thought  that  he  should 
arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wh)  spoke  last;  but  he 
entirely  agreed  wiih  him  so  far  as  to 
feel  an  entire  want  of  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  they  had  arrived  at  that  con- 
clusion by  different  roads,  for  the  hon. 

Jfr,  Zewu 


Gentleman  opposite  complained  of  the 
abandonnipnt  of  tlie  Crimes  Ac^  while 
he  himself  considered  that  the  only 
bright  spot  in  the  present  juncture  was 
that  they  had  both  the  present  and  the 
late  Government  insisting  that  they 
hated,  abominated,  and  abhorred  the 
hateful  incidents  of  a  Coercion  Bill. 
He  was  very  much  surprised  at  the 
spoof-h  of  the  rijrht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memher  for  Mid  Lothian,  thoui^h  he 
had  observed  that  whenever  a  Minist7 
came  into  OfRce,  the  outgoing  Minis!rT 
considered  it  a  point  of  etiquette  tu 
praise  and  laud  them  as  much  as  thej 
could.  He  was  surprised,  too,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  thit  the 
House  had  denided  against  his  Govern- 
ment. The  House  never  decided  any- 
thing of  the  sort,  though  there  was  a 
sort  of  snap  division.  Some  Gentleinea 
on  that  occasion  had  headaches,  sime 
missed  their  trains,  and  one  said  he  was 
wet ;  but  it  was  only  l»y  a  mere  accident 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lf)th inn  found  himself  in  a 
minority.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  they  ought  to  act  in  a  o  >uoiliatory 
spirit,  because  they  had  c^msented  to 
the  arrangement  which  had  placed  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  power.  But  he 
really  was  not  aware  that  the  House 
had  ever  had  the  chance  of  expressing 
its  opinion  on  the  subject.  The  hoQ 
Member  for  Carlihle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  had  moved  an  Amendment  which 
he  considered  an  excellent  one.  He  was 
a  Radical,  and  believed  it  to  be  part  of 
the  duty  of  a  Radical  Member  of  the 
House  to  keep  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
out  of  power  when  they  were  not  in 
power,  and  to  turn  them  out  when  they 
were  in.  Why  should  they  have  con- 
fidence in  the  present  OovernmeDt? 
The  country  had  sent  a  Liberal  ma- 
jority to  Parliament  at  the  last  Election 
because  it  had  no  confidence  in  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  formed  the  present  Adminis- 
tration. They  were  in  power  for  five 
or  six  years ;  but  during  that  time  th^y 
committed  so  many  mistakes  that  they 
left  the  country  in  a  pretty  muddle. 
[Cries  of  Oh  v]  That  was  the  opi- 
nion  of  the  country  at  the  last  Election, 
or  how  was  it  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite found  themselves  then  in  a 
minority?  Why  should  that  opinion 
of  the  country  be  reversed  f  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen oppottite  liad  never  lost  an  op- 
portunity  of  bringing  forward  Votes  of 
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Want  of  Oon6dence  in  the  late  Ministry. 
AVhat  (IM  thi'y  say  of  things  abroad  ? 
They  said  a  Utile  wliile  ajjo,  when  tliev 
liearil  tliat  war  was  not  p:<>ing  to  break 
out  with  Eu^sia,  that  it  was  terrible 
news ;  and  the  present  Prime  Minister 
spoke  of  Eassia.  a  country  with  which 
this  country  ought  to  endeavour  to  live 
amicably,  as  either  a  bankrupt  or  a 
swindler.  ICnea  ofy  No  !  "]  Well,  of 
course  he  spoke  of  it  as  a  commercial 
illustration.  How,  then,  was  it  possible 
to  have  confidence  in  these  Gentlemen 
FO  for  as  foreign  affairs  were  concerned  ? 
When  the  late  Government  proposed 
proper  and  legitimate  taxes  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  without  bringing  for- 
ward any  counter  scheme,  voted  against 
those  taxes.  How,  then,  could  they  have 
confidence  in  their  management  of  in- 
ternal affairs?  Let  th*»m  look  at  the 
coniposiiion  of  the  Cabinet.  No  douht 
the  individuals  in  it  wore  able  and  wi*e  ; 
hut  no  less  than  13  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  Peers,  or  the  sons  of 
Peers.  Let  it  go  out  to  the  country  that 
that  was  the  outcome  of  their  Tory  De- 
mocracy— that  a  simple  Committee  of  the 
aristocracy,  representing  a  majority  in 
the  House  of  Lords  and  a  minority  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  were  to  be  the 
Bulers  and  G-overnors  of  the  country  for 
goodness  knew  how  many  months.  What 
had  hon.  Gentlemen  done  to  inspire  the 
House  with  confidence  during  the  past 
crisis  ?  The  first  thing  they  did  was  to 
quarrel  among  themselves,  and  the  next 
episode  was  to  attack  their  own  Leader, 
and  drive  him  into  the  House  of  Lords. 
They  next  demanded  specific  guarantees 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  as  a  condition  of 
their  taking  Office.  Those  -guarantees 
were  not  given,  and  yet  these  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  while  Parliament 
was  sitting  the  House  could  exercise 
some  sort  of  control  over  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Liberal  majority  in  the 
House  were  a  Committee  of  Public 
Safety,  and  it  was  their  business  to  see 
that  the  Government  did  not  carry  out 
their  own  political  views,  but  those  of  the 
majority.  But  the  proposal  made  by  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  that 
the  Government  should  have  facilities 
for  finishing  off  tho  Session  as  soon  as 
possible  ;  but  on  occasions  like  the  pre- 
sent the  Members  of  the  House  ought 
to  sacrifice  their  pleasures  and  sit  there 


until  November.  Forwhat  might  nottake 
place  during  tho  four  months  between 
August  and  Novetnber  ?  During  that 
time  the  Ministers  in  power  would  be 
absoluttly  without  control,  and  he  would 
ask  reasonable  men  whether  they  ought 
to  leave  such  power  in  the  hands  of  men 
in  whom  they  had  no  confidence  ?  He 
did  not  know  if  his  hon.  Friend  intended 
to  divide  .the  Hous*^.  [Sir  Wilfrid 
LAWst)X:  Ceitaiiily.]  He  was  very  glad 
to  hear  it,  for  he  considered  it  to  be 
their  bounden  duty  either  at  once  to 
turn  the  ])re9ent  Gt)vernmpnt  out,  or  at 
least  not  to  give  them  facilities  to  finish 
the  Session,  and  to  make  the  inter- 
regnum as  short  as  thev  possibly  could, 
and  to  remain  in  the  House  as  a  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Safety,  and  keep  a 
watch  over  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN  f;aid,that 
it  was  not  his  place  to  answer  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  f«»r  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labou(here).  Stiil,  he  muf-t  con- 
gratulate him  on  his  very  appropriate 
comparison  of  the  Opposition  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Safety.  He  rose,  how- 
ever, to  express  a  free  and  independent 
opinion  on  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. No  one  who  knew  him 
would,  he  thought,  accuse  him  of  having 
attempted  to  conceal  his  opinion  of  the 
late  Government  for  having  allowed 
Ireland  to  lapse  into  the  state  of  anarchy 
into  which  it  fell.  He  had  expressed  his 
opinion  pretty  freely  at  many  meetings 
which  he  had  attended  in  England.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  was  the  first  to 
congratulate  the  Government,  when  at 
last  they  had  the  courage  to  grasp  the 
nettle  boldly  ;  but  he  was  never  one  of 
those  who  believed  that  Ireland  could 
be  kept  in  order  for  ever  by  means  of 
drastic  measures  of  coercion  alone,  or 
that  coercion  would  be  permanently 
necessary  to  secure  peace  and  order  in 
that  country.  He  did  not  think  he  had 
made  a  single  speech  during  the  whole 
of  the  time  when  the  matter  was  under 
discussion  in  which  he  did  not  express 
his  confidence  in  the  noble  qualities  of 
his  countrymen,  and  his  belief  that  after 
the  time  of  excitement  had  passed  away, 
and  the  wave  of  agitation  had  ebbed, 
they  would  be  found  to  be  as  peaceable 
and  law-abiding  as  any  people  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Wlietlier  that  time 
had  now  come  was,  of  course,  a  matter  of 
ojiinion.  Ho  had  himself  lived  in  one 
of  the  most  disturbed  districts  in  the 
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country.  During  the  whole  of  the  dis- 
turbed time  he  and  his  family  lived 
there  in  peace  with  their  neighbours ; 
they  did  not  run  away,  and  they  had 
not  been  interfered  with.  They  stayed 
at  home,  and  spent  money  among  the 
people,  and  he  was  prepared  to  do  the 
same  when  Her  Majesty's  Government 
dropped  the  Coercion  Act  and  resolved 
to  govern  the  country  by  the  ordinary 
law,  though  if  anyone  was  to  suffer  in 
consequence  he  was  the  most  likely  man. 
He  would  go  back,  however,  with  an 
undiminished  sense  of  security  and  a 
greater  sense  of  enjoyment  than  before. 
He  did  not  believe  the  Irish  people 
thought  the  worse  of  him,  though  he  did 
not  much  care  whether  they  did  or  not, 
for  having  had  the  courage  to  speak  out 
against  them  and  their  leaders  when  the 
country  was  in  a  state  bordering  on  civil 
war,  and  he  did  not  believe  they  would 
think  the  worse  of  him  when  he  said  he 
thought  they  might  be  trusted  without 
a  Coercion  Act.  He  believed  that  the 
people  were  weary  of  outrages — that 
the  leaders  who  led  them  on  to  crime 
had  mostly  left  the  country,  and  that 
those  who  remained  were  mistrusted, 
and  that  the  people  would  be  glad  of 
the  opportunity  of  living  in  obedience 
to  the  laws  of  humanity,  reason,  and 
religion.  There  was  no  doubt  an  under- 
current of  conspiracy ;  but  the  returns 
of  crime  did  not  show  any  necessity  for 
a  drastic  measure  of  coercion.  There- 
fore it  was  that  he  thought  the  present 
a  favourable  opportunity  of  offering  them 
the  right  of  living  as  people  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  live  in  a  free  country.  If  it 
should,  unfortunately,  be  proved  that 
he  was  wrong  the  Qovemment  could 
still  return  to  the  Coercion  Act.  Force 
was  only  necessary  as  a  remedy  where 
there  was  disease  ;  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve in  continually  drenching  a  man 
who  was  in  perfectly  good  health  be- 
cause the  doctor  happened  to  be  called 
in. 

The  chief  8ECBETARY  (Sir 
WiLLLUC  Habt  Dtkb)  :  Sir,  I  hope  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
before  the  debate  closes,  and  they  will 
be  only  a  few  words;  for  although 
the  debate  has  travelled  over  a  great 
deal  of  ground  it  would  be  unbecoming 
in  me  to  follow  it  closely.  I  think  that 
for  any  man  undertaking  an  Office  as 
arduous  as  my  own  he  could  find  no 
better  tonic  to  brace  his  nerves  than  to 

Colonel  Kin^'IIarman 


listen  to  criticism  such  as  I  have  heard 
from  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  the 
Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Lewis).  He  is, 
it  seems,  rather  hard  to  please.  He  ia 
satisfied  with  no  Government — neither 
the  past  nor  the  present.  He  joins  with 
myself  and  many  others  in  dissatisfao* 
tion  with  the  Irish  policy  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment.  At  this  hour  I  will  not  dis* 
cuss  that  policy,  except  to  say,  as  I  have 
often  said,  that  during  the  disastrous 
time  which  led  to  the  Crimes  Act  which 
has  been  so  much  discussed  to-night, 
I  am  of  opinion,  and  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends  beside  me  are  of  opinion,  that 
an  efficient  and  energetic  administration 
of  the  ordinary  law  might  have  pre* 
vented  the  necessity  for  that  Act.  With 
reference  to  the  case  as  it  now  stands, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  ly^rrj 
has  brought  a  serious  charge  against  the 
present  Government.  He  says  that  thej 
propose  to  take  the  most  serious  step 
that  any  Executive  could  take  without 
due  consideration,  or  without  having 
taken  due  steps  to  investigate  the  facts 
of  the  case.  My  hon.  Friend  has  alluded 
to  some  journey  of  mine  to  Dublin  and 
back,  and  has  announced  to  the  House 
of  Commons  that  this  is  the  hurried  and 
scamping  way  in  which  a  new  Govern- 
ment just  returned  to  power  deals  with 
vast  and  difficult  problems.  I  am  afraid 
he  is  not  quite  accurate  as  to  the  facts. 
Yesterday  week  I  left  London  for  Dub* 
lin,  returning  from  Dublin  on  the 
Friday  night  following ;  and,  so  far  from 
the  facts  urged  by  my  hon.  Friend 
having  any  semblance  of  truth,  I  am 
bound  to  tell  him  from  the  time  I  left 
England  on  the  Monday  till  the  time  I 
returned  on  the  Friday  the  one  thing 
uppermost  in  my  thoughts,  and  in  which 
my  investigations  were  steadily  pursued, 
was  the  endeavour  to  find  out  the  posi* 
tion  of  Ireland  exactly  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  crime,  and  the  necessity  or 
otherwise  of  renewing  the  Crimes  Act. 
My  hon.  Friend  forgets  that  there  is,  al 
all  events,  a  vast  amount  of  information 
for  any  willing  man  with  reference  to 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  I  have 
been  in  daily  and  constant  oommnnioa- 
tion  with  a  much  respected  Member  of 
this  House  who  has  gone  to  *' another 
place,"  the  present  I^rd  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  in  regard  to  this  and  other 
matters.  I  also  received  intelligence 
from  some  of  the  ablest  men  in  Ii^laad 
in  reference  to  these  matters ;  and  it  waa 
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after  due  consultation  with  them,  and 
due  investigation  of  the  facts,  that  I,  for 
one,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  that  the 
Crimes  Act  should  not  be  renewed. 
My  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think  that  we 
are  not  aware  of  the  responsibility  under 
which  we  find  ourselves.  I  say  most 
freely  to  the  House  that  there  is  no  man 
who  feels  the  weight  of  responsibility 
more  than  I  do.  It  is  a  great  matter  for 
any  man  to  deal  with  ;  and  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  I  feel  that  I  have  some 
special  interest  in  the  country,  for  it  is 
now  30  years  since  I  paid  a  visit  to  Ire- 
land, and  on  all  matters  connected  with 
Ireland  I  feel  most  strongly  that  if  the 
great  mass  of  the  English  people,  and 
especially  the  middle  classes  of  English- 
men, were  more  interested  in  Irish 
questions  and  took  a  deeper  interest  in 
the  success  and  welfare  of  the  country 
we  should  be  able  to  deal  with  Ireland 
in  a  more  practical,  just,  and  successful 
manner.  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  longer  on  this  point ;  but  there  is 
one  question  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derry  to  which  I  should  like 
to  allude.  He  compared  the  time  when 
the  late  Government  came  into  power  in 
1880  with  the  present  time ;  but  I  con- 
tend that  there  is  no  strict  comparison 
between  1880  and  now  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  In  1880  there  were, 
no  doubt,  signs  of  growing  discontent 
and  difficulties  in  Ireland.  The  letter 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  has  been  referred 
to ;  I  pass  it  by ;  but  I  say  that  the 
state  of  affairs,  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  learn  them,  during  the  past  week 
or  10  days  is  entirely  different  from  that 
time.  Having  taken  the  greatest  pains 
to  investigate  the  matter,  I  maintain 
that  there  is  no  parallel  between  the 
state  of  affairs  now  and  the  state  of 
affairs  in  1 880.  I  will  give  a  practical 
reason  for  not  detaining  the  House 
longer.  However  anxious  a  man  may 
be  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  the  post  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  hold,  he  would 
show  a  want  of  common  sense  if  he 
were  to  attempt  to  discuss  the  difficult 
and  complex  problems  connected  with 
the  future  government  of  Ireland.  I 
yield  to  no  man  in  this  House  in  my 
honest  desire  and  hope  for  a  better 
future  as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
So  long  as  I  hold  this  Office  I  shall  con- 
sider it  as  of  very  little  importance,  al- 
most as  a  drop  in  the  ocean,  what  may 


happen  to  me  or  to  my  reputation,  as  to 
whether  I  am  successful  or  not,  com- 
pared with  the  vast  and  difficult  pro- 
blems to  be  solved  as  to  the  future  con- 
dition and  prosperity  of  that  country. 

Sir  FARRER  HERSCHELL  re- 
marked  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
been  much  gratified  to  hear  the  speech 
which  had  jus  t  been  delivered  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  had  long 
been  insisted  upon  by  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  when  the 
late  Government  took  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  Irish  affairs,  after  it  had  been 
exercised  for  five  or  six  years  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  it 
was  in  such  a  condition  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely criminal  for  the  new  Government, 
as  one  of  their  first  acts,  in  1880,  not 
to  have  brought  in  a  Coercion  Bill  for 
Ireland.  Since  1880  there  had  been  five 
years  of  Office  by  a  Liberal  Government ; 
and  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  had  been  so  com- 
pletely changed,  and  was  so  different 
from  what  it  was  then,  that  it  was  now 
positively  criminal  for  any  Government 
to  bring  in  a  Coercion  Bill.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  House  what  could  be  more 
gratifying  as  a  contrast  between  five 
years  of  Tory  and  five  years  of  Liberal 
Government  ?  What  had  been  the  cause 
of  that  difference  ?  The  Liberal  Govern- 
ment had  introduced,  during  the  present 
Parliament,  not  only  a  Coercion  Bill, 
but  remedial  measures,  dealing  with 
the  improvement  of  land  tenure  in  Ire- 
land. The  House  had  been  told  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  those 
measures  were  of  no  use  for  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland.  They  were  told  that, 
although  they  might  bring  in  the  best 
Land  Bill  which  it  was  possible  to  con- 
struct, Ireland  would  be  as  rebellious  as 
ever,  and  would  require  repressive  legis- 
lation just  as  much  as  before.  Now, 
however,  they  had  the  confession  of 
those  who  had  succeeded  the  Liberal 
Government,  when  they  came  into  the 
calm  sense  of  responsibility,  and  exa- 
mined into  the  real  condition  of  Ireland, 
how  mistaken  they  had  been.  How 
often  had  they  heard  from  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  especially 
from  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, that  coercion  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary ?  And  yet,  now  that  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  came  to  inquire  into 
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the  real  rondition  of  Ireland,  Ihfy  paid 
it  was  not  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
which  had  pacified  Ireland,  and  that  no 
coercion  was  neceseary  f(»r  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland,  but  that  the  legislative 
measures  whic  h  bad  been  passed  by  the 
late  Government  had  produced  such  a 
change  in  the  condition  of  the  country 
that  no  repressive  legislation  was  now 
necessary.  That  change  of  view  could 
not  fail  to  be  most  gratifying  to  those 
who  had  always  been  of  opinion  that 
the  best  rempdy  for  Irish  wrongs  was 
remedial  legislation  to  remove  those 
wrongs  and  to  redress  existing  evils. 
Liberal  Members  were  confirmed  in 
their  views  by  what  had  taken  place 
that  evening.  They  had  learned  that 
their  contention  was  successful,  and  that 
the  result  of  their  legislation  had  been 
to  render  a  Coercinn  Bill  unnecessary. 
He  would  remind  ihe  House,  however, 
that  whenever  Liberals  pointed  out  that 
the  Land  Act  had  produced  a  pacifying 
etfect  they  were  fold  that  the  pacification 
was  due.  not  to  the  Land  Act,  but  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  Whenever 
they  pointed  to  remedial  legislation  as 
the  real  source  of  improvement  in  Ire- 
land, they  wero  told  first  of  all  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  correctness 
of  that  contention  niiglit  be  doubted, 
and  then  they  wore  told  that  it  was  not 
the  remedial  legis'ation,  but  if  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  ceased  to  be  in 
force  for  one  moment  they  would  find 
out  their  error,  and  that  remedial 
legislation  would  bo  found  to  have  been 
of  no  use  at  all.  They  now  had  a  re- 
cantation of  that  view,  and  it  was  fully 
admitted  that  remedial  legislation  had 
been  of  much  use  after  all.  They  wel- 
comed hon.  Members  opposite  as  con- 
verts to  the  view  that,  after  all,  re- 
medial legislation  was  the  best  means 
that  could  be  devited  for  insuring  the 
peace  of  Ireland. 

Sir  WHITTAKEE  ELLIS  said,  ho 
felt  bound  to  join  issue  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Soli- 
citor General  (Sir  Farrer  Herschell)  in 
his  contention  that  coercive  measures 
liad  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland.  It  must  not  be  f<)r- 
gotten  that  upon  the  accession  of  the 
late  Ministry  to  power  they  declared 
that  the  warning  they  had  received  from 
their  Predecessors  was  futile  and  un- 
necessary, and  they  proceeded  at  once 
to  allow  the  existing  Acts  which  had 

Sir  Farrer  Etreehett 


hitherto  been  of  preat  service  in  crn- 
trolUng  affaii-s  in  Ireland  to  lapse.  But 
what  he  wished  to  point  out,  and  what 
he  wouM  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  with  §o 
much  force  to  recollect,  waa  this — that 
in  the  Guildhall  of  the  City  of  London 
the  Lord  Chancellor  declared  that  law 
and  order  were  to  be  observed,  and  that 
the  Government,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  at  once  refused  to  enforce  law 
and  order  by  means  of  the  ordinary  law, 
in  consequence  of  which  tho  subsequent 
confusion  in  that  country  was  brought 
about.  He  maintained  that  the  late 
Government  had  been  guilty  of  derelic- 
tion of  duty  in  not  enforcing  the  ordinary 
law,  and  in  allowing  a  state  of  anarthj 
and  chaos  to  be  produced.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlem»>n  opposite,  who 
had  been  a  legal  functionary  of  the  late 
Government— [CftM  of  **  Withdraw !  "1 
— contended  that  it  was  the  remedial 
legislation,  and  not  coercion,  which  had 
produced  a  satisfactory  state  of  affairs 
in  Ireland.  Ho  hoped  the  remedial 
legislaton  wotild  prove  as  eflective  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to 
anticipate  ;  but  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  it  was  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
which  had  brou<;ht  about  the  existing 
state  of  quietude  in  Ireland.  [A  /au^h.] 
Hon.  Mt  mhers  might  laugh  ;  but  could 
they  deny  the  fact  ?  Was  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  quietude  of  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  had  been  created  by  the 
measures  of  coercion  which  had  been 
passed  ?  He  agreed  in,  and  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  from  the  Front  13ench, 
the  assurance  that  the  worst  thing  which 
could  be  done  for  England  and  Ireland 
would  be  to  re-enact  the  Coercion  Bill. 
He  had  had  occasion  to  speak  many 
times  on  this  question  of  Ireland,  and 
hon.  Membois  could  not  tind  a  single 
instance  in  which  he  had  not  denounced 
that  Coercion  Bill.  It  was  the  mobt  un- 
just and  oppressive  Bill  ever  enacted  in 
that  country.  But  what  he  maintained 
was  that  if  the  declaration  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  on  the  part  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  been  carried  out,  the 
Common  Law  of  Ireland  would  have 
been  quite  sufficient  to  maintain  law 
and  order.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
tbat  at  a  time  when  Ireland  was  in  a 
state  of  disorder  the  City  of  London 
stopped  forward,  and,  with  the  assent 
and  support  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  took 
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measures  with  regard  to  tlieir  own  ten- 
antry in  the  North  of  Ireland,  wliich  ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY 
were  so  successful  that  it  \ras  declared 
that  it  was  the  Lord  Mayor  and  Cor- 
poration of  London  who  would  in  future 
govern  Ireland,  and  thereupon  the  late 
Government  took  measures  for  sweeping 
thooi  away  altogether.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  said  it  was 
the  remedial  legis^lation  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment that  had  brought  about  the 
pacification  of  Ireland.  Now,  what  was 
the  result  of  that  legislation  ?  He  had 
had  a  long  experience  of  Ireland,  and  it 
had  often  been  said  if  they  only  got  rid 
of  the  middleman  Ireland  would  be 
happy.  The  middleman  had,  indeed, 
been  got  rid  of ;  but  he  had  been  re- 
created in  another  form  by  the  granting 
of  leases  for  an  indefinite  term  of  year-i, 
and  they  would  find  the  middleman 
stronger  than  ever.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion which  had  yet  to  be  considered. 
He  unquestionably  agreed,  however, 
witli  the  suggestion  of  the  Froiit  Bench, 
that  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Af:t  should 
not  be  re-enacted.  On  the  whole,  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  ordinary  law  was 
BufHcient  to  maintain  ordtr  iu  Ireland, 
and  he  was  full  of  hope  that  the  trust 
reposed  in  their  Irish  fellow-countrymen 
by  the  Government  would  be  heartily 
responded  to.  He  was  satisfied  that 
the  Irish  people  would  decline  to  raise 
a  flag  of  violence  when  they  knew  that 
the  English  people  were  prepared  to 
received  them  in  a  full  spirit  of  friend- 
liness and  brotherhood.  For  those 
reasons,  he  was  6ati%>fied  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  proceed  with  the  Coercion 
Bill ;  but  it  would  be  a  mistake  if  the 
Irish  people  were  allowed  to  believe  that 
the  Government  would  not  be  prepared 
to  carry  out  in  that  country,  most 
thoroughly,  the  Common  Law  which 
ought  to  govern  the  Three  Kingdoms. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  151  ;  Noes 
2  :  Majority  149.— (Div.  Lut,  No.  211.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Jteaolvedj  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have 
precedence  this  day  of  all  other  business ;  and 
that,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  including 
this  day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of 
l^otices  of  Motions  on  Tuesdays,  Government 
Orders  having  priority ;  that  Government 
Orders  have  priority  on  Wednesdays ;  and  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  27th  November  1882, 
relating  to  Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Monday  and  Thursday,  be  extended 
to  Tudfiday  and  Wednesday. 


SUPPLY— MARRIAGE  PORTION  OF  HER 

ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 

BEATRICE. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

TnE  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  : 
Sir  Aitliur  Otway,  the  pioposal  which 
I  have  now  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
—namely,  that  the  sum  of  £;30,0()0  be 
prantt^d  ftir  the  marriage  portion  of  Her 
Hoyal  Highness  tlie  Princess  Beatrice — 
is  not  only  one  which  is  in  itself  in  com- 
plete accordance  with  a  considerable 
course  of  precedents,  but  I  think  it  will 
be  felt  by  the  Committee  that  it  is 
dependent  on  and  governed  by  the  rea- 
sons which  induced  tho  House  to  give 
its  sanction,  by  an  overwhelming  mnjo- 
rity,  to  the  larger  proposition  for  an 
annuity  of  £6,000  to  Her  Rojal  High- 
ness on  the  auspicious  occasion  of  her 
marriage.  Therefore  I  do  not  propose 
to  tiouble  the  Committee  with  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  arguments  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  late  Prime  Minister 
placed  before  the  House  in  making  that 
proposition.  I  \iiil  only  express  my 
belief  that  this  proposal  will  be  received 
by  the  Committee  as  the  necessary  and 
customary  complement  of  the  other,  and 
will  bo  welcomed  generally  with  the 
same  cordiality  with  whicii  the  proposal 
of  an  annuity  was  received.  And  I  may 
even  express  a  hope  that  those  hon. 
Members  whose  feelings  of  duty  in  this 
matter  induced  them  to  oppose  the 
grant  of  an  annuity  will,  on  this  cc- 
casion,  consider  that  tliey  have  suffi- 
ciently protested  against  the  principle 
to  which  they  object,  and  that  they  will 
not  now  press  their  opposition  to  a 
division. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  the  sum  of  £30,000  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  for  the  marriage  portion  of  Her  Royal 
Highness  the  Princess  Beatrice  Marie  Vic- 
toria Feodora."— (^ITr.  ChanctUor  of  th$  ExchC' 
quer.) 

Mr  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  employed  a  some- 
what singular  argument  against  any 
opposition  to  this  Vote.    The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  said  that  he  hoped  those 
who  opposed  the  grant  of  £6,000  per 
annum  to  Her  Royal  Highness  would 
be  content  with  having  opposed  that 
Vote  on  principle,  and  would  not  oppose 
this  additional  grant.  Now,  this  was  not 
only  a  question  of  principle,  but  also  a 
question  of  finance,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  no  valid  reason  why  they 
should  vote  £30,000  to  Her  Royal  High- 
ness to-day  because  they  had  voted  an 
annuity  of  £6,000  to  Her  Royal  High- 
ness a  short  time  ago.  In  his  opinion  it 
was  rather  the  reverse.  When  they  voted 
the  annuity  of  £6,000  nothing  was  said 
about  a  lump  sum  of  £30,000  in  the 
form  of  a  dowry ;  and  he  confessed  that 
he  and  other  hon.  Members  had  been 
under  the  impression,  at  the  time  the 
annuity  was  proposed,  that  the  sole 
amount  they  would  be  asked  to  give 
would  be  £6,000  per  annum,  and  they 
were,  therefore,  much  surprised  to  hear 
afterwards  that  a  further  demand  was 
to  be  made  for  £30,000.  He  thought 
an  indication  to  that  effect  ought  to 
have  been  made  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion, and  he  certainly  did  not  remember 
that  any  suggestion  of  another  grant 
had  been  made.  He  had  opposed  several 
of  those  grants  to  the  children  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  he  had  done  so  because  he 
had  been  told  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion that  a  bargain  was  made  with  Her 
Majesty  which  implied,  in  some  sort  of 
way,  that  those  grants  should  be  given 
to  the  children  of  Her  Majesty.  Ho 
had  asked  over  and  over  again  where  he 
was  to  find  any  such  engagement ;  but 
he  had  not  received  an  answer.  In 
point  of  fact,  there  was  no  such  engage- 
ment at  all.  On  the  contrary,  when  the 
Civil  List  was  voted  to  Her  Majesty  the 
amount  was  calculated  to  cover  every- 
thing required  by  Her  Majesty.  Li  ad- 
dition to  that  the  sum  of  £60,000  a-year 
was  voted  from  the  Privy  Purse,  and  a 
sum  of  £40,000  per  annum  was  received 
by  Her  Majesty  as  the  revenue  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  there  was  also 
an  unappropriated  balance  of  about 
£8,000  in  addition.  It  was  obvious, 
therefore,  that  Her  Majesty  received  a 
sum  amounting  to  more  than  £100,000 
in  excess  of  all  that  was  considered  re- 
quisite to  maintain  the  state  of  the  So- 
vereign, and  out  of  that  sum  there  must 
have  been  very  considerable  accumula- 
tions. It  was  not  denied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Prime  Minister, 

Mr,  Lahouchere 


when  he  proposed  the  Vote  of  £6,000 
per  annum  to  be  p^ranted  to  Her  Bojal 
Highness,  that  Her  Majesty  had  veiy 
large  accumulations.     He   asked  what 
those  accumulations  were  ?  and  he  main- 
tained that  they  ought  to  be  apphed  m 
making    provision   for    Her    Majesty's 
children.     Her  Majesty's   recseived  the 
revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Iiancaster  and 
an  annual  sum  from  the  Privy  Purse  for 
the  very  object  of  doing  what  the  House 
was  asked  to  do  now — namely,  providing 
for  Her  children.     He  contended  that 
they  had  provided  for  Her  Boyal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Beatrice.     They  had 
given  her  £6,000  a-year,  and  it  was  mon- 
strous that  they  should  be  asked  to  give, 
in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £6,000  a-year, 
a  lump  sum  of  £30,000.     He  did  not 
understand  what  those  lai^e  sums  were 
asked  for.     It  was  stated  in  the  public 
journals  that  Her  Koyal  Highness  and 
Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg  were  going 
to  live  with  Her  Majesty,  and  he  pre- 
sumed that  they  would  inhabit  one  of 
the  Palaces  which  was  kept  up  at  the 
expense  of  the  country,  but  which  be- 
longed to  Her  Majesty.      What  he  ob- 
jected to,  therefore,  was  that  this  snm 
of  £30,000  was  intended,   not  only  to 
provide  for  Her  Eoyal  Highness,  but 
Her  Eoyal  Highnesses  husband,  and  to 
give  him  and  his  heirs  a  perpetual  pension 
of  £900  per  annum,  which  was  theequiva- 
lent  of  Consols  to  the  amount  of  £30,000. 
He  strongly  objected  to  provide  a  per- 
petual pension  to  the  heirs  of  His  Eoyal 
Highness  Prince  Henry  of  Battenberg. 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  in  this  matter 
hon.  Members  would  pluck  up  a  httle 
courage.     At  present   Parliament  ap- 
peared to  be  too  ready  to  accept  what- 
ever the  Ministry    chose    to    propose. 
That  had  not  always  been  the  case.    In 
former  times  Parliament  had  not  been 
so   subservient  as  they  were  now  ex- 
pected to  be  in   matters  of  this  kind. 
During  the  Eeign  of  Greorge  III.  there 
had  been  frequent  Motions  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  the  grants  proposed  to  be 
given  to  His  Majesty's  children.     He 
thought  he  could  remember  three  such 
Motions ;  but  certainly  two.     In  the  first 
or  second  Parliament  of  the  present  Eeign 
a  proposal  was  made  to   give  a  large 
sum  per  annum  to  the  Prince  Consort ; 
but  the  proposal  was  opposed  by  an  in- 
dependent Member  who  sat  on  the  Con- 
servative side  of  the  House  (Colonel 
Sibthorpe),  and  the  reduction  in  amount 
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which  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
moved  was  agreed  to  by  the  House. 
The  House  of  Commons  in  former 
Reigns  did  not  consider  it  their  duty 
to  vote  large  sums  of  money  merely  be- 
cause they  were  asked  to  do  so  by 
the  Ministers  of  the  day ;  but  they 
looked  into  the  matter  fairly  and  honestly 
for  themselves,  and  if  they  considered 
the  sum  asked  for  too  much  they  re- 
fused to  grant  it.  That  was  not  the  case 
now.  He  had  opposed  the  grant  of 
£6,000  per  annum  to  Her  Royal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Beatrice  on  the  ground 
that  the  Royal  Family  were  already 
amply  provided  for,  and  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  give  more.  But  the  case  against 
the  grant  now  asked  for  was  much 
stronger,  inasmuch  as  they  had  already 
voted  £6,000  per  annum  for  the  main- 
tenance of  Her  Royal  Highness ;  and, 
therefore,  there  was  no  necessity  for 
calling  upon  them  to  vote  an  additional 
lump  sum  of  £30,000.  He  had  read 
the  argument  against  the  opposition  to 
this  grant  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  when 
they  were  expending  millions  upon  war 
they  ought  not  to  stop  at  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  few  thousands  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Royal  Family.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  far  better  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  larger  expenditure  of  money  on 
war  instead  of  interfering  with  so  small 
a  matter  as  these  grants  to  the  Royal 
Family.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they  ought 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  expenditure  upon 
war;  but  because  they  threw  away 
millions  upon  war,  that  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  throw  away  thousands 
without  asking  why  and  wherefore.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  hold 
water.  He  had  stated  that  the  Royal 
Family  were  amply  provided  for,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  ought  not 
to  be  called  upon  to  make  any  farther 
provision  for  any  Member  of  the  Royal 
Family.  What  he  asked  now  was  whe- 
ther the  money  was  wanted  ?  Had  Her 
Majesty  the  means  at  her  disposal  to 
make  provision  for  her  children?  If 
Her  Majesty  had — and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  denied — ample  means  of 
providing  for  her  children  out  of  the 
sum  now  voted  by  Parliament  annually 
as  provision  for  Her  Majesty,  then  he 


thought  this  demand  ought  not  to  be 
made  upon  the  House.  At  any  rate, 
after  voting  an  annuity  of  £6,000  they 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  vote  a  lump 
sum  of  £30,000.  It  might  be  said  that 
it  was  a  proposal  on  the  part  of  the 
late  Government,  and  that  he  and  other 
Liberal  Members  ought,  therefore,  to 
support  it.  But  the  money  which  had 
been  asked  for  by  the  late  Government  it 
had  been  intended  to  meet  by  taxes.  The 
present  Government  had  refused  to  vote 
those  taxes,  and  they  were  now  going  to 
undertake  to  borrow  the  money  to  meet 
the  deficit  in  the  taxation  of  the  year. 
The  country,  consequently,  was  not 
paying  its  way,  and  under  such  circum^ 
stances  it  was  undesirable  to  add  to  the 
deficit  of  the  year.  They  had  fallen 
into  arrears,  and  they  had  a  Government 
in  Office  who  refused  to  meet  the  expen- 
diture by  taxation,  and  that  Govern- 
ment now  came  forward  to  borrow 
money,  not  only  to  meet  the  deficit,  but 
to  meet  also  this  sum  of  £30,000  as  a 
gift  to  a  lady  to  whom  they  all  wished 
a  happy  life,  but  for  whom  there  was 
no  necessity  for  granting  the  sum  now 
asked  for.  He  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Vote. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  said,  he 
was  not  aware  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
proposed  to  waste  the  precious  time  of 
the  House  for  the  benefit  of  himself  and 
a  fellow-Teller  by  going  to  a  division  ; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
rarely  missed  an  opportunity  of  showing 
his  dislike  to  the  Throne  and  the  Consti- 
tution. It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  many  Members  of  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  took  the 
chair  on  one  occasion  at  a  meeting  which 
was  addressed  by  Mr.  Henry  George, 
who  passed  a  gpross  insult  on  our 
gracious  Queen,  which  insult  remained 
unrebuked  by  the  chairman. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  AUow  me  to 
contradict  that  statement.  Mr.  Henry 
George  did  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Mr.  Henry  George,  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  is  a  gentleman  with  whom  I  am 
acquainted. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  not  a 
point  of  Order. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  :  My 
point  of  Order  is  this 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  call  upon 
Sir  Frederick  Milner  to  proceed. 
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Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  fiaid, 
that  undoubtedly  those  discussions  had 
had  a  bad  effect  upon  certain  sections  of 
the  community  ol'  the  country,  as  was 
shown  by  certain  Petitions  which  had 
been  sent  from  certain  Radical  clubs 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  her  not  to 
ask  for  a  grant  for  Her  Royal  High- 
ness the  Princees  Beatrice.  He  thought 
that  Petitions  of  that  kind  were  a 
gross  outrage  and  insult  upon  the  Queen, 
and  that  they  ought  not  to  pass  un- 
rebuked.  Most  people  in  this  country 
would  be  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
Royal  Family  was  one  of  the  least  ex- 
pensive in  the  world.  No  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  woidd 
be  gratified  if  the  money  spent  on  the 
Royal  Family  could  be  expended  in 
finding  salaries  for  himself  and  certain 
other  Members  who  sat  near  him  for  the 
very  questionable  services  which  they 
rendered  to  the  country  in  that  House. 
Such  a  proposition  would  not,  however, 
find  much  support  during  the  lifetime  of 
the  present  House  of  Commons.  He 
felt  certain  of  this— that  if  this  question 
wore  placed  before  the  country,  it  would 
vote  by  an  enormous  majority  that  this 
money  should  be  given  to  a  Royal  lady 
who  had  already  earned  the  affections 
of  the  people,  and  who  was  the  daughter 
of  a  Queen  who  had  always  shown  her 
own  sympathy  with  the  people,  and 
who  had  always  displayed  the  greatest 
wisdom  in  ruling  the  country  in  tritical 
times.  He  trusted  that  the  Committee, 
if  the  hon.  Member  went  to  a  division, 
would,  by  an  overwhelming  majority, 
show  what  its  feeling  was  with  regard 
to  the  contentious  and  obstructive 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  detain  the  Committee, 
especially  after  the  specimen  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  (Sir  Frederick  Milner) 
had  given  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
time  of  the  Committee  might  be  wasted. 
He  thought,  however,  that  he  would  be 
justified  in  making  a  few  remarks.  The 
hon.  ^lember  for  York  evidently  ap- 
peared to  imagine  that  it  was  his  func- 
tion in  life  to  appear  as  the  champion 
of  the  honour  and  dignity  of  everything 
and  everybody.  Only  a  short  time  ago 
the  hon.  Member,  as  the  Committee 
would  recollect,  undertook  to  maintain 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  task  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 


lain) proved  very  conclusivelj  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  by  no  means  in  a  posilion 
to  perform.  To-nig:ht  the  hon.  Member 
had  taken  on  himself  the  duty  of  maia- 
taining  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the 
Royal  Family.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  con- 
gratulated the  Royal  Family  of  Eng- 
land in  having  won  to  their  Eide  the 
services  of  a  redoubtable  champion  so 
eminently  qualified  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  Committee  himself,  and  then  to 
accuse  other  people  of  doing  it.  The 
hon.  Qentloman  said  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
was  actuated  in  his  opposition  to  this 
Vote  by  an  idea  that  the  public  monej 
might  bo  better  devoted  towards  paying 
himself  and  other  hon.  Members  who 
agreed  with  him  in  opinion  for  the  very 
questionable  services  they  rendered  t) 
the  State.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Redmond) 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  advan- 
tageous thing  if  it  could  be  put  forward 
in  support  of  the  Vote  that  Her  Rojal 
Highness  the  Princess  Beatrice,  or  her 
husband  from  Germany,  performo»l  anj 
services  to  the  country  at  all.  As  far  as 
he  was  aware,  thoy  did  nothng  what- 
ever to  promote  the  interests  or  honour 
of  the  country ;  and  he  was  certain  of 
this  fact — that  the  va-t  bulk  of  the 
people,  not  only  of  Great  Britain,  but 
of  the  Empire  generally,  were  tho- 
roughly adverse  to  this  unnecessary 
squandering  of  the  public  money.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
spoken  that  night  in  the  consistent  man- 
ner which  he  had  always  adopted  in  ex- 
posing the  fallacies  upon  which  public 
grants  of  this  character  were  made.  The 
hon.  Member  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Vote  could  notbe  supported  on  theground 
of  its  necessity.  In  the  first  place,  Her 
Royal  Highness  the  Princess  Beatrice 
had  already  had  voted  to  Her  by  Parlia- 
ment an  annuity  of  £6,000  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  Princess  Beatrice's 
Royal  Mother  was  notoriously  possessed 
of  £7,000,000  or  £8,000,000.  He  did 
not  believe  that  Mr.  Henry  George,  at 
the  meeting  presided  over  by  the  boo. 
Member  for  Northampton,  had  ever 
spoken  in  disrespectful  terms  of  Her 
Majesty  ;  but  it  was  notorious  that  she 
was  possessed  of  this  large  amount  of 
money.  It  was  all  very  well  to  be  senti- 
mental and  superstitious  about  Royalty 
— and,  undoubtedly,  a  great  amount  of 
sentimentality  and  superstition  did  exist 
about  Royalty^but  he  did  not  think  that 

Digitized  by  ^^UUVLC 


1909  Supply ^ Marriage  Portxcn   {Jvly  7,  IS^5]  of  JT.R.H,  Princeis  Beatrice.  1910 


the  people  of  England,  wlio  sent  Mem- 
bers there  to  represent  them,  and  to  take 
charge  of  the  money  that  was  levied  in 
the  shape  of  taxes,  would  he  satisfied 
that  this  lady  should  not  give  to  Her 
daughter  enouf):h  to  support  her  when 
she  married.  The  Queen  of  this  coun- 
try was  even  described  as  a  lady  who,  in 
every  respect,  and  in  every  walk  of  life. 
was  the  model  of  a  mother,  as  well  as  of 
a  Queen.  Now,  what  was  the  first  duty 
of  an  honest  man  or  woman  who  was  a 
father  or  a  mother  ?  [^A  laugh.']  If  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite  would  pull  them- 
selves together,  and  listen  to  what  he 
said,  they  would  see  that  he  had  spoken 
in  a  perfectly  correct  manner.  Her  Ma- 
jesty was  supposed  to  be  the  model  of 
what  a  woman  ought  to  be.  But  what 
did  the  poorest  mother  in  the  country 
do  when  her  child  was  leaving  her  home 
in  order  to  get  married  ?  Even  if  she 
pinched  herself,  and  stinted  herself  of 
the  necessaries  of  life,  she  invariably 
gave  to  her  daughter  something  to  main- 
tain her  in  her  new  sphere  of  life.  Even 
a  washerwoman  gave  something  or  other 
to  her  child  under  such  circumstances  as 
a  dowry,  and  the  wife  of  a  costermonger 
did  the  same.  Was  it,  then,  to  be  said 
that  the  Queen  of  England,  with  her 
£{$,000,000,  failed  in  that  duty  towards 
her  child,  which  the  commonest  of  her 
subjects  did  not  omit  to  perform,  be> 
cause  she  found  it  much  more  convenient 
to  squeeze  money  out  of  the  hard-worked 
people  of  this  country?  [**  Order  !  "] 
He  was  not  out  of  Order ;  and  what  he 
ventured  to  say  was  literally  and  accu- 
rately true.  If  hon.  Members  would  be 
good  enough  to  examine  the  state  of  the 
case,  they  would  see  that  what  he  said 
was  absolutely  true.  He  desired  to  say 
nothing  disrespectful  or  untrue  in  re- 
gard to  Her  Majesty.  He  merely  stated 
that  if  she  refused  to  provide  her 
daughter's  dowry,  she  failed  in  that 
duty  which  the  commonest  person 
in  the  Healm  invariably  performed. 
She  had  her  £7,000,000  or  £8,000,000 
put  by,  and  yet  she  refused  to  make 
provi^ion  for  her  daughter,  nor  would 
she  do  so  as  long  as  the  could  get  Par- 
liament to  pay  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  told  them  was  a  cus- 
tomary complement.  He  congratulated 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon 
having  invented  for  the  poor  working 
people  of  England  so  nice  a  phrase  as 
**  customary  complement"  for  that  grant 


of  £30,000  ;  but  he  was  very  much  mis- 
taken if  the  time  would  not  very  soon 
arrive  when  the  people  of  England 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
could  do  better  with  their  money  than 
pay  "  customary  complements  *'  of  this 
kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  omitted 
to  put  forward  the  only  decent  argument 
used  by  the  late  Prime  Minister  in  mov- 
ing the  grant  of  an  annuity  of  £6,000 
to  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Princess 
Beatrice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  brought  forward  as  his  only 
argument— an  argument  by  which  he 
(Mr.  Redmond)  was  ceitainiy  struck  at 
the  time — that  if  the  House  consented 
to  vote  the  annuity  of  £6,000,  it  would 
probahly  be  the  last  time  that  such  a 
request  would  ever  be  made  in  that 
House.  That  was  the  only  decent  argu- 
ment that  could  have  been  put  forward 
to  justify  the  Vote.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  in  substance — **Pray, 
Gentlemen,  do  not  discuss  this  proposal, 
lor  it  is  the  last  time  that  it  will  ever 
be  made.  Therefore,  do  not  let  us  have 
a  fuss  about  it.  Let  us  give  this  to  the 
Queen's  child,  and  when  it  is  all  over  it 
will  never  happen  again."  That  was 
the  only  argument  the  late  Prime  Mi- 
nister put  forward ;  but  it  was  not  the 
argument  put  forward  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  rejoiced  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  followed  a  consietent 
course.  The  hon.  Member  was  unlike 
a  good  many  of  his  Radical  brethren, 
who  went  down  to  large  centres  of  civil- 
ization, and  talked  to  the  Democracy 
about  the  rights  of  the  working  classes, 
and  who,  when  they  got  elected,  came 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  seemed 
to  care  nothing  whatever  about  the 
taxes  which  were  imposed  upon  the 
people.  He  should  only  be  glad  to  see 
many  others  of  those  so-called  Radicals 
as  consistent  as  the  hun.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  this  matter.  If  they 
were  consistent,  tlioy  would  come  for- 
ward and  oppose  the  present  Vote.  The 
Leader  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  had  expressed  an  expectation  that 
the  Vote  would  not  be  opposed,  would 
find  himself  very  much  mistaken,  for  a 
considerable  number  of  Members,  both 
English  and  Irish,  would  go  into  the 
Lobby  against  the  Vote  in  order  to 
place  on  record  their  opinion  that  grants 
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of  this  nature  were  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  absurd  superstition  and  hum- 
bug of  the  grossest  kind  to  keep  up  the 
semblance  of  Eoyalty .  He  did  not  think 
that  persons  who  voted  for  money  being 
taken  out  of  the  country  in  this  way 
were  the  true  friends  of  Royalty ;  but 
there  were  many  others  who  were  doing 
their  best  to  bring  about  the  day  when 
the  people  of  England  would  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  cost  of  Royalty 
was  far  too  great.  He  should  certainly 
vote  with  pleasure  against  this  grant, 
and  so  long  as  he  remained  a  Member 
of  the  House  he  should  continue  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  regretted 
very  much  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Sir  Frederick  Milner)  should  have 
set  the  bad  example,  of  which  they  had 
now  seen  the  consequences,  of  making 
this  proposal  of  a  dowry  to  Her  Royal 
Highness  the  Princess  Beatrice  a  matter 
personal  to  Her  Royal  Highness.  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
best  mode  of  approaching  the  considera- 
tion of  a  subject  of  this  kind  was  that 
which  was  suggested  many  years  ago 
by  one  of  the  most  Radical  Members 
who  ever  sat  in  that  House— Mr.  Grote 
—  who  stated  that  those  were  not 
the  best  friends  of  the  Monarchy 
who  approached  the  consideration  of 
a  proposal  of  a  grant  of  money  to  the 
Grown  without  thinking,  in  the  first 
place,  of  the  effect  which  would  be  pro- 
duced on  the  minds  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  His  (Mr.  Arnold's)  special 
object  in  rising  was  to  make  a  further 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who 
was  now  the  Leader  of  the  House,  in 
regard  to  a  matter  of  very  great  import- 
ance which  had  occurred  earlier  in  tbo 
evening  at  Question  time.  He  referred 
to  the  proposal  which,  after  due  delibe- 
ration among  the  Members  of  the  late 
Cabinet,  had  been  made  on  the  renpon- 
sibility  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  a  short  time  ago,  and  communi- 
cated to  the  House  when  the  grant  of 
an  annuity  to  Her  Royal  Highness  the 
IMncess  Beatrice  was  made.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  said  on  that  occasion  that 
the  Cabinet  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  early  next  Session  they  would  pro- 
pose the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  question  of 
secondary  provision  for  Members  of  the 
Royal  Family.      He    had    hoped  that 
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upon  a  plain,  simple,  and  straightfor- 
ward question  of  that  nature,  it  would 
have  been  one  of  the  first  duties  of  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
have  expressed  a  distinct  and  definite 
opinion;  and  he  must  confess  that  he 
had  been  greatly  disappointed  with  the 
reply  which  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  earlier  in  the  evening.  He 
hoped  that  even  now,  upon  a  matter 
which  would  certainly  affect  his  vote, 
and  probably  that  of  many  other  hon. 
Members,  the  right  hon.  (Tentlemaa 
wotdd  assure  the  Committee  that,  in 
face  of  the  promise  which  had  been 
given — for  it  amounted  to  a  promise — 
in  regard  to  the  future  provision  of 
Members  of  the  Royal  Family,  he 
adhered  to  the  wise  and  moderate  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
told  them  that  evening  that  he  was 
likely  to  be  in  power  in  the  next  Parlia- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Arnold)  admitted  that 
it  was  possible,  and  in  view  of  that 
possibility  he  hoped  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  would  not  think  him  importu- 
nate if  he  said  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
have  a  distinct  policy  on  this  subject. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  able  to  give  some  assur- 
ance to  the  Committee  that  he  would 
adopt  the  course  which  the  late  Prime 
Minister  had  indicated. 

The  CHANCELLOR  optot  EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir  Mu  iiAEL  HiCK8-B«Acn) :  I 
do  not  at  all  underrate  the  importance 
of  the  question  which  was  raised  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening ;  but  what 
I  do  venture  to  say  now  is  thie — that 
though,  no  doubt,  it  is  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  form  a  definite 
opinion  upon  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance, it  is  impossible  to  form  that 
definite  opinion  until  we  have  had  time 
to  consider  it  fully,  and  at  present  we 
naturally  have  a  multitude  of  matters 
to  occupy  our  attention,  considering  the 
short  time  wo  have  been  in  Office.  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  that  the  late  Prime 
Minister  did  not,  as  far  as  I  ooold 
gather  from  what  fell  from  him,  give 
any  very  definite  promise.  ^  CrtM  of 
'*  Yes !  '*  J  If  the  nght  hon.  (ientlemaa 
gave  any  definite  promise,  it  only 
amoanted  to  this — that  if  he  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  he  would  pro* 
pose  a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the 
!  subject  next  Session.     It  will  be  thu 
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duty  of  the  present  Goyemment  to  con- 
sider the  matter  between  this  time  and 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  I  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  spoken  with 
some  want  of  fairness  with  regard  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  York 
(Sir  Frederick  Milner)  in  accusing  him 
of  making  this  a  personal  question  to 
Her  Boyal  Highness  the  Princess  Bea- 
trice. I  would  venture  to  say,  in  answer 
to  that  accusation,  that  those  who  make 
it  a  personal  question  to  Her  Eoyal 
Highness  are  rather  those  who  object  to 
a  grant  which  is  proposed  merely  in 
order  to  place  Her  Boyal  Highness  upon 
an  equality  with  the  other  Pnncesses  of 
her  Family. 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  153; 
Noes  32:  Majority  121.— (Div.  List, 
No.  212.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Class  III.— Law  axd  Justice. 

(2.)  £71,135,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Law  Charges. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
for  some  information  with  regard  to  the 
fees  paid  to  the  Attorney  General  and 
'  Solicitor  General.  The  sum  charged  for 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  under  the 
head  of  fees  for  non-contentious  busi- 
ness was  severally  £7,000  and  £6,000 
per  annum.  He  wished  to  ask  the  At- 
torney General  what  was  the  amount 
paid  last  year  to  the  Attorney  General 
and  Solicitor  General  in  respect  of 
business  that  was  of  a  contentious  cha- 
racter; and  what  other  fees  were  pay- 
able to  those  legal  Gentlemen  over  and 
above  the  contentious  and  non-con- 
tentious business  ?  Then  there  was  an- 
other point  on  which,  if  possible,  he  de- 
sired to  have  some  information.  A  very 
large  sum  was  annually  paid  for  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  and  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  state  how  many  public  prosecu- 
tions there  had  been  during  the  last 
12  months.  Further,  he  would  like  to 
have  some  explanation  of  the  item 
printed  in  italics — *' Editor  of  Irish 
Ante  Union  Statutes  £400  "—how  far 
the  work  had  been  carried  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Websteb)  Said,  he  regretted 
that  he  must  plead  ignorance  in  respect 
of  almost  the  whole  of  the  questions 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member,  a  circum- 


stance due  to  the  fact  of  his  having  for 
so  short  a  time  held  his  present  Office ; 
but  he  did  not  doubt  that  some  other 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
be  able  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
information  he  desired. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  in  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Molloy),  said,  the  Committee  would  pro- 
bably be  aware  that  an  important  change 
had  been  made  with  respect  to  the  Office 
of  Public  Prosecutor,  which  was  now 
merged  in  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury. 
He  was  unable  to  state  how  many  public 
prosecutions  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  12  months,  but  would  make  inquiry 
and  communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
Member.  He  was  informed  that  the 
number  of  such  prosecutions  in  the  last 
three  years  was  about  8,000.  An  in- 
crease would  probably  arise  under  the 
new  Act  of  Parlianient  and  Eegulations, 
which  would  make  it  the  duty  of  the 
authorities  of  police  districts  to  furnish 
an  account  of  offences  committed  in  each 
district  to  the  Public  Prosecutor  in  order 
that  he  might  decide  what  cases  should 
be  taken  up  or  not,  and  keep  some  kind 
of  check  upon  the  work .  He  was  informed 
that  the  work  of  editing  the  Irish  Sta- 
tutes referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  completed,  and  that,  therefore, 
no  change  was  necessary. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £109,135,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs'  Ex- 
penses, &c. 

Mr.  west  said,  he  observed  by  the 
Estimate  that  the  amount  of  charge  for 
criminal  prosecutions  in  the  shape  of 
repayments  to  counties  and  boroughs 
was  for  the  forthcoming  year  £140,000, 
as  against  £145,000  in  the  year  1884-5. 
It  would  be  extremely  satisfactory  to  the 
Committee  to  find  that  there  was  some 
diminution  of  charge  in  this  respect, 
and  he  might  remind  hon.  Members 
that  there  was  also  a  diminution  of 
charge  in  the  previous  year  1883-4.  He 
had  taken  the  opportunity  last  year, 
when  this  Vote  was  under  discussion,  of 
calling  attention  to  a  matter  connected 
with  the  Vote  from  a  financial  point  of 
view ;  and  he  had  pointed  out  that  the 
cost  of  prosecutions  at  the  Sessions,  as 
compared  with  the  cost  of  prosecutions 
at  the  Assizes,  was  about  one-half.  But 
after  discussion  had  taken  ^Ioa^  Q!<^^!Q^^ 
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matter  he  had  had  the  advantngp,  bj 
tlie  kindness  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  tiien 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Court- 
n<*y)i  of  seeing  a  Beturn  which  Fhowed 
hitii  that  his  own  experience  in  this 
matter  had  led  him  to  a  wrong  conclu- 
sion, and  he  found  that  the  real  differ- 
ence was  as  between  nearly  one  and 
three,  instead  of  one  and  two,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  two  descriptions  of  trials 
being,  of  course,  due  to  the  heavy  ex- 
peQRes  at  the  Assizes  which  did  not  arise 
at  the  Session**.  Although  it  was,  of 
course,  gratifying  to  find  that  there  was 
a  diminution  in  the  charge,  he  did  not 
think  tliat  diminution  was  at  all  pro- 
portionate to  the  nuukber  of  cases  tried 
this  year  as  compared  with  the  year 
before.  Ho  could  nut  help  thinking 
that  the  reason  why  the  diminution 
wan  not  very  much  gr oat*»r  arose  from 
an  evil  which  Her  MajeMy'g  Govern- 
ment might  remedy— tliat  was  to  say, 
the  unftirtimate  practice  which  liad 
lately  sprung  up  of  the  Judges  trying 
Sessumal  cases.  The  expense  occa- 
aioned  by  that  to  tlie  country  was  very 
great ;  and  he  would,  with  the  perniis- 
Mon  of  the  Committee,  give  an  instance 
from  his  own  experience  of  what  took 
place.  The  Judges,  for  their  own  con- 
venience, went  down  to  places  and  hold 
Asf^izet  without  any  regard  to  the  public 
convenience  at  all.  At  the  last  Winter 
Assizes  at  Manchester  the  Judges  who 
went  there  had  72  cases  for  trial,  56 
of  which  were  Sessions  cases.  That 
practice  had  been  adopted  to  a  very 
consiJerable  extent.  Of  course  it  might 
be  said  that  casen  might  bo  better 
tried  by  the  Judges  than  by  Recorders, 
and  other  Judges  of  an  inferior  status. 
But  he  objected  to  this  new  rule  of 
the  Judges  trying  all  the  prisoners  in 
gaol,  whether  committed  for  trial  at 
the  Sessions  or  at  the  Assizes.  He 
thought  that  another  course  ought  to  be 
adopted.  Either  the  jurisdictiun  should 
be  taken  away  from  the  Sessions,  or 
the  Judges  should  not  be  allowed  to  try 
this  vast  number  of  Sessional  cases  as 
they  did  at  present.  He  was  glad  that 
tbey  had  in  the  present  Home  Secretary 
a  Gentleman  famiiiar  with  those  matters, 
and  he  was  sure  that  they  would  all  be 
grateful  to  the  right  linn.  Gonvleman  if 
he  would  turn  his  attention  to  this  pra'> 
tice.  Everyone  connected  with  the 
Northern  Circuit  would  recognize  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  extremely 
Jfr.  W$H 


well  qualified  to  deal  with  it ;  and  li9 
trusted  that  he  would  bp  able  t<»  api  Ir 
S'^me  remedy  to  an  evil  that  wa.*,  he 
believed,  gonerallv  a'lniitted. 

Mr.  AUTHUR  OCONNOB  said,  h« 
wished  brieOy  to  point  out  that  tSe 
delay  of  legal  bu^iuesa  in  London  was 
very  great,  in  consequence  of  the  Cir- 
cuit  arrangement  of  the  Judges.  He 
had  intended  to  go  into  that  matter 
more  fully;  but,  under-tinding  that  t'lo 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  intendorl  t<>  deal  with  it  at  a 
later  stage,  and  feeling  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  bettfr  handled  by  him, 
he  should  postpone  the  remarks  he  bad 
to  make  upon  it. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  ventured  to  de- 
tain the  Comoiittee  for  a  short  time  while 
he  drew  attention  to  the  Petitions  pre- 
sented to  that  House  from  many  counties 
complai  ting  not  so  much  of  Sei^ional 
cases  being  tried  at  the  As^ize^,  but  vi 
the  very  great  hardship  which  all  th'  se 
connected  with  the  admiui«tratton  of  the 
Criminal  Law  were  exposed  to  by  ther« 
being  four  Assizes  every  year,  at  which 
grand  jurorii,  common  jurors,  and  vtt* 
nesses  had  to  attend,  although,  as  was 
very  frequently  the  case,  there  were 
only  two  or  three  cases  to  be  tried.  He 
himself,  last  Thursday,  was  on  the 
Grand  Jury  for  the  county  he  bad  the 
honour  to  represent  (Cambridge\  and 
within  three  days  of  the  Assizes  there 
were  only  two  cases  for  trial;  and  of 
these  two,  one  was  a  Quarter  Sessions 
case.  He  considerod  it  a  very  great 
hardship  that  jurors  and  witnesses 
should  be  called  from  long  distancee  at 
all  times  of  the  year.  He  thought  that 
a  smaller  number  of  Assizes,  as  was  the 
system  before  the  lest  change,  would  l>e 
sufficient  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
Criminal  \mw  in  nearly  all  the  counties 
of  England. 

The  UNDER  8ECRET.\RY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuaet- Wortlkt )  faid, 
that  the  cause  of  the  arrangenient  com* 
plained  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Hick«)  was  the 
rule  under  which  the  Judges  had  to  trr  a 
very  large  number  of  Quarter  8e«»ioa 
prisoners  With  reganl  to  the  p«iiiit 
rdi*ed  by  the  hon.  and  b*amed  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Wi-s'),  it  wou'd  ?n»t  be 
easy  to  renieiv  it  witiMUt  l*«i:i'>l*ati<»n. 

Ma.  BULWER  fsid.  he  bad  notqtute 
understood  what  was  the  prsuss  objic- 
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tion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  pointed  out  that  the 
expenses  of  trial  at  the  Assizes  wore 
prreater  than  the  expenses  at  Quarter 
Session^),  and  he  had  given  an  instance 
of  the  Winter  Assize  at  Manchester,  in 
which  case  the  Judges,  out  of  72  cases 
for  trial,  had  56  Quarter  Session  cases ; 
but,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
below  him  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  had 
pointed  out,  that  was  due  to  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  required  the  Judges 
to  deliver  the  gaols  every  quarter. 
Everyone  was  aware  that  a  trial  at  the 
Assizes  cost  more  than  a  trial  at  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  because  witnesses  had  to 
remain  longer  in  attendance,  and  the 
trials,  as  a  rule,  occupied  more  time. 
But  if  the  present  arrangement  were 
changed,  and  if  the  Judges  did  not  try 
Quarter  Session  cases,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  prisoners  would  have  to  re- 
main in  gaol  until  the  next  Session,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  that  would  be  a 
saving  to  the  country.  He  did  not  know 
how  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  West)  made  out  his  case  by  show- 
ins^  that  the  prisoners  who  were  not 
tried  at  the  Sessions  were  tried  at  the 
Assizes. 

Mr.  west  said,  he  had  intended  to 
jjive  an  answer  on  a  subsequent  Vote ; 
but,  with  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  raise  the  question  on 
this  Vote  as  well  as  on  the  subsequent 
one.  *  He  would  give  an  explanation  of 
what  his  views  were  as  to  the  existing 
evil  and  the  remedy  that  ought  to  be 
applied  to  it — a  remedy  which  ought  to 
be  applied  to  this  evil,  but  which  would 
also  prove  a  remedy  for  oCher  evils  even 
greater  than  that  of  expense.  As  he 
had  said,  he  had  intended  to  wait  for  a 
subs'^quent  Vote,  but 

The  CHAIRMAN:  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  given  Notice  of  a 
Motion  in  reference  to  this  subject  under 
a  subsequent  Vote,  it  would  be  more  in 
Order  for  him  to  wait  for  that  Vote. 

Mr.  west  :  Certainly,  Sir ;  I  will 
abide  by  your  ruling  and  wait  for  the 
subsequent  Vote. 

8m  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  hhould  like  to  put  a  qufstiim  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  on  a  sub- 
ject which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  late  Solicitor  General,  whom 
he  saw  in  his  place  opposite  (Sir  Farrer 


Herschell),  would  remember  was  raised 
last  year.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
steps  had  been  taken  to  insure  the  trial 
of  all  the  prisoners  awaiting  trial  when 
the  Judge  opened  the  Assizes  in  a  town  ? 
He  believed  that  the  Judge  had  gone 
down  to  Lewes  to  try  prisoners.  Having 
eat  several  dayp,  although  there  were 
still  several  prisoners  untried,  the  Assizes 
were  adjourned,  and  the  remaining  pri- 
soners were  sent  back  to  gaol  to  be  tried 
on  a  future  day.  It  had  been  stated  by 
the  late  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
James)  that  this  state  of  things  was 
going  to  bo  remedied.  He  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  would  ask  whether  provi- 
sion had  been  made  so  that  when  a 
Judge  went  to  try  prisoners  at  an  Assize 
in  any  town  he  would  try  all  who  were 
there  before  gf^ing  to  other  towns? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R. 
AssHETON  Cross)  :  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  a  Judge  was  bound  to  try 
all  the  prisoners  awaiting  trial.  I  can- 
not understand  how  a  case  such  as  that 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
rontt  can  arise,  and  I  will  promise  to 
make  inquiries  in  the  matter. 

Vote  ayresd  to, 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £291,673,  be 
granted"  to  Her  Majesty,  to  connplete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  (yharge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during:  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t.day  of  March  1S86,  for  such  of  tho 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  as  are  not  charged  on  tho  Con- 
solidated Fund." 

Me.  INCE  said,  he  rose  to  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £5,000. 
He  did  that  because  he  took  that  to  be, 
roughly— he  did  not  pretend  to  have 
the  right  amount — the  sum  that  enabled 
the  Q-overnment  to  employ  one  of  the 
chief  clerks  and  his  staff  in  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 
He  desired,  in  moving  this  reduction,  to 
call  attention  to  ihe  unsatisfactory,  and, 
as  he  thought,  wasteful  mode  in  wliich 
the  business  of  tho  Chancery  Division 
was  in  this  respect  conducted.  The 
Committee  were,  no  doubt,  awaro  that 
the  Chancery  Division  consit'ted  of  five 
Judges.  All  of  those  Judpos  had  at- 
tached to  tlieir  Courts  a  staff,  consisting 
of  a  chief  clerk  and  his  otficera.  Well, 
the  Judges  had  different  degrees  of  ap- 
titude.   They  were  all  vet)  Q\xv\tL^T^  ^\\.^ 
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very  learned  men ;  bat  one  Judge  would, 
tmhappily  or  happily,  as  the  case  might 
be,  go  through  his  work  a  great  deal 
faster  than  another  Judge.  He  (Mr. 
Ince)  was  not  talking  entirely  without 
warrant.  He  had  looked  into  the  matter 
and  had  ascertained — and  here  he  might 
say  that,  for  obvious  reasons,  it  was  not 
possible  for  him  to  give  names — that  at 
a  period  in  the  present  year,  whilst  one 
Judge  was  disposing  of  1 1  witness  oases, 
another  had  got  through  30  or  40.  And, 
BO  far  as  he  could  discover,  the  cases, 
which  were  not  tried  by  witnesses  in 
Court  which  came  before  those  two 
Judges  were  in  about  the  same  ratio. 
The  result  of  that,  and  other  causes 
combined,  was  that  in  some  of  the 
Chambers  of  the  Judges  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  work,  and  in  others  a 
smaller  amount.  This  difference  in  the 
amount  of  work  from  time  to  time  did 
not  arise  from  temporary  causes,  and  yet 
every  Judge  had  precisely  the  same  staff 
and  precisely  the  same  number  of  clerks 
and  assistant  clerks.  Now,  he  ventured 
to  suggest  to  the  Committee  that  a  much 
more  rational  and  reasonable  plan  would 
be  to  make  the  chief  clerks  chief  clerks 
to  the  Court  generally  without  being 
attached  to  any  particular  Judge.  In 
that  way  the  business  would  be  dis- 
tributed equally  amongst  them  ;  and 
here,  again,  he  would  give  the  Com- 
mittee an  instance  to  show  that  he  was 
not  speaking  without  book.  Again,  he 
would  ask  them  to  excuse  him,  for 
obvious  reasons,  for  not  mentioning 
names.  There  was  lately,  in  one  of  the 
Courts  of  Chancery,  a  nuisance  case, 
which,  he  believed,  affected,  in  some 
way  or  other,  the  private  residence  of 
one  of  the  chief  clerks — ^at  all  events,  he 
was  very  much  interested  in  the  case. 
To  his  (Mr.  Ince's)  knowledge,  this 
hard-working  gentleman  contrived  to 
be  18  days  in  attendance  in  Court  in 
order  to  be  present  during  the  hearing 
of  this  case.  No  doubt,  suitors  were 
not  damnified  by  this  gentleman's  ab- 
sence from  his  official  post.  Doubtless, 
someone  else  did  a  little  more  work  in 
order  to  supply  the  place  of  this  chief 
clerk ;  but  the  moral  of  the  thing  was 
this — that  sometimes  in  one  Division 
they  had  too  many  men  to  do  the  work^ 
whilst  in  another  Division  they  had  not 
men  enough.  If  they  equalized  the  work, 
so  to  speak,  and  appointed  a  certain  num- 
ber of  derks  to  the  Chanoery  Division 
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of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  witliOQt 
attaching  them  to  individual  Jadg«a, 
no  one  would  be  overwhelmed  with 
work,  and  no  one  would  be  under- 
worked. They  could  not  do  that  mt 
once ;  but  he  was  sure  that,  in  course  of 
time,  they  would  be  able  to  reduce  the 
present  staff.  The  course  he  suggested 
would  enable  the  C^vemment  of  the  day 
to  effect  another  and  a  greater  improre- 
ment,  which  there  could  be  no  doubt, 
as  regarded  the  actual  trial  of  cases  and 
final  disposition  of  matters  in  dispute 
between  plaintiff  and  defendant  in  eaeli 
particular  case,  was  very  much  delaved 
in  Chancery.  It  was  clear  that  they 
coald  not  dispense  with  a  single  Judge. 
On  the  contrary,  he  was  of  opinion  thai 
they  needed  an  additional  Judge.  If 
they  adopted  the  course  he  suggested 
they  would  derive  from  it  this  advan- 
tage—that they  would  be  able  to  always 
spare  a  Judge  to  sit  in  Chambers  and  to 
keep  control  over  the  officials  there. 
This  system  would,  furthermore,  enable 
them  to  hand  over  to  Chambers  many 
matters  now  disposed  of  in  Couii-* 
matters  which  now  came  on  in  the  shape 
of  motions,  and  which  cost  a  vast  sum  of 
money.  Those  matters,  instead  of  ooet- 
ing  many  pounds,  could  be  settled  for  a 
few  shillings.  He  would  give  an  in- 
stance of  what  he  meant.  The  Attorney 
General  would,  he  was  sore,  accede  to 
the  accuracy  of  what  he  was  about  to 
say.  There  was  a  class  of  cases  that 
many  Members  of  that  House  were  ee» 
quainted  with  which  were  known  as 
'*  patent  cases."  When  a  patent  case 
came  on  the  first  thing  done  was  to  move 
for  an  injunction.  The  Court  invariably 
granted  that  injunction  unless  the  patent 
in  question  was  an  old  one,  or  one 
that  could  be  easily  established.  But 
yet  they  always  had,  solemnly,  a  motion 
for  an  injunction,  and  on  that  motion 
a  leading  oonnsel  was  briefed,  a  jonior 
counsel  was  briefed,  and  there  was 
brought  in  a  sort  of  expert  oooneel  on 
one  side  which  necessitated  the  bringing 
in  of  an  expert  counsel  on  the  other 
side.  Well,  the  point  to  be  decided  by 
all  this  array  of  legal  talent  was  one 
which  could  be  settled  by  two  lawyer^s 
clerks  in  Chambers  at  a  oost  of  a  few 
pounds.  Under  the  present  process 
a  motion  for  an  injunction  cost  some- 
thing like  £100  or  £200.  If  they  had 
a  Judge  constantly  sitting  in  Cham- 
bers they  might  relegate  to  him  a  grsat 
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deal  of  business,  and  thus  relieve  the 
Court  of  Chancery  which,  nine  times 
out  of  ten,  was  occupied  with  inter- 
locutory proceedings,  and  endeayouring 
to  see  how  not  to  decide  the  matter  in 
hand.  Those  dases  would,  by  Judges 
being  liberated  from  these  matters,  go 
as  quickly  as  possible  to  trial  by  action. 
He  commended  those  views  to  the  Com- 
mittee, as  he  believed  that  a  vast  saving 
might  be  efifected  in  connection  with 
Chambers  and  the  internal  arrange- 
ments of  the  Courts.  There  were  many 
details  that  it  would  not  be  right  for 
him  to  go  into,  and  which  he  would  not 
go  into — there  was  a  vast  deal  of  tech- 
nical matter  T^hich  would  have  to  be 
gone  into  in  order  to  render  the  matter 
intelligible  to  the  Committee..  He  would 
content  himself  with  saying  this — that, 
having  taken  some  pains  to  investigate 
the  matter,  from  his  knowledge  he  could 
Bay  that  there  was  a  vast  amount  of 
saving  to  be  brought  about  by  the 
system  he  advocated — that  was  to  say, 
if  the  whole  of  the  chief  clerks  were 
made  one  body,  and  Chambers  were  left 
for  a  particular  Judge.  They  would 
improve  their  administration  of  justice 
by  allowing  one  Judge  to  be  always 
sitting  in  Chambers  disposing  of  inter- 
locutory matters  cheaply  and  easily.  In 
that  way  they  would  do  that  which  he 
confessed,  to  his  regret  and  shame,  was 
greatly  required  in  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion—they would  be  expediting  the 
hearing  of  cases.  He  moved  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £6,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £286,673,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1886,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  as  are  not  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund."— (Jfr.  Ince.) 

Sir  FAERER  HERSCHELL  said, 
he  thought  it  would  save  time  if  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Ince) 
would  allow  him  to  interpose  for  a 
minute,  because  the  question  raised  was 
undoubtedly  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance. It  was  whether  chief  clerks 
should  be  engaged  for  all  the  Judges 
together,  or  remain,  as  at  present,  at- 
tached to  particular  Judges,  one  Judge 
retaining  a  cause  with  his  chief  clerk 
throughout.  There  was  a  deal  to  be 
said  for  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
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view,  and  there  would  be,  in  one  way, 
a  great  deal  of  advantage  in  appointing 
chief  clerks  and  their  staffs  for  the 
whole  of  the  Judges.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  the  other  system — for  a  Judge  hav- 
ing the  same  chief  clerk,  who  would  be 
familiar  with  the  business  which  had 
been  brought  before  him,  and  would  be 
able  to  remind  him  of  circumstances  at- 
tending cases.  He  (Sir  Farrer  Her- 
schell)  did  not  wish  to  express  an  opi- 
nion one  way  or  the  other ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  save  time  if  he  stated 
that  the  question  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  appointed 
by  the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  over  which 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  had,  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  presided.  He  felt  sure 
that  the  Committee  would  think  that, 
until  they  had  a  Report  from  that  Com- 
mittee, they  were  not  in  a  position  to 
discuss  the  subject. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
press  his  Amendment,  as  the  matter 
was  one  of  much  difficulty,  and  his  pro- 
posal would  give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of 
confusion,  and,  if  he  did,  great  anta- 
gonism would  be  caused.  He  (Mr. 
Gregory)  was  not  wedded  to  the  sys- 
tem the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed.  He  thought  it  was  more  de- 
sirable to  keep  chief  clerks  in  touch 
with  the  Judges  to  whom  they  belonged 
than  to  associate  them  with  the  Judges 
collectively.  One  thing  which  made  the 
Court  of  Chancery  efficient  was  that  the 
Judge  had  control  over  his  chief  clerk, 
and  that  the  suitor  had  ready  access  to 
him. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that, 
before  the  Vote  was  put  to  the  Com- 
mittee, he  wished  to  ask  whether  there 
was  any  prospect  of  certain  items,  which 
he  would  mention,  being  either  omitted 
or  reduced  ?  He  saw,  under  the  head- 
ing **  Personal  Officers  of  the  Judges," 
such  items  as  '^  Secretary  of  Presenta- 
tions, £400  ;  "  <*  Secretary  of  Presenta- 
tions for  Expenses  of  Office,  3  and  4 
JFilL  IV.  c.  84,  s.  4,  £50 ; "  "  Secretary 
of  Presentations  for  Expenses  of  Office 
of  Clerk  of  Dispensations  and  Faculties, 
3  &  4  Will,  IV.  c.  84,  s.  4,  £60.''  Who 
were  those  Secretaries  of  Presentations 
—  what  were  their  functions?  Then 
there  was  an  item,  **  Pursebearer  and 
Clerk  of  the  Chamber,  £400."  Was  he 
a  necessary  official — what  did  he  do? 
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Assizes,  and  had  put  all  the  parties 
brought  together  to  great  inconve- 
nience. He  knew  very  well  there  was 
an  answer  to  that — the  answer  that 
Charles  Lamb  gave  to  his  employers 
when  he  was  employed  by  the  South  Sea 
Commissioners — he  being  a  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  Commissioners.  Lamb  had 
become  extremely  irregular  in  his  hours 
of  attendance,  and  at  last  the  Commis- 
sioners felt  themselves  bound  to  call 
upon  him  for  an  explanation.  Those 
gentlemen  liked  him — as  we  all  liked 
the  Judges — and  were  reluctant  to  find 
fault  with  him ;  but  his  irregularities 
were  so  serious  that  they  felt  bound  at 
last  to  take  notice  of  them.  They  said 
to  him — **We  are  obliged  to  complain 
to  you  about  your  attendance,  it  is  so 
irregular ;  we  must  call  your  attention 
to  it."  In  a  way  that  was  character- 
istic, he  replied — **I  must  confess  I 
do  come  down  very  late  indeed  in  the 
morning ;  but,  then,  I  always  go  away 
very  early  in  the  afternoon."  The 
Judges  had  that  excuse,  no  doubt.  As 
they  now  sat  later  in  the  morning,  they 
rose  much  earlier  in  the  afternoon  than 
they  used  to  do  formerly.  Let  him  show 
the  Committee  how  that  system  operated. 
Before  he  did  that  he  would  quote  a 
great  authority  for  the  proposition  he 
would  make,  which  he  thought  should 
be  adopted.  After  the  Judicature  Act 
was  passed.  Earl  Cairns — whose  loss  all 
law  reformers  deeply  deplored — ^thought 
that  a  great  object  would  be  gained  if 
all  Circuits  and  local  sittings  of  Courts 
could  be  fixed  at  the  commencement  of 
the  year,  and  included  in  a  Calendar. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  had  been 
unable  to  carry  the  good  object  he  had 
in  view  into  effect.  The  late  Govern- 
ment wished  to  carry  it  out,  and,  there- 
fore, under  several  Acts  of  Parliament 
they  advised  Her  Majesty  to  pass  an 
Order  in  Council  on  the  26th  of  June  in 
last  year.  In  the  observations  he  was 
about  to  make  on  that  Order  in  Council, 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  he 
thought  that  Order  was  a  well-considered 
or  a  wise  one.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
a  good  scheme,  but  it  had  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  What  did  it 
say  —  and  he  would  here,  again,  beg 
pardon  of  the  Committee  if  he  happened 
to  speak  of  one  part  of  the  country  only. 
He  believed  that  other  parts  could  be 
referred  to,  but  he  limited  himself  to 
that  part  with  which  be  was  specially 
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familiar.  With  regard  to  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  26th  of  June,  he  espe- 
cially drew  the  attention  of  the  Attomej 
General  to  the  matter,  because,  thoogk 
he  was  not  going  to  ask  him  to  give  u 
opinion  against  the  Judges,  he  could  vA 
help  thinking  that  they  had  rendered 
themselves  liable  to  an  indictment  ibr 
breach  of  the  Order.  No  doubt  his  hoa. 
and  learned  Friend,  who  would  defend 
them,  would  find  some  words  at  the  end 
of  the  Order  which  would  defeat  any 
indictment  which  might  be  brought 
against  the  Judges  for  having  violnied 
the  Order.     The  Order  said — 

**  The  Assizes  shall  be  held  at  Alaacheitcr  aai 
Liverpool  at  times  to  be  fixed,  as  far  at  ma j  W 
practicable  and  the  business  to  be  doas  mar 
allow,  according  to  the  scheme  of  the  aeooBi 
Schedule  hereto  attached  for  the  Somniflr  aai 
Winter  Assizes." 

That  Schedule  stated  that  tHeee  dates 
should  be  February  15th  at  Manchester 
and  March  1st  at  LiverpooL  There  was 
a  note  at  the  end  stating  that  the  dates 
might  be  altered  by  uxe  Judges  at  a 
meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  fijdnf 
dates.  He  was  sure  his  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend,  whose  candour  he  relied  upon, 
would  not  for  a  moment  contend  that  it 
was  for  the  convenience  of  the  pabhe 
that  the  dates  of  the  Assizes  in  Maft> 
Chester  and  Liverpool  contained  in  tkt 
Schedule  of  the  Order  in  Council  wert 
altered  in  the  way  he  was  about  to 
mention.  The  dates  were  altered  ia 
direct  opposition  to  and  in  Tiolation  of 
that  Order  in  Council.  The  JadM 
were  determined  not  to  obey  that  Oraer 
in  Council,  which  he  supposed  had  bscm 
prepared  by  persons  for  whom  thej  had 
no  great  respect.  The  Judges  delibe- 
rately met  together,  and,  instead  d 
fixing  the  Assizes  as  they  were  bound  to 
fix  them  according  to  the  Order  ia 
Council,  they  fixed  them  quite  diffsc^ 
ently.  The  consequence  of  that  in  Sootk 
Lancashire  was  that  the  public  ene- 
rienced  very  great  inconvenience.  TVi 
public  naturally  assumed,  in  the  nbictifs 
of  any  reason  to  the  contrary,  that  H^ 
Assizes  would  be  held  in  aocovdaast 
with  the  Order  in  Council — woold  bs 
held  on  the  days  appointed  ia  tksl 
Order.  He  (Mr.  West^  himaeU;  efia 
with  his  experience  of  Judgea  aad  tkt 
law,  had  certainly  thought  that  oa  iki 
first  occasion  on  which  the  new  law  eaaa 
into  operation  it  would  be  ohered  If 
their  Lordshi|>8.     He  had  the  hamm 
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cults  a-year  and  pay  his  own  expenses 
out  of  his  own  pocket;  and  it  had 
been  calculated  as  a  rough  kind  of  esti- 
mate that  that  would  cost  him  £500 
a-year,  and,  therefore,  that  his  net  salary 
would  be  £4,500  a-year.  After  that,  as 
many  hon.  Members  were  aware,  the 
number  of  Circuits  was  increased  from 
two  to  three,  and  then  from  three  to 
four,  in  the  course  of  the  year.  Then  it 
wasthought  desirable  that  as  the  salaries 
of  the  Judges  had  been  fixed  on  the  cal- 
culation that  they  were  only  to  go  two 
Circuits  a-year,  their  salaries  were  so 
fixed  by  Parliament — in  1876  bethought 
— as  to  cover  the  expenses  they  were  put 
to  in  the  two  extra  Circuits.  After  that 
the  Judicature  Act  passed.  It  was  con- 
sidered necessary  that  all  the  Judges 
should  go  on  Circuit — one  or  two  excep- 
tions being  made  with  which  he  need 
not  trouble  the  Committee.  That  ar- 
rangement was  carried  out  for  some 
time.  It  was  found  to  be  extremely 
inconvenient,  however,  fpr  gentlemen 
of  great  experience  at  the  Chancery  Bar 
who  were  appointed  Judges;  though 
very  good  Judges  for  Chancery  busi- 
ness, they  were  not  so  well  able  to  deal 
with  criminal  matters  or  Nisi  Friua 
cases,  as  gentlemen  of  experience  in 
those  branches  of  the  Profession.  It 
was,  therefore,  found  to  be  advantageous 
that  Common  Law  Judges  should  go  on 
Circuit  and  that  Equity  Judges  should 
not.  Then  there  arose  this  difficulty. 
Common  Law  Judges  naturally  said — 
*'  It  is  rather  hard  that  we  should  be 
compelled  to  go  on  Circuit  and  receive 
only  £5,000,  without  having  our  ex- 
penses paid  for  us,  whilst  the  Chancery 
Judges,  who  do  not  go  on  Circuit,  receive 
the  same  salary — ^virtually  £500  more 
than  we."  An  arrangement  was  made 
with  these  Common  Law  Judges,  the 
nature  of  which  he  would  explain.  It 
did  not  seem  to  occur  to  the  Judges, 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  question 
of  these  salaries,  that  one  way  to  equalize 
them  would  be  to  reduce  the  salaries 
of  those  who  did  not  go  on  Circuit 
to  £4,500  and  keep  the  salaries  of 
those  who  did  at  £5,000.  They  took 
the  other  view  and  said — ''  Do  not  level 
down,  but  level  up,  and  let  the  Common 
Law  Judges  have  the  expenses  of  all 
the  Circuits  paid  for  them."  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  that  ought  to 
have  been  done  openly  and  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  if  done  at  all.    He  did 


not  think  it  consistent  with  the  character 
of  the  Judges  to  make  a  bargain  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  the 
time  being  by  which  they  obtained  an 
addition  of  £500  a-year  to  their  salaries. 
That,  however,  was  what  they  did. 
Those  old  enough  to  remember  Lord 
Denman  and  the  Judges  of  his  day, 
would  not  be  able  to  understand  the 
possibility  of  any  of  them  going  pri- 
vately to  the  Government  to  arrange  for 
an  addition  to  their  salaries.  No  doubt, 
in  the  case  he  was  referring  to,  the  addi- 
tion to  the  Vote  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  increase  was  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  it  was  not 
brought  forward  in  the  regular  way  in 
the  form  of  a  Bill.  He  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  additional  pay- 
ment had  been  made  on  a  distinct  foot- 
ing. An  arrangement,  of  which  he 
could  not  approve,  had  been  made, 
whereby  a  certain  sum  per  day  was  now 
paid  to  the  Judges  on  Circuit  for  their 
expenses.  He  did  not  complain  of  the 
expenditure  on  the  administration  of 
justice.  He  did  not  think  they  should 
administer  it  too  cheaply,  or  should 
attempt  to  administer  it  too  cheaply; 
but  what  he  did  say  was  that  he  should 
be  able  to  show  to  demonstration  that 
the  public  had  lost  considerably  in  the 
conveniences  accorded  to  them  by  the 
Judges  in  consequence  of  this  arrange- 
ment. In  the  first  place,  it  was  not  a 
dignified  way  to  pay  the  Judges  to  pay 
them  by  the  day.  In  the  first  place,  it 
led  persons  of  vulgar  minds,  who  be- 
lieved that  Judges  were  liable  to  the 
same  temptations  as  ordinary  mortals, 
to  think  tiiat  they  prolonged  the  Cir- 
cuits unnecessarily.  There  could  be  no 
doubt,  whatever  the  cause  of  it  might 
be — and  he  should  be  corroborated 
on  this  point  by  Members  on  all  sides  of 
the  House — that  the  Circuits  had  be- 
come extraordinarily  prolonged  since 
those  daily  allowances  were  given.  He 
would  give  an  illustration  of  that.  When 
he  was  young,  and  when  his  two  hon. 
and  learned  Friends  opposite  first  went 
on  Circuit,  the  Judges  always  sat  at 
9  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Well,  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  Assizes  held 
at  Manchester  last  winter  —  for  one 
example  was  better  than  1,000  general 
statements.  The  Judge  there  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  sitting  at  half -past  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  a  circumstance 
which  had  increased  the  length  of  the 
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Assizes,  and  had  put  all  the  parties 
brought  together  to  great  inconve- 
nience. He  knew  very  well  there  was 
an  answer  to  that — the  answer  that 
Charles  Lamb  gave  to  his  employers 
when  he  was  employed  by  the  South  Sea 
Commissioners — he  being  a  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  Commissioners.  Lamb  had 
become  extremely  irregular  in  his  hours 
of  attendance,  and  at  last  the  Commis- 
sioners felt  themselves  bound  to  call 
upon  him  for  an  explanation.  Those 
gentlemen  liked  him — as  we  all  liked 
the  Judges — and  were  reluctant  to  find 
fault  with  him ;  but  his  irregularities 
were  so  serious  that  they  felt  bound  at 
last  to  take  notice  of  them.  They  said 
to  him — **We  are  obliged  to  complain 
to  you  about  your  attendance,  it  is  so 
irregular ;  we  must  call  your  attention 
to  it."  In  a  way  that  was  character- 
istic, he  replied — '*I  must  confess  I 
do  come  down  very  late  indeed  in  the 
morning;  but>  then,  I  always  go  away 
very  early  in  the  afternoon."  The 
Judges  had  that  excuse,  no  doubt.  As 
they  now  sat  later  in  the  morning,  they 
rose  much  earlier  in  the  afternoon  than 
they  used  to  do  formerly.  Let  him  show 
the  Committee  how  that  system  operated. 
Before  he  did  that  he  would  quote  a 
great  authority  for  the  proposition  he 
would  make,  which  he  thought  should 
be  adopted.  After  the  Judicature  Act 
was  passed,  Earl  Cairns — whose  loss  all 
law  reformers  deeply  deplored — thought 
that  a  great  object  would  be  gained  if 
all  Circuits  and  local  sittings  of  Courts 
could  be  fixed  at  the  commencement  of 
the  year,  and  included  in  a  Calendar. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  had  been 
unable  to  carry  the  good  object  he  had 
in  view  into  effect.  The  late  Govern- 
ment wished  to  carry  it  out,  and,  there- 
fore, under  several  Acts  of  Parliament 
they  advised  Her  Majesty  to  pass  an 
Order  in  Council  on  the  26th  of  June  in 
last  year.  In  the  observations  he  was 
about  to  make  on  that  Order  in  Council, 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  he 
thought  that  Order  was  a  well-considered 
or  a  wise  one.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
a  good  scheme,  but  it  had  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  What  did  it 
Bay  —  and  he  would  here,  again,  beg 
pardon  of  the  Committee  if  he  happened 
to  speak  of  one  part  of  the  country  only. 
He  believed  that  other  parts  could  be 
referred  to,  but  he  limited  himself  to 
that  part  with  which  be  was  spedally 
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familiar.  With  regard  to  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  26tn  of  June,  he  espe- 
cially drew  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  matter,  because,  though 
he  was  not  going  to  ask  bim  to  give  u 
opinion  against  the  Judges,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  thej  had  rendered 
themselves  liable  to  an  indictment  for 
breach  of  the  Order.  No  doubt  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  who  would  defend 
them,  would  find  some  words  at  the  end 
of  the  Order  which  would  defeat  an? 
indictment  which  might  be  broagbt 
against  the  Judges  for  having  violated 
the  Order.     The  Order  said — 

'*  The  Assizes  shaUbe  held  at  Mancheeterasd 
Liverpool  at  times  to  be  fixed,  as  far  as  maj  be 
practicable  and  the  business  to  be  done  maj 
allow,  according  to  the  scheme  of  the  seoou 
Schedule  hereto  attached  for  the  Summer  aad 
Winter  Assizes." 

That  Schedule  stated  that  these  dates 
should  be  February  15th  at  Manchester 
and  March  1st  at  Liverpool.  There  wu 
a  note  at  the  end  stating  that  the  dates 
might  be  altered  by  the  Judges  at  a 
meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  fixing 
dates.  He  was  sure  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  whose  candour  he  relied  upoD, 
would  not  for  a  moment  contend  that  it 
was  for  the  convenience  of  the  pablk 
that  the  dates  of  the  Assizes  in  Man- 
chester and  Liverpool  contained  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Order  in  Council  were 
altered  in  the  way  he  was  about  to 
mention.  The  dates  were  altered  in 
direct  opposition  to  and  in  violation  of 
that  Order  in  Council.  The  Judges 
were  determined  not  to  obey  that  Order 
in  Council,  which  he  supposed  had  heen 
prepared  by  persons  for  whom  they  had 
no  great  respect.  The  Judges  delibe- 
rately met  together,  and,  instead  of 
fixing  the  Assizes  as  they  were  bound  to 
fix  them  according  to  the  Order  in 
Council,  they  fixed  them  quite  differ- 
ently. The  consequence  of  that  in  South 
Lancashire  was  that  the  public  expe- 
rienced very  great  inconvenience.  The 
public  naturally  assumed,  in  the  absence 
of  any  reason  to  the  contrary,  that  the 
Assizes  would  be  held  in  accordance 
with  the  Order  in  Council — would  be 
held  on  the  days  appointed  in  that 
Order.  He  (Mr.  West)  himself,  even 
with  his  experience  of  Judges  and  the 
law,  had  certainly  thought  that  on  the 
first  occasion  on  which  the  new  law  came 
into  operation  it  would  be  obeyed  by 
their  Lordships.     He  ]iad  the  honoor 
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of  holding  several  Courts  of  some  im- 
portance in  Lancashire,  and  he  had 
£zed  the  dates  of  his  sittings  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Order  in  Council.  He 
was  sorry  to  detain  the  Committee,  hut 
this  was  really  a  most  important  matter 
as  affecting  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice throughout  Lancashire.  On  the 
22nd  of  December — and  he  hoped  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  mark  the  date — there 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  an  an- 
nouncement to  the  effect  that  the  Judges 
had  decided  to  hold  Assizes  at  Man- 
chester on  the  24th  of  January — in  direct 
violation  not  only  of  the  words  of  the 
Order  in  Council,  but  of  the  meaning  of 
that  Order,  which  was  that  the  Judges 
who  went  on  the  Northern  Circuits 
should  not  start  until  the  other  Judges 
had  finished  their  Circuits,  so  that  the 
whole  of  the  Judges  might  not  be  away 
from  London  rt  the  same  time.  What 
was  the  consequence  ?  "Why,  as  every- 
one familiar  with  the  matter  was  aware, 
the  22nd  of  December,  the  date  on  which 
the  announcement  appeared,  wa's  on  the 
eve  of  the  Christmas  holidays.  How 
was  it  possible  that  people  could  be 
ready  to  go  on  with  cases  on  the  24th  of 
January?  He  ought  to  add  that  his 
Court  was  appointed  to  be  held  on  the 
9th  of  February,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Judges  to  hold  their  Assizes,  which 
should  have  been  held  on  the  15th  of 
February,  and  so  have  enabled  him  to 
clear  the  gaol  for  the  prisoners  who 
came  to  be  tried  before  the  Judges.  As 
it  was,  he  had  been  imable  to  clear  his 
Court.  When  the  Judges  came  down, 
only  56  out  of  a  total  of  72  prisoners 
had  been  tried,  and  the  Judges  managed 
to  spin  the  period  of  their  stay  to  over  a 
fortnight.  Naturally  enough,  that  cir- 
cumstance excited  a  considerable  amount 
of  attention  and  discussion  in  Lanca- 
shire, and  he  was  given  to  understand 
that  it  had  been  alleged  by  someone  in 
defence  of  the  Judges  that  they  had 
acted  for  the  convenience  of  the  public, 
and  not  for  their  own  convenience.  For 
that  reason  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  matter.  The  Judges 
who  thus  altered  the  law  and  made  this 
change  would,  one  would  have  thought, 
have  consulted  some  person  capable  of 
giving  an  opinion  on  the  question  of 
public  convenience.  As  he  said,  he 
nad  made  inquiries  on  this  head,  and 
he  had  been  informed  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Quarter  Sessions  in  Lancashire 


was  never  consulted,  nor  was  the  Be- 
corder  of  Liverpool.  He  (Mr.  West), 
holding  two  Courts  in  Manchester,  was 
never  consulted,  and  the  Mayor  of  Man- 
chester was  never  consulted.  He  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  was 
consulted,  as  well  as  another  gentle- 
man, but  their  advice  was  not  taken. 
So  far  as  he  could  learn,  that  was 
all  the  consultation  which  took  place. 
More  than  that,  the  Assizes  sat  on  Satur- 
day, and  the  Grand  Jury  and  the  Petty 
Jury  being  summoned  on  that  day  enor- 
mous inconvenience  was  occasioned  to 
the  public.  All  that  inconvenience,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  was  wholly  and  solely 
occasioned  out  of  consideration  for  the 
convenience  of  particular  Judges.  He 
^oped  that  in  making  those  observations 
it  would  not  be  supposed  that  he  was 
referring  to  all  the  Judges.  He  was 
very  much  obliged  to  the  Committee  for 
allowing  him  to  address  them  at  such 
great  length;  but  he  did  think  that 
there  were  no  more  ill-used  people  in 
the  country  than  the  unfortunate  liti- 
gants. They  never  knew  when  the 
Assizes  were  coming  on,  or  when  they 
were  likely  to  be  called  upon  to  try  their 
cases.  He  considered  that  to  be  an 
injustice,  and  he  hoped  that  a  settle- 
ment would  be  arrived  at  some  way 
or  other.  He  was  quite  sure  that  if  the 
Judges  were  not  paid  those  large  sums 
for  Circuit  expenses,  and  were  not  paid 
at  all  unless  they  fixed  the  Circuit  to 
suit  the  convenience  of  the  public  rather 
than  their  own  personal  convenience, 
much  good  would  come  of  it.  He  begged 
to  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
£4,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £287,673,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  as  are  not  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund."— (Ifr.  West.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  any  useful  purpose 
would  be  served,  certainly  at  that  time,  if 
they  followed  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
through  all  the  various  matters  he  had 
gone  into.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  no  doubt  aware  that,  as  far 
as  the  system  which  he  had  complained 
of  was  in  force,  it  was  in  consequence 
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lie  liad  never  rendered  any  accounts.  It 
appeared,  therefore,  that  there  was  pro- 
bably a  large  amount  of  unexpended 
Secret  Service  money  in  the  hands  of 
the  Treasury ;  what  the  amount  was,  of 
course,  none  but  the  authorities  could 
tell.  But  the  balance  had  to  be  sur- 
rendered when  a  Government  went  out 
of  Office,  and  he  presumed  that  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  be 
able  to  inform  the  Committee  what  was 
the  amount  at  present  in  the  hands  of 
the  Treasury.  He  did  not  ask  for  a 
scrap  of  information  as  to  what  was 
done  with  the  money  which  was  handed 
over  to  the  Department  for  application. 
In  the  old  days  it  was  used  for  the  pur- 
poses of  corruption ;  but  it  was,  of  course, 
impossible  to  suppose  that  anything  of 
the  kind  took  place  now.  He  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  say 
whether  there  was  any  reason  why  he 
should  not  state  what  was  the  amount 
of  the  unexpended  balance  at  present  in 
the  hands  of  the  Treasury  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  Henry  Holland)  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  probably  aware 
that  the  subject  was  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  one  of  the  points 
which  they  had  to  consider  being 
whether  there  should  be  an  aadit,  aod 
to  what  extent,  of  this  £10,000.  It  was, 
of  coureo,  imposaible  that  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  details  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  Secret  Service  money; 
it  stood  to  reason  that  if  he  wore  it  wouEd 
no  longer  b©  Secret  Service  money ;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  only  a  question  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  voucher  with 
which  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Ge- 
neral should  be  satisfied  under  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Audit  Act. 

Mb,  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  explained 
that  he  did  not  ask  for  auj  information 
with  regard  to  the  expenditure  of  this 
money.  But  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee had  reported  last  year  that  the 
amount  received  by  the  Patronage  Se- 
cretary was  not  audited  at  all.  His 
question  did  not,  however,  refer  to  that^ 
but  to  the  amount  of  unexpended  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury*  Bid  it, 
or  did  it  not,  amount  to  the  sum  of 
about  £140,000? 

Tnu  SECRETART  to  the  TREA- 
SURY: That  is,  of  cour&o,  a  question 
which  I  am  unable  to  answer. 

Resolutions  agreed  to, 
Mr,  Arthur  O^Conmr 


BEER  ADULTERATION  BILL.— [Bill  14.] 

(iff.  Storer,  Mr.  Kiekt,  Sir  H^rhtrt 

Maxwell,) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  STORER,  in  moving  that  thA 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 
was  a  very  short  Bill,  but  it  had  excited 
approval  in  many  parts  of  the  coxLntrr. 
It  proposed  to  remedy  a  grievance  which 
had  been  long  felt  by  the  oonsomers  of 
beer.  He  need  not  say  that  it  was  a 
very  important  measure,  inasmuch  as 
beer  had  been  held  by  no  less  an  autiio- 
rity  than  the  late  Prime  Minister  to  be 
a  necessary  of  life  to  the  working  man. 
No  doubt,  brewing  of  beer  had  not  in- 
creased at  all  of  late  years ;  but  in  sfnte 
of  the  efforts  of  toototallers,  beer  stin 
held  its  own.  In  the  opinion  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  conntiy — 
[_Crie8  of  J'  Move ! "]  He  merely  wished 
that  some  little  reason  should  be  given 
why  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time.  The  Bill  provided  that  penoas 
who  sold  beer  brewed  from  or  contain- 
ing any  ingredients  other  than  hope  and 
malt  from  barley,  should  show  that  the 
beer  was  so  brewed,  and  that  in  defanlt 
of  giving  such  notice  they  should  be 
subjected  to  certain  fines.  Some  of  the 
ingredieota  now  used  made  very  inferior 
beer,  and  it  was  to  prevent  adulteration 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— (iff,  Sior^r,) 

The  PEESIBENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOABD  (Mr,  A-  X. 
Balfour)  saidp  he  hoped  bis  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  the  Bill  at  thai 
time.  He  syrapathiEed  with  the  ob- 
ject the  hen.  Gentleman  had  in  view. 
which  was  to  prevent  the  adulteration  of 
beer ;  but  the  Bill  appeared  to  go  on  ib« 
assumption  that  beer  which  was  com- 
posed of  other  materials  than  hope  aod 
malt  was  necessarily  adulterated.  Dif- 
ferent opi Dions  were  held  on  the  point, 
and  he  believed  that  by  an  existing  Acs 
of  Parliament  the  use  of  sugar  in  th« 
brewing  of  beer  was  already  allawfd- 
Moreover^  it  was  not  possible  by  any 
test  known  at  present  to  detect  wheih^ 
sugar  had  or  had  not  been  used  in  ihe 
production  of  beer.  He  thought  that 
these  facts  would  cause  his  hoti.  Frtni 
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tended   to    £x  absolutely  the  dates  at 
which  the  Judges  should  go  on  Circuit, 
but  to  fix  dates  which  would  indicate  the 
period   about  which    they  would  take 
their  departure.     When  the  Eule  was 
made,  he  knew  that  there  were  a  great 
many  complaints  from  the  members  of 
the  Circuit  which  included  Liverpool 
and  Manchester,  and  with  whom  he  had 
come  in  contact.    It  was  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  of  the  work  in  London 
that  it  was  thought  well  to  depart  from 
the  scheme  in  some  cases.    The  scheme 
was  really  departed  from  because  it  was 
believed  that  the  work  could  be  done 
very  much    better  by  such  departure, 
and    not   for    the  convenience  of   the 
Judges,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  believe.    Any  one  day  might 
have  been  altered  for  the  convenience  of 
an  individual  Judge ;  but  the  alteration 
in  the  scheme  was  certainly  not  done  by 
one  Judge,  but  with  the  consent  of  all 
the  Judges,  and  it  was  acquiesced  in  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor.    If  they  were  to 
propose  legislation  on  the  subject,  they 
would  be  met  by  all  sorts  of  difficulties, 
and  possibly  those  gentlemen  who  now 
complained  would  be  loudest  in  their 
criticisms.    In  the  meantime,  until  they 
could  get  a  Bill  through  Parliament,  no 
better  arrangement  could  be  made  Uian 
that  which  had  been  made. 

Mr.  west  entirely  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  late  Solicitor  Gene- 
,  ral  (Sir  Farrer  Herschell) ;  but  his  point 
was  this,  that  this  Order  ought  to  be 
adhered  to,  or  repealed  if  it  was  not  of 
any  use,  and  not  absolutely  set  at  defi- 
ance as  it  was.  With  regard  to  legis- 
lation, he  did  not  think  that  any  was 
necessary  for  it,  for  if  another  Order 
in  Council,  properly  drawn  up  and  con- 
sidered, were  issued,  all  the  difficulties 
would  be  got  rid  of.  He  was  much 
obliged  to  the  Connnittee  for  having 
listened  to  hhn.  He  did  not  desire  to 
detain  them  further,  and  would  not  put 
them  to  the  trouble  of  a  division.  He 
wished  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  had  pointed  to  several 
sinecures  included  in  this  Vote,  on  which 
he  hoped  to  receive  some  explanation 
from  the  Government.  He  asked  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  would  do 


his  best  to  suppress  the  offices  to  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  alluded—namely, 
that  of  Trainbearer,  Pursebearer,  and 
Clerk  of  the  Petty  Bag  ?    It  was  all  the 
more  essential  that  that  should  be  done 
now,  because  they  had  a  new  Lord  Chan- 
cellor  who  would  probably  be  enjoying  a 
pension  of  £5,000  per  annum  after  the 
next  three  months.  He  did  not  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  explain  to  the 
Committee  what  a  trainbearer  was,  but 
only  that  he  would  look  into  the  matter 
in  order  to  see  what  offices  of  that  kind 
could  be  suppressed.    Then  there  was 
the  charge  of  £225  for  the  Preacher  of 
the  Eolls  Chapel.    Could  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  who  the  preacher 
was ;  whether  he  preached  to  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls,  and  why  they  were  called 
on  to  pay  for  these  religious  duties  in 
connection  with  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  ? 
Then  there  was  the  Clerk  of  the  Petty 
Bag.    It  was  thoroughly  admitted  that 
that  clerk  had  nothing  to  do,  and  that 
he  would  disappear  from  the  Estimates; 
but  instead  of  that,  it  appeared  that  the 
charge  had  increased.     Perhaps  the  At- 
torney General  would  excuse  him  for 
saying    that    **a    new    broom    sweeps 
clean,''   and  for  again  expressing  the 
hope  that  he  would  sweep  away  some  of 
the  sinecures  in  those  Offices. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Mr.  sexton  rose  to  Order.  He 
understood  the  Clerk  to  read  the  third 
Order  of  the  Day,  the  second  Order  not 
having  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  SPEAEIEB :  In  consequence  of 
the  Besolution  passed  this  evening,  the 
third  Order  has  precedence,  and  the  re- 
maining Orders  follow  in  their  proper 
sequence. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [6th  July]  reported. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  Secret  Service  money. 
He  pointed  out  that  there  was  no  audit 
in  respect  of  the  Yote  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  The  balance  of  that 
money  that  was  not  used  was  surren- 
dered; but  although  for  many  years 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  been 
drawing  these  £10,000,  oi^OgW!' 


Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  address  him- 
self to  the  Question  of  adjournment. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  said,  that  he  did  not  desire  to 
speak  as  a  Memher  of  the  Government, 
but  as  a  Member  of  the  House  who  was 
interested  in  this  very  simple  Bill.  He 
thought  he  could  explain  the  object  of 
the  Bill  in  two  minutes.  It  was  not  a 
Bill  of  any  great  importance  except  to 
the  people  concerned,  and  therefore  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
powers  of  explanation  were  exceptional. 
However,  the  Bill  was  not  so  simple  as 
seemed  to  be  imagined.  The  only  reason 
why  hon.  Members  had  assented  to  sit- 
ting till  that  late  hour  (1.50)  was  that 
the  Business  to  be  taken  was  urgent. 
He  trusted  there  would  be  no  fur- 
ther opposition  to  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  it 
was  quite  clear  that  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning  there  could  be  no  satisfactory 
discussion  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate /or^Atfr  adjourned  till  Thureday, 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TRANSFER  OP 

REGISTRY,  &c.)  BILL.-[Bill  179.] 

{Mr.  Soltns,  Mr,  ChamberlainJ) 

COMHITTBB. 

Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title  and  construction). 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  should  like 
to  have  some  explanation  of  the  Bill. 
It  seemed  a  very  simple  measure,  pro- 
viding merely  for  the  transfer  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  registry  of  shipping. 
But  he  thought  the  general  feeling  was 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  already 
more  than  they  could  manage,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  know  why  it  was 
proposed  to  transfer  to  that  Board  from 
the  Customs  the  registry  of  shipping. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  the  present  system 
had  given  satisfaction  to  the  mercantile 
community,  and  therefore  he  should  like 
to  hear  why  that  change  was  proposed  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  BOAED 
OF  TEADE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
said,  it  had  been  found  that  the  present 
system  did  not  work  satisfactorily ;  and, 
therefore,  in  order  to  simplify  the  regis- 

Mr,  Sexton 


tration  of  shipping,  it  was  proposed  by 
this  very  short  BUI  that  in  future  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  be  alone  respoii- 
sible  for  the  registration.  The  Bill  was 
brought  in  by  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  it 
passed  the  second  reading  without  oppo- 
sition ;  and  he  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
trusted  that  it  would  not  now  be  op- 
posed. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  right  when  he  said  that  the  Bill 
passed  the  second  reading  without  any 
opposition.  He  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  had 
some  recollection  of  having  objected  to 
it  himself.  The  fact  waa  this  Bill  ez« 
tended  to  Ireland  a  jurisdiction  wfaiek 
did  not  at  present  exist.  The  Board  of 
Trade  was  in  Ireland  only  conoemed 
with  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights ;  but  this 
Bill  would  introduce  the  lE^ard  of  Trads 
into  Ireland  in  a  very  different  character. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  not  a  veiy 
satisfactory  experience  of  the  Board  ii 
Trade;  and  tiiey  had,  therefore,  no 
reason  to  desire  an  extension  of  tiie 
Board's  authority  to  the  other  side  of  tha 
water.  It  had  not  by  any  means  been 
proved  that  the  Bill  was  likely  to  im« 
prove  matters  even  with  respect  to  Eng- 
land. Seeing  that  in  Ireland  there  was 
now  a  tendency  to  decentralize  mattezs, 
it  seemed  to  be  a  rather  backward  step 
to  propose  legislation  which  would  cen- 
tralize matters  still;  more,  at  any  rate  in 
one  respect.  Would  the  QoTOTnnMnt 
consent  to  the  limitation  of  the  Bill  to 
Gfreat  Britain,  leaving  matters  in  Ii^ 
land  as  at  present  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  Ft» 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Sir  R 
AssHETON  Cross)  thought  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  better  plan  would 
be  to  report  Progress. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sii 
again  upon  Thurtday. 

TITHE  BENT    CHABGE    HEDEMPnOS 

BILL.— [Bill  181.] 

{Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Mml, 

Mr.  Tivitm.) 

S£CX>XD  READDTO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  said,  ^ 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  tb»  BiQ 
to  be  read  a  second  time.  By  exisdif 
Acts  of  Parliament  permiasiTe  povtr 
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to  pause  before  he  asked  the  House  to 
accept  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Besides,  the  subject  was  one  of  a  con- 
troversial character,  and  therefore  it 
was  questionable  whether  it  should  be 
considered  at  that  time  of  the  morning 
(1.45). 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'OONNOE  moved 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  ^be  now  adjourned." 
-^{Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  HIOKS  said,  he  thought  he  could 
adduce  reasons  why  the  debate  should 
not  be  adjourned.  The  question  had 
been  before  the  House  and  the  country 
for  some  time ;  it  had  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  the  action  taken  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister  in  the  year  1880  in 
changing  the  Malt  Duty  into  a  Beer  Duty. 
It  was  perfectly  true,  as  was  said  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  that  sugar  had  been  allowed 
to  be  used  in  the  production  of  beer. 

Mb.  8PEAKEK:  The  Question  be- 
fore the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  and  therefore  the  hon. 
Oentleman  is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the 
Main  Question. 

Mb.  HIGKS  said,  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  show  the  House  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  importance  of  the  subject 
it  was  desirable  that  the  debate  should 
be  continued ;  but,  if  he  was  not  allowed 
to  do  that,  he  could  only  say,  represent- 
ing, as  he  did,  a  large  agricultural  consti- 
tuency, and  knowing  how  very  much  that 
interest  suffered  by  the  very  Bill  which 
was  professedly  brought  in  for  its  benefit 
— for  the  price  of  barley  had  fallen  St. 
to  4s.  a-quarter  in  consequence  of  that 
Bill — he  hoped  the  Government  would 
imdertake  to  consider  the  question  most 
seriously  during  the  Hecess,  and  at  the 
beginning  of  the  next  Parliament  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  of  their  own  to  relieve 
the  agricultural  interest  from  the  great 
injury  which  had  been  inflicted  upon 
them,  and  to  protect  the  consumers  of 
beerfrom  having  deleterious  compounds 
imposed  upon  them. 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  said,  that  as 
he  gathered  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Storer)  was  quite  ready  to  drop  the  Bill 
if  the.  Gt)vernment  would  promise  to 
consider  the  question,  and  if  they  would 
bring  in  a  measure  of  their  own,  he 


thought  the  best  course  to  pursue  would 
be  to  give  such  a  promise. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.—[Bill130.] 

{Dr,  Lyons.) 

SECOND  BEADING.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  fSOth  April],  «  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  on  the  dOth 
of  April  the  Bill  came  on  at  a  very  late 
hour  of  the  morning,  and  hon.  Members 
manfully  endeavoured  to  get  an  ex- 
planation from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons).  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  Bill,  was  totally  unable  to  affora  the 
explanation  desired,  and  that  led  cer- 
tain Members  to  oppose  the  measure. 
At  that  period  of  the  Session,  and  in 
consequence  of  the  understanding  that 
no  contentious  Business  was  to  be  taken, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
give  any  support  to  the  Bill.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'^ 
--{Mr.  Healy.) 

The  first  OOMMISSIONEE  of 
W0EK8  (Mr.  Pltjnket)  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons) 
made  some  observations  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the  SOth 
of  April,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not,  on  the  present  occasion, 
give  the  explanation  which  was  very 
naturally  desired  by  the  House.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  would  allow  him 
(Mr.  Flunket)  to  explain,  in  a  very  few 
words,  what  the  nature  of  the  Bill  was. 
He  was  not 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  to  explain  the 
Bill  on  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate?  j 
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grounds."  The  reasons  given  for  these 
words  were  very  strong.  The  period  of 
48  hours  would  be  a  very  short  time, 
and  he  would  suggest  to  substitute  for 
it  "  a  week." 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that  he 
is  not  able  to  move  to  omit  the  words 
**  pleasure  ground,"  as  that  would  be 
going  back. 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  he  under- 
stood the  point  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's observation.  He  should  be 
willing  to  assent  to  "a  week "  being 
adopted  in  place  of  **  forty-eight  hours." 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  agree  to  that  he  would  not 
move  to  exclude] the  words  "pleasure 
ground." 

Mr.  8T0RT  -  MASKELYNE  said, 
that  if  other  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not 
object,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment and  propose  **  a  week,"  instead  of 
"  thirty  days.^' 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  thirty,"  and  insert  lie  word  "seven.'* — {Mr. 
Story*  Maskelyne. ) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow, 

MOTIONS, 

BANKRUPTCY  (OFFICE   ACCOMMODATION) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bill  to 
enable  the  Treasury  to  provide,  out  of  surplus 
funds  arising  under  "  The  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1883,'*  Office  Accommodation  for  officers  ap- 
pointed under  the  said  Act,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Holland  and  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms. 

POLEHAMPTON  ESTATES  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  application  to  charitable  pur- 
poses of  such  portion  of  the  property  subject  to 
the  [will  of  Edward  Folehampton  as  is  now 
vestedtin  the^Crown,  and  for  the  management 
and  application  of  the  said  property,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Holland  and 
Mr.  Attorney  General. 
Sir  Charles  W.  Bilke 


ARTILLERY  AND  RIFLE   RANGES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Sxtth,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  regulation  of  land  held  by  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State 
or  a  Volunteer  Corps  for  an  Artillery  or  Bifie 
Eange,  or  a  School  of  Gunnery,  or  like  parposea, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretazj 
Smith  and  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay. 

TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTnOTANCK   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfouk,  Bin 
to  continue  certain  Turnpike  Acts,  and  to 
repeal  certain  other  Turnpike  Acts,  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith,  ordertdiA 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Baltoub  sad 
Mr.  Stuab:t-"Wortlby. 

POOR    LAW    XTNIONS'   0FFIGSB8    (iBXLASD) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Hart  Dtxb,  Bill 
for  enabling  allowances  to  be  made  to  the 
Officers  of  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ireland  on 
abolition  of  of^e^^  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  William  Hart  Dyxs  and  Mr.  Attobscit 
General  for  Ireland. 

PLURALITIES  BELL. 
KOMIKATION  OF  SELECT  COMMITrSE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Acland  be  nominated  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
PluraHties  BiU."— (ifr.  Acland,^ 

Mr.  ILLINGWOBTH  ventured  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Oentleman 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  that  he  would 
not  attempt  to  proceed  with  it  at  that  hour 
of  the  morning.  It  had  been  an  nnder- 
standing  that  contentious  Billa,  espe- 
cially those  connected  with  ecdesiasticml 
matters,  should  be  dropped  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session.  There  were 
objections  to  the  proposal  now  made 
generally;  but  he  (Mr.  Illingworth^ 
went  beyond  that  and  objected  to  the 
scheme  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
embodied  in  the  Bill  he  called  the 
Pluralities  Bill.  The  question  was 
brought  forward  at  an  untimely  hour; 
it  was  an  important  question,  and  he 
would  yenture  to  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee be  nominated  on  that  day  six 
weeks.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
had  shown  very  scant  courtesy  to  a 
great  number  of  Members  in  the  Houm 
by  the  particular  form  of  Committae  he 
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If  a  park  were  included  in  the  words 
''pleasure  ground,"  the  house  might 
be  half-a-mile  or  a  mile  from  the 
river,  and  therefore  it  would  be  a  mon- 
strous thing  if  the  owner  of  a  park  were 
to  have  the  power  to  prevent  a  house- 
boat anchoring  for  more  than  48  hours 
outside  his  property. 

Mr.  STOKY-M  A8KELYNE  said,  that 
the  terms  used  in  the  Bill  were  legal 
terms.  They  were  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee by  hon.  Gentlemen  of  considerable 
legal  eminence.  The  words  **  pleasure 
ground"  were  intended  to  include  the 
ground  around  the  house  in  which,  for 
instance,  there  might  be  paths,  but  not 
flowers  grown.  They  were  not  meant  to 
include  the  whole  of  the  ground  which 
might  be  occupied  by  the  riparian 
owner,  such  as  a  park  or  pasture  ground, 
but  merely  the  ground  within  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  the  house  used, 
say,  for  purposes  of  recreation.  He 
thought  the  words  as  they  stood  would 
be  quite  safe  as  excluding  the  idea  of  a 
park,  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  afraid 
would  be  included  in  the  clause.  The 
words  in  the  clause  had  been  very  care- 
fully considered  in  the  House,  especially 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  represented 
the  riparian  owners.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, hon.  Gentlemen  would  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  there  was 
one  important  point.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  Committee  was 
composed  of  lawyers,  and  that  they 
understood  what  was  a  pleasure  ground ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  had  not  shown 
what  it  was!  to  the^House.  The  hon. 
Member  said  also  that  the  riparian 
owners  were  satisfied,  and  that  might  be 
so ;  but  there  were  many  others  to  be 
satisfied  besides  the  riparian  owners. 
If  the  hon.  Member  did  not  alter  the 
phraseology  of  the  clause,  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  should  move  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  pleasure  ground." 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken,  and  also  to  the  hoD. 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  BUI 
and  moved  the  Amendment,  that  perhaps 
the  best  course  would  be  to  leave  the 
words  ''pleasure  ground"  in,  and  to 
substitute  "a  week"  for  "forty-eight 
hours."  He  thought  that,  from  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Committee  by 
those  who  had  considered  the  Bill,  it 
would  be  well  not  to  exclude  **  pleasure 


was  given  to  the  owners  of  certain  lands 
to  redeem  tithes.  The  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  extend  the  permissive  power 
to  redeem  tithes  to  all  those  lands 
which  were  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  the  existing  Acts.  The  thing  was 
purely  permissive  in  its  character ;  and 
if  it  was  right  to  give  the  privilege  of 
redeeming  tithes  to  one  person,  there 
was  no  reason,  he  submitted,  why  it 
should  not  be  given  to  another  person. 
He  begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr,  Sampson  Lloyd^) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  for  To'tnorrow, 


RIVER  THAMES  (No.  2)  (re^eommitteS) 

BILL.— [Bill  203.] 

Mr.  Story 'MMk$lyn$,  Sir  Michael  Hickt'Btaeh, 

Mr.  £lton,  Mr.   Walter  Jamee,  Mr.  Sellar, 

Colonel  Makinsj  Mr.  Molloy.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Provision  for  preventing 
annoyance  to  riparian  owners). 

Mr.  STOEY-MASKELYNE  pro- 
posed to  omit  the  words  "thirty  days," 
m  line  37,  and  insert  *' forty-eight 
hours." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  leare  out  the  words 
«* thirty  days,"  and  insert  the  words  "forty- 
eight  hours."— (Jfr.  Story-Maskelyne.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


ause.' 


Me.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  there  was 
a  great  difference  between  SO  days  and 
48  hours.  He  did  not  know  whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment,  but  he  should  cer- 
tainly like  a  definition  of  a  '^  pleasure 
ground."  According  to  the  Bill,  a 
steamer  or  house-boat  could  not  anchor 
off  a  pleasure  ground  or  garden  for  30 
days  ;  consequently,  a  pleasure  ground 
was  not  a  garden.  What  was  it  ?  Per- 
haps there  was  some  legal  Gentleman 
present  who  could  tell  the  Committee 
specially  what  a  pleasure  ground  was. 
A  pleasure  ground  might  be  a  park — 
something  between  a  park  and  a  garden. 
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Mb.  ILLTNGWORTH  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, ''  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' — {Mr. 
Illingworth,) 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  7  ;  Noes 
35  :  Majority  28.— Cl>iv.  List,  No.  213.) 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
not  present;    House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjonmed  at  half  altar 
Two  o'clock. 


[INDEX. 
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proposed.  The  hon.  Member  had  vio- 
lated a  sound  Eule  laid  down  for  the 
setting  up  of  Committees.  What  was  it 
he  proposed  ?  Why,  to  make  very  im- 
portant changes  in  conneotion  with  one 
of  their  great  National  Institutions ;  and, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  lUing- 
worth)  wished  to  ask  why  any  class  of 
Members  in  the  House  was  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  Committee?  Every 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  selected  to  be  put  on  the  Committee 
was  an  adherent  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. The  hon.  Member  might  say,  as 
many  others  said,  that  when  the  sub- 
ject to  be  inquired  into  was  something 
affecting  the  management  of  the  Church 
of  En^and,  Nonconformists  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  it ;  but  he  objected  to 
such  a  doctrine  being  adopted  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  Take  the  case  of 
Wales,  for  instance.  The  Church  of 
England  affected  that  country  in  every 
comer ;  but  was  it  to  be  expected  that 
29  out  of  30  Members  of  the  Principality 
were  to  be  excluded  from  the  Committee, 
and  one  put  on  it  who  happened  to  be 
the  minority  Member  for  Wales  ?  From 
that  sole  illustration,  it  would  be  seen 
that  it  would  be  an  unseemly  thing  at 
that  period  of  the  Session^'ust  on  the 
close  of  the  Business,  and  under  very 
changed  circumstances  from  those  at- 
tending the  commencement — to  be  asked 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  Then,  he 
would  ask,  how  was  it  that  English 
Nonconformists  were  not  to  be  on  the 
Committee?  Were  they  to  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  Church  was  a  National 
Institution  when  they  saw  that  when 
anything  affecting  it  was  brought  in  a 
large  class  in  the  House  and  the  country 
were  told  that  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it  ?  He  maintained  that  so  long  as 
the  Church  of  England  was  a  National 
Institution  it  was  a  gross  injustice  and 
very  offensive  to  exclude  from  a  Parlia- 
mentary Inquiry  one  class  of  Sepre- 
sentatives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Therefore,  on  the  question  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Committee  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  set  up,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  well  advised  in  with- 
drawing the  Committee  for  the  present 
time,  and  resolving  upon  dealing  with 
it  in  the  new  Pauiament  on  d&erent 
lines.  But  he  (Mr.  Hlingworth)  would 
go  very  much  further  than  that.  ["  Di- 
vide ! "]  If  he  could  only  be  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  respond  to  the 


appeal  he  (Mr.  Hlingworth)  was  making, 
he  should  be  satisfied,  and  would  not  go 
on  further.  When  they  had  agreed  that 
all  contentious  Business  should  be  aban- 
doned for  the  rest  of  the  Session,  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  should  not  be 
made  an  exception  to  the  rule.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee be  nominated  that  day  six  weeks. 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  The  course  the  hon. 
Gentleman  probably  proposes  to  take  is 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
The  Cluestion  before  the  House  is  that 
Mr.  Acland  be  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
will  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Hlingworth.) 

Mb.  acland  said,  he  was  very  loth 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  at  that 
hour  of  the  morning  (2.20  a.m.).  He 
would,  however,  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time  after  some  discussion  in  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  present  on 
that  occasion ;  but  Notice  of  opposition 
was  given  by  one  or  two  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  who  agreed  very 
much  with  his  hon.  Friend's  views.  He 
(Mr.  Acland)  had  invited  one  of  them  to 
become  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
but  he  had  declined.  He  should  be  very 
glad,  and  he  knew  that  those  interested 
in  the  Bill  would  be  very  glad,  to  add  to 
the  Committee  any  names  that  his  hon. 
Friend  might  wish  to  add;  but  after 
having  had  a  second  reading  without  a 
division,  he  thought  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely unfair  to  those  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  measure  if  they  did  not 
proceed  with  the  proposal  before  the 
Uommittee. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  t^greed  to, 

Mb. ILLINGWORTH:  The  "Noes" 
have  it 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
is  too  late.  He  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  a  division  on  the  next 
name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Lord  Edwabd  Cavxndish  be 
nominated  one  other  Member  of  the 
Committee." — {Mr.  Acland.)  j 
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Aegtll,  Duke  of 
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ington May  21.  1028 
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Question,  MTr.  GabbeU  ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  May  11,  121 

The  6th  Dragoon  Guards  —  SmaU-Peix  ei 
Manchester  Barracks,  Qnestioaa,  Mr. 
Leahy ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington May  11,  142;  May  12,  859;  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Leahy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  15,  6S9 

Ordnance  Department 

Steel'  Wire  Guns,  Question,  Mr.  Stewart 
MaoUver ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand  Mixy  14«  468 

Army  (India) 

Camp  Followers,  Question,  Mr.  Artkar 
O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  C^ass 
May  15,  623 

Auxiliary  Forces 
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Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Blarqnets  of  Hart- 
ington May  22,  1147 

The  East  Kent  Regiment,  4th  {MOiiia)  Be^ 
talion.  Question,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Jwm  8, 
1408 

The  Royal  Irish  R^—Disturbanee  at  D^mm- 
Patrick,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer.  TW 
Marquess  of  Hartington  May  11,  127 ;:  Cer- 
reotion.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Jtfdy  If, 
366 

Militia  Majors,  Question,  Sir  Miehael  Hick»> 
Beach;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington June  5, 1336 

The  Boxley  Rifie  Range,  Qnestioe,  Mr.  Aln- 
ander  Ross;  Answer,  The  Marqaeaa  ei 
Hartington  May  8, 21 

Armg  {Auxiliary  Forces) — OrgmmiMsiim 
and  Equipment 
Moved  to  resoWe,  "  That  the  present  stnfto  ef 
the  Auxiliary  Forces,  defleieot  aa  they  are 
in  the  organization  and  equipment  neees 
to  enable  them,  if  required,  to  take  and  I 
the  field,  denundsthe  immiediateand  < 
attention  of  those  who  are  reepooeiUe  Isr 
their  efl9oienoy  and  for  the  eeenrity  ef  tks 
country"  {The  Earl  of  Wemyss}  Mty  li, 
571  ;  after  debate,  on  Qneetion  f  Coot.  Mi 
Not.Cont.  23 ;  M.  3 ;  resolfed  in  the 
tive 
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Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Friendly  Tribes, 

489 
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disli,  TFTiitehaven 
Griminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1182 
"Pall  Mall  Gaxette "—Objectionable  Articles 

— Revelations  of  Gross  Immoralities,  1827 
Sites  for  Places  of  Religious  Worship,  2R.  980 

BiaGAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Camn  Co. 

Asia  (Gentral)— Afghan  Boundary  Gommission 

—Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1032 
Barrington's  Hospital,  3R.  Amendt.  910,  916 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue— Tea,  131 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  National  Education — Dr.  Newell, 

Senior  Secretary,  1143 
Givil  Bill  Officers,  1022 
Gommissiouers    of   National   Education — 
Appointment  of   Mr.  W.  Robertson  as 
Assistant  Inspector  of  Schools,  472 
Law  and  Justice— Judicial  Arrangements 

at  Lisburn,  475 
Lunatic   Asylums — Gounty  Down  Lunatic 
Asylum— Surcharge  of  Governors,  472  ; 
— Residence   and    Attendance    of    Go- 
vernors, 473 
Public  Ilealth— Water  Supply  at  Urlaur— 
Action  of  the  Swineford  Sanitary  Board, 
1020 
Sale  of  Oysters,  704 
Ireland — Poor  Law — (Questions 

Gavan  Union— Mr.  James  Hartly,  1140 
Donegal   Workhouse  —  Catholic  Assistant 

Teacher,  122 
Election  of  Guardians— Vacancies  in  Usk 
and  Naas  Divisions — Naas  Union,  943 
North  British  Railway,  Gonsid.  932 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1584 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse— Orders  of 

the  Day,  Res.  1587,  1588 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Gonsid.  Schedule  6,  33  ;  Schedule  7,  55 
Registration    of    Voters    (Ireland),    Gonsid. 
add.  el.  515  ;  Schedule  1,  535,  538  ;  Sche- 
dule 3,  558 
Supply— Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  1746 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

766,  803 
Colonial  Local  Revenue,  &c.  Amendt.  1708 
Lunacy  Commission,  England,  1730 
Telegraph  Aoti  Amendment,  2R.  11 7i 


Board  of  Trade  {3farine  Department) — 
Harhotir  Appointments  in  Dublin 
Question,  Mr.  K«*nny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain ifaj^  22, 1145 

BoABD  OF  Trade — President  {see  Cuam- 
BERLAiN,  Eight  Hon.  J.) 

Board  of  Te^sde — ^President  (awEicli- 
mond  and  Gordon,  Duke  of) 

Board   of    Trade  —  Secretary  to    {see 
Holms,  Mr.  J.) 

Board    of   Trade — Secretary    to    {see 
De  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

BooRD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Ways    and    Means — Inland    Revenue — Spirit 
Duty — Refunding  the  Increased  Duty,  1415 

BoRLASE,  Mr.  W.  C,  Cornwall,  E. 
Navy — Naval  Paymasters  and  Surgeons,  1033 

BoTTRKE,   Eight  Hon.   E.,   Lynn  Regis 
Asia  (Central)— Russo. Afghan  Frontier — Ne- 
gotiations, 625 
Russia  and    Afghanistan — '*Penjdeh   Inci- 
dent" — Papers,  633 
Spain—Failure  of  Commercial  Negotiations, 
704 

{Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 
Supply  —  Consular    EsUblishmtnts  Abroad, 
&o.  1762,  1763,  1764 
Embassies    and    Missions    Abroad,    1748, 
1753, 1760 

BRAB0T7RNE,    Lord 

Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 

Gomm.  el.  8, 1374 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Dooki  Railway,  2R. 
1706 


Bradlauoh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  Res. 
1702 

Bramwell,  Lord 

Arbitration,  211.880 

Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Coram,  cl.  28,  1383,  1334,  1385 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

1802.  1803 
Waterworks  CU^ie*  k<i\.  U^T^i  K;si|^'Ck|Sjc$«»\x\.^ 

2R..  lOi^.UWA^^V^'^^^ 


BEA 


BRU 


(INDEX) 

298. 


BRY 


BUR 


Brand,  Hon.  H.  R.  (Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance),  Stroud 
Army — Ordnance      Department  —  Steel-Wire 

Guns,  469 
Egypt — Campaign  for  1882— Meat  Contract, 
1020 
Military   Expedition— Stores  for  the  Sou- 
dan, 1019 
Supply— Civil     Service    Commission,      1295, 
1299 
Comptroller    and   Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer,  &c,  IdlO,  1316 

Brassey,   Sir  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty), Hastings 
Navy — Questions 

Armamentof  Ships— H.M.S.  "Dryad,"  141 
Auxiliary  Forces — Naval  Volunteer  Artil- 
lery, 467 
Evolutionary    Squadron— Torpedo    Craft, 

1399 
Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  "  Inflexible/' 

1413 
Naval  Paymasters  and  Surgeons,  1033 
Protection  of  Kingstown  Harbour,  Ireland 

—The  Guardship  "Belleisle,"  476 
Purchase  of  Merchant  Steamers,  1403 
Torpedo,  &e.  Risks,  20 
Torpedo    Nets— H.M.S.    "Northampton," 
132 
Post  OflSce — ^Telegraphic  Communication  with 
the  Hebrides,  20 

Bristol,  Marquess  of 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  880 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on-Trent 

French  Coin,  Defacement  of,  1141 

Parliament — Adjournment,  1583 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Orders  of 
the  Day,  Res.  1587 

Sites  for  Places  of  Religious  Worship,  2R. 
979,  980 

Stationery]Department— Contracts,  1832, 1833 

Supply — Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, <bo.  1197,  1201, 1302,  1213 

Brodrick,  Hou.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey,  7F. 
General      Gordon — Financial      Engagements, 

715 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenue,  «&o.  1760 
Military  Operations  in    Upper  Egypt  and 
the  Soudan— Vote  of  Credit,  485 

Brownlow,  Earl  of  (Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board) 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
2R.  1649 

Bruce,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Fifeshire 

Scotland — Representation  of  the  People  Act, 
1884 — Printing  the  Register  of  Parliamen- 
tary Voters,  139 

Bruoe,  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 
Registration  of  Voters  (lr«\»iA),CoTA&d.<iMU,  e{. 


Bryce,  Mr.  J.,  Tow0r  HamUts 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works,  Consid.  add,  d. 
916,935,926 

Office  of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  137 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( Redistribotioe), 
Consid.  Schedule  6,  Amendt.  35 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
add,  cl,  399 

Registration  of  Votera  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  el.  455.  460 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 768,  769 

Water  Companies  (Regulation  of  Powers),  SR. 
104 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000.000).  2R.  10C3 
Housing  of  the  Working  Glasaea— Transfer  of 

Small  Houses,  946 
India — Military      Preparations — Expeoditnn, 

1030 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  935 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1871 
Registration    of    Voters     (Ireland),    Consid. 

add.cl,A6Q 

BuLWER,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  626,  638 
Registration    (Occupation     Voters),     CoBiid. 

add.  cl.  393.  424  ;  Amendt.  426 
Supply— Criminal  Prosecutions — Sheriflk*  Ex- 
penses, dka.  1916 

Burial  Boards  (Contested  Electioiui)  Bill 

{Lord  Norton) 
/.  Order  for  2R.  discharged  *  June  9    (No.  105' 
Read2**/M»wl5 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  19 
Read  3*  *  June  23 
Royal  Assent  June  25   [48  ^  49  Fiet,  c.  21] 

Burial  Grounds  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  SUnley  Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  21,  1034 

Burials — Nonconformist  Burial  at  Holm- 

beach 
Question,  Mr.  Ruston ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  May  11,  121 

Burmah— Alleged  Tr§aty  mih    Germany 
and  France 
Question,    Mr.   Slagg;     Answer,    Mr.  J.    K. 
Cross  May  21,  1038 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Coal  Mines — Denaby  Main  Colliery,  942 
Mines,    dec— Inundation  of  the    Philadelphia 
Colliery,  Lambton,  County  of  Durham,  1343 
Supply— Secretary  of  Sute  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, 1211 

Bury,  Viscount  {aftencardeXSmdi^  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  WarJ 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) ^Oigaoisatum  aad 

Equipment,  Res.  500  ^ 

liVV^andUie  Soudao,  Motion  lor  a  lUtM, 
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Bear,  Viscount — eont. 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition)— Oooapation   of 

Suakin,  1013 
Parliament— Palace    of    Weitroinitor — West* 

minster  Hall  (Restoration),  1000 
Parliamentary      Electioni      (Redistribution], 

Report,  Sohedale  ?»  Amendt.  1526 

Buxton,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andover 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R.  203 

Oaine,  Mr.  W.  S.  (Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty),  Scarborough 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Coolies  at  Saa- 

kin,  138 
Greenwich  Hospital— The  Staflf— Appointment 

of  a  Director  General,  710 
Navy  —  Dockyards  —  Pembroke      Dock— The 
Clerical  Staff,  142 
Rating  of  Naval  Pensioners,  139 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000.000).  2R.  1060 

**  Pall  Mall  Gaiette  "—Objectionable  Articles 

—  Revelations  of  Gross  Immoralities,  1827 
Papal  See— Diplomatic  Commanication  with 

the  Vatican,  1180 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1584 
Parliament — Business  of  the   Hoose— Orders 

of  the  Day,  Res.  1587 
Parliamentary       Elections       (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  73,  89  :  Lords  Amendts. 

Consid.  el.  D,  Amendt.  1570 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Coniid.  cL  7, 

518  ;  cL  8,  519  ;  el,  17,  521 


Oambbidoe,   Duke    of  ^Field    Marshal 
Oommanding-in-Chief) 
Army    (Auxiliary    Force8)^OrganiMtion  and 

Equipment,  Res.  581,  583,  586,  587,  588 
Egypt  and  tho  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Return , 
II 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Banffshire  Artillery 

Volunteers,  1147 
Artisans'  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  (Scotland) 

Act— Lei th  Improvement  Scheme,  707 
Asia  —  South    Coast    of   Arabia— H.M.S.S. 
"  Dragon  "  and  "  Arab  "—Capture  of  Native 
Forts,  352,  618,  619 
Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotland),    Motion    for 

Leave,  719,  860 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1458 
Egypt — Questions 

Campaign  of  1882— Meat  Contract,  1019 
Military  Expedition — Stores  for  the  Soudan, 

1019 
War  in  the  Soudan— Coolies  at  Snakin,  138 
Navy    (Auxiliary    Forces)— Naval    Volunteer 

Artillery,  467 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  Res. 

1876, 1877 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Orders 

of  the  Day,  Res.  1590 
Pluralities,  2R.  977 

Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Secrecy 
of  Telegrams,  1402 
Sixpenny  TelegrMiiB,  1825 

icotU. 


Camebon,  Dr.  C. — coiU, 
Post  Office  Sites,  Comm.  1823 
Public  Health— Inoculation  for  Cholera,  20, 

1147,  1399 
Registration    (Occupation     Voters),    Consid. 

add.  el.  il3,  A\i 
Registration     of    Voters    (Ireland),    Consid. 

add.  el.  453 
Scotland  —  Education  Department  —  School 
Board  Examinations,  128 
Law  and  Justice— Office  of  Auditor  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  1306 
Sporting  Lands  Rating  (Scotland),  2R.  565 
Supply  —  Civil   Service    Commission,   1292, 
1294, 1300 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer,    Ac,    Amendt.    1300,   1307, 
1314, 1315 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, &o,  1222 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2  R.  1158 

Cameron,  Mr.  D.,  Inverness-shire 

Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotland),    Motion  for 
Leave,  873 

Campbell,  Lord  Colin,  Argyll 

Post  Office — Telegraphic  Communication  with 
the  Hebrides,  20 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  KirheaUy,  ^c, 

Africa  (South) — Annexation  of  Territory,  71  i 
Asia  (Central)— Russo- Persian  Frontier,  138 
East   India   Loan   (£10,000,000),  2R.    1048 

1050,  1075  ;  Comm.  1776 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Snakin-Berber 

Railway,  1016 
Egypt  (Military  Operations  in  the  Soudan) — 
Generals  Graham  and  M'Neill,  1412 
The  Indian  Contingent,  1406 
Egyptian  Loan— Joint  Guarantee,  1152,  1153, 

1 154 
Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  648 
Parliament — Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days), Res.  1121 
Registration      (Occupation     Voters),     Lords 
.    Amendts.  Consid.  968 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  20 
Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  dso.  1 768 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  d(c.  1763 
Cyprus— Grant  in  Aid,  1778 
Embassies    and    Missions  Abroad,    1749, 

1755 
Grant  to  H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice,  1343 
Orange   River  Territory,  die  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  1769 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Ac. 1210 
Suez  Canal  (British  Directors),  1765 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Right  Hon.  H. 
(Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  L'eland),  Stirling ,  ^e, 
Ireland — Questions 

Civil  Bill  Officers,  1022 
Collector  General  of  Rates,  Dublin— Col- 
lection of  the  Improvement  Rate,  17 
Crime  and  Outrage — Return  of  Agrarian 

Outrages,  487,  488 
Crimes — Return  of  Stat\&V=\a^  VJ^'«^'^^'^\'^^'^ 
Apt  A  ^^ ,  \%%5^»  W^  by  ^^  U  Ug  IC 
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Campbell- Bannbrman,  Right  Hon.  [I. — cont. 

Criminal  Law — Crossmaglen  Prisoners,  132 
Evictions— Gweedore,  358  ; — Case  of  Mary 

Ma  gee,  938 
Extra  Police  Tax— Corporation  of  Limerick, 

623,  1403.  140i 
iDflammatorj  Language — Mr.  W.  Johnston, 
Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries,  28,  133, 134, 
477.  478 
Irish  Land  Commission  (Suh-Commission- 

ers)— Mr.  Walpole,  15.  16 
Ubo.irers  (No.  2)  Bill,  488 
Labourers'  Act,  Sec.  10— Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, 16 
Landlord    and   Tenant  —  Colonel    King- 

Harman  and  his  Tenants,  492 
Local  Government  Board — Irregularity  of 

a  Rate  Collector  at  Arklow,  1022 
Lunacy  Commissioners — Report  for  1884, 

471 
Memorial  of  the  Civil  Bill  Officers,  17 
Piers  and  Harbours — Pier  at  Rosses  Point, 

Co.  Sligo,  1187 
Public  Health— Water  Supply  at  Uriaur— 
Action  of  the  Swineford  Sanitary  Board, 
1020 
Roads  and  Bridges— Newtownbarry  Bridge, 

700 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  124 
Sea  and    Coast    Fisheries— The  Trawling 
Ground  at  Portstewart  Bay,  1186 
Ireland—  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
— Questions 
Annual  Examination  of  Teachers — Names 

of  Examiners,  353 
Appointment    of   Mr.    W.    Robertson    as 

Assistant  Inspector  of  Schools,  472 
Ballymoto  National  School,  Co.  Sligo,  1143 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Conviction  of  James    Daniel,   of  Clonecn, 
Co.   Tipperary,  for    Assault   on   Henry 
Meagher,  482 
Expenses  of  Crown  Prosecutions — Repay- 
ment by  the  Treasury,  18 
Explosive    Outrages    at    Londonderry  — 

George  M'Garrigle,  130 
Imprisonment  of  Two  Women,  939 
Judicial  Arrangements  at  Lisburn,  475 
Ireland— Law  and  Police- Questions 

Alleged  Breach  of  the  Licensing  Laws  at 

Dysart,  Co.  Koscominon,  614 
Riot   at  Stewartstown  —  Inaction  of  the 

Police,  14,  15 
Riot  at  the  Opera  House,  Londonderry,  14 
Riotous   Behaviour  —  George   Napier,    of 
Roscrea,  136,  137 
Ireland—  Lunatic  Asylums— Questions 

County  Down  Lunatic  Asylum — Surcharge 
on   Governors,   472  ;  —  Residence  and 
Attendance  of  Governors,  473 
Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  Dundrura,  1398 
District  Lunatic  Asylums.  620,  621 
Ireland — Magistracy — Questions 

Arms  Licence  —  Nenagh  Petty  Sessions  — 

Case  of  George  Napier,  617 
Cappawhite  Presentment  Sessions.  707 
Mr.  Hamilton,  R.M.,  Armagh,  134 
Ireland— National  Education— Questions 
Banagher  Royal  School,  1143 
Board  of  National  Eduoation— Dr.  Nowell, 

Senior  SecreUry,  1144 
Waterford  Induttrial  SoViool,  \% 
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Campbell-Bakrsrman,  Right  lion. 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 

Dr.  Molony.  Medical  Officer,  Arklow  Dii- 

pensary  District,  613 
Donegal  .Workhouse  —  Catbolio   Assistant 

Teacher.  123 
Dunfanaghy   Board   of  Guardians  —  Rev. 

Mr.  M'Faddcn,  P.P.  1187,  1188 
Infirmary  at  Lifford,  Co.  Donegal,  16 
UnionofOmagh— Mr.  Robert  S.Clementi, 
471 
Ireland— Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians- 
Questions 
Cavan  Union — Mr.  James  Hartly,  1140 
Vacancies  in   Usk  and   Na&a   Divisions— 
Naas  Union,  943 
Ireland  —  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882— 
Questions 
Firing  at  the  Person— Case  of  W.  R.  Per- 

ceval,  615 
Prosecution  of  Mr.  Daniel  Rvan,  of  Dooo, 
Co.  Limerick,  for  Re-entry  after  Eviotioo, 
474,711 
Sec.  84  (Searches,  dsc.) — Case  of  Mr.  John 
O'Rourke,  Redhill,  Newport,  Co.  Mayo, 
613 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Qoeitiooi 
Case  of  Constable  Deolin,  29 
Inflammatory     Language  —  District   In- 
spector Hurst,  Strabane,  1014 
Transfer  of  Sergeant  Price  from  Stewarts- 
town,  Co.  Tyrone,  1018 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland).  Consid.  443  •' 
add.  cl.  444,  449,  451,  457,  461,  462,  512. 
513.  514.  515;  Amendt.  516;  cl.  7.  518; 
el.  8,  519  ;  cl.  10,  Amendt.  521  ;  cl.  17,522  ; 
cl.  18,527  ;  c/.  21,  Amende.  533  ;  Schedule  1, 
535,  536  :  Amendt.  540,  543,  545,  548, 549. 
550 ;  Schedule  2,  Amendt.  551  ;  Schedule  3. 
Amendt.  552,  557, 561, 562  ;  Re-comm.  add. 
cl.  ib.  563,  564  ;  dR.  ib. 
Representation  of  the   People  Act,   1884  — 
Duties  of  Boards  of  Guardians,  350,  351  ;— 
Clones   Union,   Co.    Monaghan,    359,  360, 
3C1 ; — Instructions  to  Clerks  of  Unions  and 
Poor  Rate  Collectors,  143,  144,  145 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 791,  808,  824,  826,  828,   830,  831, 
833,831,843 


Oamperdown,  Earl  of 

South   Eastern  and    London,    Chatham,   and 
Dover  Railway  Companies  (Arbitration),  652 
Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  2R.  302 

Oarlingford,  Lord  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act,  569 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.cl.5, 

905;  cl.S,  907  ;  cl.  18,908 
Registration  of  Voters  Bills,  568 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of  (Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland) 
Parliament— Adjournment — Statement  of  tbe 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  —  ArcaiifenMDt  of 
^uUv^  ^rnxi^w,  l^%^m  by  ^UU^LC 
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Cart  Navigation  Bill 

I.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate,  and  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  May  11,  106 

Oauston,  Mr.  R.  K.,   Colchester 
Registration      (Occupation     Voters),    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  967 


Cavendish,  Lord  E.,  Derhi/shire,  JV. 
Parliamentary      Elections       (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  39 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add, 

el  459 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  a.,  JEssex,  W. 
Egypt — Soudan,  Ministerial  Statement,  162 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Military  Opera- 
tions—Hospital  at  Suakin,  468 
Supply — Military   Operations  in  the    Soudan 
and  Under  Egypt— Vote  of  Credit,  485 

CemeterieB  Bill 

(Mr.  lUingworth,  Mr,  Richard,  Mr,  ScUhbone, 

Mr.  Caine,  Mr,  JToodall) 
e.  Bill  vrithdrawn  *  July  6  [Bill  12] 

Central  Asia 
Lords 

Rustia  and  Afghanistan 
The  RustO'Afghan  Frontier^  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Answer,  Earl  Gran- 
ville May  11,  108 ;  Explanation,  Earl  Gran- 
ville  ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury Jtfay  12,  300 
Diplomatic  Repretentation  at  Cabul,  Question, 
Observations.  Lord  Inchiquin,  Earl  Stan- 
hope, The  Earl  of  Galloway  ;  Replies,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberloy,  Earl  Granville  May  21, 
1008 

Central  Asia 

COSOIOMS 

Rtusia  and  Afghanistan 
A  Russian  Envoy  at  Cabul^   Question,  Mr. 

Onslow;  Answer,  Mr.   Gladstone  May  15, 

631 
The  Arrangement  of  April  27 —The  "  Sacred 

Covenant"   Question,   Mr.    Aslimead-Bart- 

lett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  11,  151 
The  Papers,  Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 

Lord   Randolph    Churchill ;    Answers,  Mr. 

Gladstone,       Lord     Edmond     Fitxmaurice 

May  18,  710 

The  Meeting  at  Rawul  Pindi — Arrangement* 
with  the  Ameer,  Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr ; 
Answer,  Earl  Granville  May  11,  108  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Williamson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitimaurice  May  14,  484;  Question, 
Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  May  18, 
712 ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  May  21,  1027 

The  Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
Sir  Peter   Lumsden,  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow, 
Mr.     Biggar:    Answers,     Mr.    Gladstone 
May  21,   1081 ;   Notict  of  QaMtioD,  Mr. 

[coni. 


Central  Asia — Commons — The  Afghan  Boundary 

Co  m  mission— con  t . 
Chnplin  ;    Answer,  Mr.   Gladstone  June  5, 
1343;  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr. 
Chaplin  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  June  8, 
1404 

General  Komaroff  and  Sir  Peter  Lumsden, 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Richard  Power ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  May  18,  719 

The  Russo- Afghan  Frontier 

Russia  and  Afghanistan— The  Russo- Afghan 
Frontier  Question,  Questions,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  11, 
162 

The  Russians  at  Ak  Tepe,  Questions,  Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  An- 
swers.  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  12,  362 

The  Boundary  Line  at  Ak  Tepe,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  ifay  18,717 

The  Negotiations,  Questions,  Mr.  Chaplin.  Mr. 
Ackers ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  14, 
490  ;  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice  May  15, 
620 ;  Question,  Sir  Sufford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  624;  Question, 
Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitimaurice  May  18,  714  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  Baron  llenry  De  Worms, 
Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  -Way  21,  1034  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Plunket,  Mr.  Hicks,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Mr.  Brodriok,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  Answers.  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Mr.  Gladstone  Jf^une  4, 
1189 

The  "  Penjdeh  Incident  " 

Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  11,  151 

The  Proposed  Arbitration,  Question,  Baron 
llenry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  11,  147 

The  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  15,  631  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Chaplin,  Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  15,  633 

The  Russian  Attack  at  Penjdeh— Proclamation 
of  the  Ameer,  Questions,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  An- 
wers.  Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice  May  21, 
1027;  May  22,  1150 

The  RussO' Persian  Frontier,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  An- 
swers.  Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice  May  11, 
138  ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  btanhope  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fiizmaurice  May  19,  947 

Chamberlain,  Eight  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 

Board  of  Trade  —  Harbour  Appointments  in 
Dublin,  1145 

Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works],  2R, 
Amendt.  336,  338 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R.  185,  191,  195 

Executive  Oovernment  (Ireland)  —  Speech  of 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  1618 

Harbour  AccommodaUoTi--^\i\i\i<^\}  ^^  \.<im.tv 
Comm\M\ou«x*,  \^5,  Vi^d  by^^^UO^ 
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Chambbblain,  Right  Hon.  J. — cont 

Lighthouse  Illuminants  Committee — Sir  James 
Douglass,  705,  706 

Lighthouses  —  Telegraphic  Communication 
with  the  Mainland,  937 

Mercantile  Marine — Statistics,  1404 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters]— Medical 
Relief--Mr.  Chamberlain,  1408.  1400 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Spurious  But- 
ters, 1019 

Sea  Coast  Fisheries  —  Fishing  Vessels  — 
Trawlers'  Lights,  632 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (Earl  of  Sel- 
borne)  (see  Selborne,  Earl  of) 

Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  {see 
Ohilders,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.) 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  {see 
Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks-) 

Channel  Tunnel    (Experimental    Works) 

Bill  {by  Order) 
c.  Moved,   "  That  the  Bill    be    now  read    2" " 
{Sir  Edward  WatJdn)  May  12,  323 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,*'  add  "  upon  this 
day  six  months  "  ( Mr,  Chamberlain) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,   "That  'now,*   Ac.;*'  after 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  89,  N.  281  ;  M. 
182  (D.  L.  179) 
Words  added ;    main   Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and    agreed  to;    2R.  put  off  for  six 
months 

Chaplin,    Mr.    H.,    Lincolnshire,    Mid 
{afterwards  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster) 
Asia  (Central)— Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
—Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  1343,  1405 
Russia    and     Afghanistan  —  Negotiations, 
490 ;  —  "  Penjdeh   Incident "  —  Papers, 
631,633 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R.  168,  220 
Egypt— Soudan,  Ministerial  Statement,  161 
Parliament  — Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days), Res.  1088,  1004,  1095, 1097,  1100 

Charity  Commissioners — City  of  London 
Parochial  Charities  Commissioners 
Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answer,   Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone  ifay  11,137 

Chelmsford,  Lord 

Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Return, 
10 

Childbrs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Pon- 
tefract  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) 
Customs    and    Inland  Revenue,    479,    1184, 
1185;  2R.  1417,  1420,  1446,  1475,  1478, 
1488 


Cbildirs,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  £. — emU. 
Inland  Revenue — Spirit  Duties — Uneqn»I  Inci- 
dence upon   Irish  and  Scotch   Tradert 
with  respect  to  English,  474 
Stamp  Duties  upon  Foreign  Bonds,  475 
National  Debt  Bill,  490, 1184 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  366 
Revenue  and  Expenditure — Inoidenco  of  Taxa- 
tion, 351 
Supply— Grant  to  H.R.H.  Prineess  Bwatriee, 
1343 
Vote  of  Credit— Expenditure,  354, 355.  485 
Ways  and   Means  —  Financial   Statement — 
Questions 
Ministerial  Statement,  1193 
Precedent    for    Appropriating     Funds    of 
Proximate  to  meet  Deficit  in  Cnrcat 
Year,  1413 
Spirit  Duty  —  Refunding  the  InereaMd 
Duty,  1415,  1416 
Ways    and    Means — The    ResoluiioDS  —  TW 
Spirit  and  Beer   Duty,   Ministerial   State- 
ment, 1337,  1340,  1341,  1342 

Churchill,  Lord  E.  H.  S.,  WoodsUck 
Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Afghsjiistan— Ke- 

gotiations,  1192  ;— The  Papers,  716 
Channel  Tunnel  (ExperimenUl  Works),  2R. 

341 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R.  186,  836,  257 
Consular  Service— Consulate  at  Tiflis,  140 
Egypt — Soudan — Papers*  717 
Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Janetioo  Rail- 
way and  Dock,  3R.  604,  605 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  and  Mr.  Gladstone* 

Statement  of  March  13.  1040, 1041 
Papal  See — Diplomatic   Commanicalioa    with 

the  Vatican — Mr.  Errington,  32 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  366,  6M 

[Count  ODt,  1413] 
Parliamentary      Elections     ( RedistribatioB), 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1544,  1545 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, Amendt.  727,  744.  745,  746,  764 
Colonial  Office,   1255,   1258,  1262,   1964, 

1265 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment,<kc.  1238,1240 
Ways  and  Means  —  Resolutions  —  Spirit  aed 
Beer  Duties,  Ministerial  SUtemeot,  1340, 
1341 

{Secretary  of  State  for  India) 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  Comm.  1783. 

cl.  4,  1790  ;  €(.  15,  Amendt.  ib. 
India — Bengal  Tenancy  Bill,  1707 
Lord  Randolph  Charohill  and   the  Kbedivt, 

1704 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ret.  1812, 

1866, 1867,  1890 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  BradUagb),  Re^ 

1690 

Clarke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plyw^utk 

Parliamentary      Elections      (RedlstribatieBl 
Consid.  Schedule  6,  Amendt.  65 

C0LOHS8TEB,  Lord 
Declaration  of  Paris,  1856~BeIliM<eftl  Bights 
at  Sea,  Res*  1008 
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OoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire,  N. 
Registration    of    Voters     (Scotland},     Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  971 

CoLLiWGS,  Mr.  J.,  IpBwieh 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Gomm.  1586 

Parliament  —  Adjournment,  1583  ;  —  Accept- 
ance of  Office  by  the  New  Ministers — State- 
ment of  Mr.  Gladstone,  1G19 

Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Resignation  of 
Ministers— Statement  of  Mr.  Gladstone — 
Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  1588 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  630, 1708, 
1709 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1886, 
1887 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Orders 
ofthe  Day,  Res.  1587 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical  Relief), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1590 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
add,  el.  389 

Representation  of  the  People  Act,  1884— 
Sec.  9— Duties  of  OYcrseors,  615 

Colonies— Secretary  of  State  for  (wd 
Dbrby,  Earl  of) 

Colonies— Secretary  of  State  for  {see 
Stanley,  Right  Hon.  F.  A.) 

Colonies  —  Under  Secretary  for  {see 
Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.) 

Committee  op  Council  on  Education — 
Vice  President  {see  Mundblla, 
Right  Hon.  A.  J.) 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education — 
Vice  President  {see  Stanhope,  Right 
Han.  E,) 

Commons  Inclosnre  (Llanybyther)  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill  (Mr.  Eenry  B. 
Fowler f  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 
e.  Ordered  •  May  1 1 

Read  1«»  Afay  12  [Bill  175] 

Read  2o  •May  19 

Report  •  June  15 

Read3°»  JTuntf  10 
I  lie&dl*»  [Earl  DaUiousie)  June  19  (No.  U3) 

Read  2''  •  June  25 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  3*  •  July  7 

Commons  Eegulation  (Ashdown  Forest) 
Provisional  Order  Bill       {Mr.  Benry 

H.  Fotcler,  Secretary  Sir  William  Barcourt) 
€.  Ordered  •  May  1 1 

Read  1«  •  May  12  [Bill  174] 

Read  2»  •  May  19 

Report  •  June  15 

Read  3*  •  June  19 
I,  Read  1«  •  ( Earl  Dalhousie)  June  19    (No.  Ul ) 

Read  2*  *  June  25 

Committee*;  Report /ii/y 6 

Read  8«*/uiy  7 


Commons  Begnlation  (Drombnrgh)  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill         (Mr.  Eenry  B- 
Fowler,  Secretary  Sir  William  Sarcourt) 
e.  Ordered  •  May  1 1 

Read  !'*•  May  12  [Bill  173] 

Read  2°  •ifay  19 

Report  •  June  15 

Ilead3°*  Jtintf  19 
I  Read  1»  •  {EarlDaihouiie)  June  19    (No.  142) 

Read  2»  •  June  25 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  3^*  July  7 

Consolidated  Fund  {No.   3)  Bill  —  The 
Vote  of  Credit 
Notice    of    Motion,   Sir    Stafford    Northcote 
May  8, 13 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3)  Bill  (Sir 

Arthur  Otway,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

qucTf  Mr.  Bibbert) 

€.  Resolution  [May  7]  reported,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°*  May  8 

Moved,  "That  the   Bill  be    now    read    2« " 
Jfay  11,  166 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  this 
House,  having  shown  its  readiness  to  grant 
such  supplies  as  may  be  required  for  the  defence 
of  the  Empire,  is  of  opinion  that,  before  pro- 
ceeding with  this  Bill,  it  is  entitled  to  receive 
adequate  information  as  to  the  present  policy 
of  ller  Majesty's  Government  in  respect  of 
the  purposes  to  which  the  money  granted  by 
the  recent  Vote  of  Credit  is  to  be  applied  *' 
{Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton)  v.  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  the  words,  Ac  ; "  after  long 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  290,  N.  260 ; 
M.  30 
Div.  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  274 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  12 

Read  30  *  May  13 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  Granville)  May  15 

Read  2*  •  May  \S 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  19 

Read  3'*  •  May  20 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Viet.  c.  14J 

Consular  Service — The  Consulate  at  Tiflis 
Questions,   Sir   H.    Drummond    Wolff,    Lord 
Randolph    Churchill ;    Answers,   Lord   £d- 
mond  Fitzmaurice  May  11,  140 

Contagious  Diseases  ( Animals)  Acts — Foot- 

and- Mouth    Disease  —  Outbreak    in 

Yorkshire 

Question.  Mr.  Ackers  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

May  19,  945 :  Question.  Colonel   Gunter ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  May  22, 1148 

OooPE,  Mr.  0.  E..  Middlesex 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1461 
literature,  Science,  and  A(t^^%.VV5SQ2i!^  ^^x« 
ifnit  0«XLtn»'V»WDigitized  by  \^UUV  LC 
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Copyhold  EnfranchiBement  Bill 

{Mr,  IFaugh,  Mr.  Oeorff$  Eowardf  Mr.  Stafford 

Howard^  Mr,  Aintuwrth,  Mr,  Fergtuon) 
e.  Committee— R.P.  June  15,  1585        [Bill  26J 
Committee— R. p.  July  6,  1780 

Copyriglit  (Works  of  Fine  Art)  Bill 

[Mr,  Bastings f  Mr.  ti anbury-  Traty,  Sir  Oabriel 

Qoldney,  Mr,  Aynew,  Mr,  Gregory) 
c.  Bill  withdrawQ  •  Juiy  6  Bill  84] 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow 

Egypt  (War  in  tbo  Soudan)— Fighting  near 

Suakin,  25 
Harboar     Aoeommodation  —  Pablio     Works 

Loan  Commissioners,  126 
Ireland — Questions 

District  Lunatic  Asylums,  C20 
Lunatic  Asylums — County  Down    Lunaiic 
Asylum — Residence    and   Attendance  of 
Governors,  473 ; — Criminal  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum, Dundrum,  1398 
Piers    and    Harbours— Arklow    Harbour 
Works,      1398;  —  Greystones    Harbour 
Works.  471 
Poor  Ijiw— Dr.  Molony,  Medical  OflBcer, 
Arklow  Dispensary  District,  613 
Lunacy  Commissioners  (Great  Britain)<~Re- 

port  for  1884,  470 
Lunacy  Commissioners  (Ireland)— Report  for 

1884.  470 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  83 

CoTTOK,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  J.  E.,  London 
Parliamentary  Eleetlons  (Redistribution)— Dis- 
qualification of  Voters— Medical  Relief,  24 
Telegraph  Acta  Amendment,  2R.  1166 

County  Justices*  Clerks  Bill 

(Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Dr,  Commins,  Mr,  Moil^y) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  May  12  [BUI  98] 

OouRTZCBT,  Mr.  L.H.,  Luheard 

Psrliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  Res. 

1695 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redbtribution), 

3R.  289 
Registration     (Occupation      Voters),     Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  959 

CowJEN,  Mr.  J.,  N$wea9tU'0n-Tyn$ 
Asia  (Central)— Russia  and  Afghanistan— Ne- 
gotiations, 1193 
Customs  Department — Examination  of  Baggage 

at  English  Torts,  1030 
Egyptian  Loan — Joint  Guarantee,  1152 
Papal  See— Diplomatic  Communication   with 

the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  32. 149, 150 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,    Miuis- 

torial  Sutement.  1345 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendta.  Consid.  1552 

CowFEB,  Earl 

Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng* 
land.  Res.  682 


Cranbrook,  Viscount  {afUnettrd^  Lord 
President  of  the  0)uncil) 

Cart  Navigation,  2R.  107 

Parliament — Adjournment  —  Retignatioa  of 
Ministers,  Motion.  1534 

Parliament — Privilece — Marquess  of  Salia- 
bury*s  Speech  at  Hackney,  299 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution). 
Comm.  cl  22.  1381  :  Schedule  7.  1394  ;  Re- 
port, 1523 :  Schedule  7,  U2«  ;  Cocbosom 
Reasons  Consid.  1609,  1610 

Registration  (Oecupation  Voters),  Comq^  d.  IS, 
891 ;  €l.  15,  893,  895 

Russia— Circular  Despatch  of  Prince  Goci* 
ehakow,  1864,  Res.  308 

Crichtor,  Viscount,  F§rmanagK 
Ireland — Inflammatory    Language  —  Mr.     W. 
Johnston,  Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries*  477 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  Bill  [■•<-] 

(Mr.  H,  a.  FowUr) 
I.  2R.  May  22,  1175  ;  after  short  debate.  Deboto 
adjourned  [BiU  159] 

Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

(TK$  Lord  Advocate,  Seeretmry  Sir  William 
Marcourt,  Mr,  Solicitor  Oemaral/or 
Scotland) 
c.  Motion    for  Leare   {Sir  Charles    W.   DiObc) 
May  13,  464  ;  after  abort  debato,   MoCiott 
postponed 
Motion     for    Leare    (The    L^rd    Ad90caU\ 

ifayl4.  560:  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  May  18,  843 ;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  orderod  ; 
read  1*  •  [BiU  1842 

Croften^  Holdingi  {Scotland)  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  A.J. Ballbor  . 
Answers,  Tbe  Lord  Adrocale  May  14. 4^  ; 
Questions.  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  'Mr.  Mac- 
fiu'Une  ;  Answers.  The  I..ord  Advoeale,  Mr. 
Gladstone  ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  [norepl*] 
May  18,  719  :  Question,  Mr.  MaefitfUoc ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  J«im  S,  UlS 

Cropper,  Mr.  J.,  S'^ndat 

Registration    (Occupation      Voters).      Lorde 

AmendU.  Consid.  965 
Ret tstration  of  Voters  (Irdand},  Cooatd.  add,  d. 

452 
Supply — Local  Gorersment  Board,  1715 

Cross,  Btgbt  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lsmem* 
shire,  8.  W. 
Egypt  (Militaty  ExpediaoB)-*Lord  Woleeiey*e 
Instructions,  939 
Suppression  of  the  *' Boepbor*  Egyptieo,** 
1U25 
India^MiUtary      Preparation— Expeaditsre. 

1031 
Parliament — Adjoorameat  (WhitsMtide  HoU* 

days).  Res.  951 
ParliamenUry      Eleetione      (Redtslr{b«tMo\ 
Consid.  Schedule  7.  38;   Lords  AosMdis. 
Consid.  1555 
PlttfaUties,  2R.97?3igitized  by  ^^UU^IC 
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Crou,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  A.^-'Cont, 
Registration      (Ocoapation      Yoten),    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  955 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  1036 
Registration  of  Votors (Ireland),  Consid.  aeic/.  el, 

456,  461 
Registration     of  Voters   (Scotland),    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  971 
Suez  Canal  Commission,  23,  23,  148, 1411 

{Secretary  of  State  far  the  Home  Depart- 
ment) 
Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Registry,  &e,) 

Comm.  el.  1,  1940 
«  Pall  Mall  Gazette  "—Objectionable  Articles 

— Revelations  of  Gross  Immoralities,  1827 
Police  Superannuation,  1831 

Cross,  Mr.  J.  K.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Bolton 
Army  (India)— Camp  Followers,  623 
Asia  (Central)— Questions 

Afghan  Boundary  Commission— Sir  Peter 

Lumsden,  1405 
Afghanistan  —  Arrangements     with      the 

Ameer,  713 
Ameer  and  Viceroy  of  India— The  Meeting 

at  Rawul  Pindi,  1028 
Russia    and     Afghanistan — Rasso- Afghan 
Frontier— Ak  Tep6,  717,  718 
Asia— South      Coast     of     Arabia— H.M.SS. 
•*  Dragon  "  and  "  Arab  "—Capture  of  Native 
Forts,  352,  619 
Bnrmah,  Affairs  of— Alleged  Treaty  with  Ger- 
many and  Franco,  1038 
East  India  Loan  (£10.000,000),  2R.  1042, 1048, 

1050,  1051,  1057,  1074.  1075,  1076,  1077 
Egypt  (Military  Operations  in  the  Soudan) — 

The  Indian  Contingent,  1406 
India— Questions 

Bombay  Land  Revenue  Act,  1401 
Finance,  Ao, — Probable  Deficit  arising  from 

War  Preparations,  1397, 1398 
Railways — Loss  arising  from  Guarantees, 
1401 
Suez  Canal — Internationalization — Proceedings 

of  the  Conference  in  Paris,  1032, 1033 
University  College — Indian  Candidates,  1146 

{After  designation) 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  Comm.  1788, 
1789 

Currency — The     Defacement    of   French 
Coin 
Question,    Mr.    Broadharst ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Hibbert  Ifay  22,  1141 

Cttreie,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire 
Navy— Armament  of  Ships— H.  M.S.  **  Dryad," 
141 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  R.  II.  Paget;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ifay  14,  478; 
Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
£zoheqaer  June  4, 1184 

[cinU, 


Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill— eoni. 
The  Spirit  and  Beer  Duties— Income  Tax  Eg' 
emptionSf  Questions,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,   Mr.    Arthur   Arnold ;   Answers, 
Mr.  Ilibbert  May  21,  1016 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill 

(Sir  Arthur  Otway,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr,  Eibbert)  [Bill  154] 

c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Junes,  1417 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add  "this 
House  regards  the  increase  proposed  by  this 
Bill  in  the  Duties  levied  on  Beer  and  Spirits  as 
inequitable  in  the  absence  of  a  corresponding 
addition  to  the  Duties  on  Wine,  and  declines 
to  impose  fresh  Taxation  on  Real  Property 
until  effect  has  been  given  to  its  Resolution 
of  17th  April  1883  and  of  28th  March  1884, 
by  which  it  has  acknowledged  further  mea- 
sures of  relief  to  be  due  to  ratepayers  in 
counties  and  boroughs  in  respect  of  local 
charges  imposed  on  them  for  National  ser- 
vices  "  {Sir  Michael  Sieks-Beaeh)  v,  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  <*  That  the  words,  Ao.  ; "  after 
long  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  252,  N.  264  ; 
M.  12 

Div.  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1511 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Gladstone)  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Customs      Department — Examination     of 
Baggage  at  English  Forts 
Questions,   Sir   Edward  Watkin,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen ;    Answers,    Sir    William   Harcourt 
May  21,  1030 


Dalhousib,  Earl  of 
Sea  Fisheries    (Scotland) 
987,  998 


Amendment,    2R. 


Dalrymple,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
3R.  287  :  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  cl,  E  and 
F,  1575 

{Lord  of  the  Treasury) 
Parliament— Business    of   the    House,    Res. 

1880 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  7, 1392,  1393 

Davey,  Mr.  H.,  Christchureh 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
add,  cl,  387,  391,  422;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  955,  958 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan,  Sfc, 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),    Consid. 
add.  ef.  392 

Dawson,  Mr.  C,  Carlou>     ^ -T^ 

Fowalxy,  MoUqh  fox  «k  ^\wj\»  ^^^xsccdaVva^^^VV 


i*yo« 


Dawsov,  Mr.  0. — eont. 

Law    and    Justice   (£ngland)^Iri8h    Roman 

Catholic    Children    in    English    Protestant 

Charitable  Institutions— Case  of  Rose  Doyle, 

621 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  8,  100,  102 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),    Consid. 

add.  oim 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add.  el. 

442,  445  ;  Schedule   1,  535,  538  ;  Amendt. 

540,  545  ;  Schedule  3,  561 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  8R.  436 

Dbasy,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes— City  of  Cork 
— The  Royal  Commission,  19 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  el.  440  ;  el.  18,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 524 ;  Schedule  3,  550 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  808,  814,  819 

Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1174 

Declaration  of  Paris,  1856 — Belligennt 
RighU  at  Sea 
Movea  to  resolve,  *'  That  it  is  our  duty  to 
withdraw  from  the  Declaration  of  Paris  of 
1856,  and  thus  maintain  our  ancient  mari- 
time rights  so  essential  to  the  power  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  Empire  "  (Lord  LamingUm) 
May  21,  1000;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Dee  Conservancy  Bill  \_Lordi] 
e.  Moved,  **  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the 
23rd  day  of  June  last,  was  reported  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  in  re- 
lation to  the  Dee  Conservancy  Bill  [Lordt\ 
together  with  the  Bill  and  Report  of  the 
Examiner  with  respect  to  non-compliance 
with  the  Standing  Orders,  be  referred  back 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  : 
— That  the  following  Petitions  in  relation 
thereto  be  referred  to  the  said  Committee 
(that  is  to  say) : — 

"  1.  Corporations  of  Chester  and  Flint, 
River  Dee  Commissioners,  and  others 
interested  in  the  nayigation  of  the 
River. Dee  ; 
**  2.  Rirer  Dee  Company  ; 
"  3.  Shipowners,  Traders,  and  others : 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
That  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  the 
allegations  contained  in  such  Petitions,  and 
to  report  to  the  Uouse  whether  the  circum- 
stances herein  stated  are  such  as  render  it 
just  and  expedient  that  the  Standing  Orders 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with  "  {Mr.  Raiku) 
July  7,  1806 ;  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  129,  N.  155 ;  M.  26  (D.  L.  210) 

Db  La  Wabr,  Earl 

India — Ameer  of  Afghanistan  —  The  Rawul 
Pindi  Conference,  108 

Denman,  Lord 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  884 
Egypt  (The  Soudan) — Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res*  698 


Dbnman,  Lord — eord. 

Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Resignatioa  of 
Ministers,  1516 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution).  3R. 
Amendt.  596  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1364  ;  Sche- 
dule 5,  1391 ;  Commons  Rrasona  Conaid. 
1608 

Registration  (Occupation  Voten),  Coosib. 
cl.  15,  896  ;  e^  16.  900 

Women's  Suffrage.  2R.  1611 

Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 
Africa  (South-East    Coast) — St.   Loeift   Bay, 

1395 
Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  694 
Imperial  Defences— The  Colonies— A  CotoBual 
Navy,  12 

DE  Bos,  Lord 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( RediatribotioB), 
Comm.  Schedule  7,  1393 

De  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Oreenwi^k 

Asia  (Central)— England  and   RoMia — Pr»- 
posed  Arbitration,  147 
Russo-Afghan  Frontier — Arbitrmtioo,  103S 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  3R.  196 
Egypt  (Events  in  the   Soudan)  —  FiimpiMi 

Prisoners  with  the  Mahdi.  1041 
Greenwich  Hospital — The  Staff— Aopolntaicni 

of  a  Director  General,  709 
Law  and  Police— Publie  Meetings — Trmfklfar 

Square.  1029 
University  College— Indian  Candidatet,  1146 

{Secretary  to  the  Board  of  lyade) 
Dee  Conservancy,  Res.  1820 
Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Regiatfy,  Ac.)» 

Comm.  4l.  1,  1939 
Supply— Post  Office,  &o.  1732.  1733 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrone 
Ireland— Purohaie  of  Land,  488 

DiOBY,  Colonel  Hon.  E.  T.,  J>ore$Uiir§ 

Egypt  (Army  of  Occupation)- Foot  Gnai^ 
1336 

DiLKB,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.  (Pred- 

dent   of    the    Local   GK>Temin^ 

Board),  Chelsea,  ifc. 
Crofters'    Holdings    (Scotland),  Motion    §m 

Leare,  464,  465 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTonoe,  2R.  1437,  lUi. 

1441,  1443,  1444,  1445 
Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroagha,  Coma.  tL  1. 

875 
Housing  of  the  Working  Clastee— Citj  ^  C^ft 

—The  Royal  Commission,  19,  35« 
Metropolis    Management    Acts    rt  iiisnd«w<, 

Comm.cZ.  1,  876,  878.  1335,  13S6;  ft    X. 

Amendt.  \h. ;  el.  4, 1337, 1338 
Parliament— Adjournment,  158i 

Order — Course  nfPrnnrrtnrs     Rtfjstnti— 
(Occupation  Voters),  440 
Parliament— Adjournment  (f  * 

days),  Rei.  963 
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DuimAVBN,  Earl  of  {afUrward*  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies) 
Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  68i 


DiLKi,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.— eon^ 

Parliamentary  Election!  (Kedittribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  6,  Amendt.  35,  36  ;  Sche. 
dule  7,  38,  40  ;  Amendt.  41,  42,  49,  50,  52, 
63,  64,  bli,  66,  67,  69.  01, 63,  64,  66,  68,  70, 
71,  72,  75,  76,  77,  79,  80,  81,  83,  84 ;  Sche- 
dule 8,  101,  102  :  3R.  278  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1532,  1541.  1642.  1651  ;  Amendt. 
1555,  1557,  1558,  1559,  1560;  d,  E  and  F, 
1679,  1580,  1581 

Public  Health— Reported  Outbreak  of  Cholera, 
1039 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters).  Consid.  385, 
386 ;  add.  cl.  417,  424 ;  Lords  Amendts. 
CoDsid.  964 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  441 ; 
add.  el.  461 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  3R.  436, 
436  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  971 

School  Board  Eleotions—- List  of  Voters,  1186 

Water  Companies  (Regulation  of  Powers),  2R. 
104 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Consid.  cl.  1,  103 

(After  Besiff nation) 
London  Livery  Companies,  Motion  for  Leave, 

1791 
River  Thames  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  6, 1942 

DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1563 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 
Post  Office  Sites,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 

ment,  1317,  1322,  1324 
Suez  Canal  Commission,  367 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 
Hull,  Barnsley,  and    West   Riding  Junction 
Railway  and  Dock,  3R.  606,  607 

DoKOUOHHORE,  Earl  of 
Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act,  668 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

(The  Lord  Pretident) 
I.  Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vxet.  o.  4] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2) 

Bill  (Mr.  Bibbert,  Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannerman) 
€.  Ordered  :  read  1*  •  May  21  [BUI  192] 

Read2'»*/ti««9 
Report  •Jwitf  19 
Considered  *  June  23 
Read  3**  •  June  24 
/.  Read  1\*  (E.  of  Iddesleigh)  June  26  (No.  155) 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  (Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury), Banffshire 
Supply— Fishery  Board,  Seotland,  1743 


Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent,  Mid 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— East  Kent  Regiment 
— 4tb  (Militia]  Battalion,  1408 

(  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland) 
Ireland  —  Irish  Land    Commission — Judicial 
Rents— Estate  ot  Captain  Douglass,  Co. 
Longford,  1708 
Labourers  Act,  1705 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1895 
Supply— Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  1746 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  Ac. 

1747 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  &o.  1745 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitntion  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Privy  Seat) 
I.  Presented  (by  Uer  Majesty's  command) ;  read 
l**ifay8,  I  (No.  107) 

Read  2%  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  May  19,  880 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000  Bill) 

(Sir  Arthur  Otway^  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 

ExeJiequer,  Mr.  Kynaaton  Croat) 
e.  Read  2«,  after  debate  May  21, 1042    [Bill  109] 
Committee ;  Report  July  6,  1776 
Considered  *  July  7 

East  India  (Unclaimed  Stocks)  Bill 

(Mr.  Kynatton  Croee,  Mr.  Hibbert) 
c.  Considered  *  May  8  [Bill  125] 

SR.  May  11,  291 ;  after  short  debate 

[House  counted  out] 

Read3*>*ifayl4 
I.  Read  1**  (fc\  of  Kimberley)  May  15  (No.  118) 

Read  2*^  June  5 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Order  for  3R.  discharged  *  June  9 

Read  3»  •  June  25 

Ecclesiastical  Affairs  {Ireland) — See  title 
Papal  See,  The—Diplomatic  Com- 
munication with  the  Vatican 

Edncational  Endowments  (Ireland)  Bill 

[H.L.1 

c.  Read  1*  •Jfay  13  [Bill  176] 

Education  Department  {Englandand  Wales) 
Alleged  Over-Pressure  at  Adlington  National 
Schools    Chorley,   Lancashire  —  Suicide  of 
Elizabeth    Forshaw,     Questions,     General 
Feilden,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  May  14,  479 
School  Board  Elections  —  The  List  of  Vbiere, 
Queslion,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  June  4,  1185 
The  Education  of  the  Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb 
— Inquiry  by  Royal  Commitsion,  Question, 
Mr.  Ackers  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ifa\|  V%^ 
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198. 
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Mueation  Department  (England  and  Walet)— 
cent. 

The  New  Code—The Ineiruetiont  to  Inspectors, 
Quettion,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Mundella  dfay  18,  701 

Education —  Voluntary  Training  Somes 
Qaettion,  Mr.  Rankin  ;  Aniwer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  June  8,  1397 


Egebton,  Admiral  Hon.  F.,  Derhyshire, 
E. 

ParliamentarjT      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  39 


EoEETON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wigan 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  41 

Egypt 
Lords 

Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyptien  **^Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  Observations,  Earl  Gran- 
ville, The  Earl  of  Jersey  ;  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Answer,  Earl  Gran- 
ville May  8,  4 

The  Military  Expedition — Occupation  of  Sua- 
kip,    Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 

.  Wemyss,  Viscount  Bury  ;  Reply,  Earl  Gran- 
ville ifay  21,  101 1 

Egypt 

C0MMOK8  {Miscellaneous  Questions) 

Army  of  Occupation—  The  Foot  Guards ^  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Digby  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  ilartington  June  5,  1336 

Colonel  de  Coetlogon,  Question,  Mr.  Mar  urn  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  May  11, 
126 

Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff's  Special  Mission, 
Question,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  Ju/y  T,  1828 

The  Campaign  of  1882  —  The  Meat  Contract^ 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  Mr. 
Brand  May  21,  1019 

The  Fortifications  of  Alexandria,  Questions, 
Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Answers,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  May  19, 
944 

The  Fort  of  SucJ:in,  Question,  Mr.  H.  S. 
Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  8, 
1407 

Egypt  and  the  Soudan—^The  **  Protoc(de  de 
besinteressement " — Evacuation  of  Dongola, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Uicks-Beach)  July  6,  1706 

Finance,  §re. 
The  Egyptian  Coupon — The  Five  per  Cent 
Deduction,  Question,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  May  21, 
1040 ;  Question,  Lord  John  Manners ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  June  8, 
H07 


Egypt-^CoioionB^Finanee,  $•«.- 
The  Egyptian  Loan — The  Joint  Guarantee, 
Questions.  Mr.  M'Coan,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Lord  John  Maooen, 
Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
maurice  May  22,  1 151 

The  Soudan 

Ministerial  Statement,  The  Marqaeu  of  llart- 
ington;  Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hickt-Beaeb, 
Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.  A.  J.  B&lfoar,  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot.  Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Ritohio,  Mr.  Fiacb- 
Hatton,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil, 
Colonel  King-Barman,  Mr.  Pulettoo  ;  Aa« 
swers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartingtoo,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  11,  152 

Events  in  the  Soudan — The  Alleged  Massacrt 
at  Khartoum,  Questions,  MK  Ashnsad- 
Bartlett ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  8, 
30 

Relief  of  Kasaala,  Question,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  It, 
364  ;  Questions,  Sir  Frederick  Milner*  Sir 
John  Hay ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  15, 
623 :  Question,  Mr.  O'Kellj  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  632 

M.  Olivier  Fain^  Question,  Mr.  Justin  Uaotly 
McCarthy  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsnua- 
rice  Jfay  14,  484 

The  Papers,  Question,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  fiart- 
ington  May  18,  717 

European  Prisoners  with  the  Mahdi,  Qnestiooi, 
Baron  ilenry  Do  Worms,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answers.  Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitzmaurioe  May  21,  1041  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  llartington  May  23,  1148 

Organization  of  a  Local  Force,  Question,  Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstoos 
Mag  22,  1161 

The  Military  Expedition 
VoU  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces,  Question,  Sir 

John  Uay  ;  Answer,  The  Marquees  of  Hart- 

ington  May  14,    485  ;  Question,  Sir  Joba 

llav  ;  Answer,   The  Secretary  of  State  for 

War  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  July  7,  1830 
Lord  1Folseley*s  Instructions,  Questions,  Sur 

R.  Assheton  Cross,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ; 

Answers,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  May  19.  939 
The    Camel    Corps,    Question,     Sir    Henry 

Fletcher;  Answer,' The  Marquess  of  Hart- 

ington  May  18,  708 
The  Canadian    Voyageurs,    Question,    Lord 

George  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Marqnea 

of  Hartington  May  18,  713 
Tlie   Australian    Contingent,  Question,    Mr. 

Finoh-Hatton ;   Answer,  The   Marquess  of 

Hartington  May  18,  718 
The  Indian  Contingent,  Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  June  8, 

1406 
The  Coldstream  Guards,  Question,  Viscount 

Lewisham;     Answer,    Sir    Arthur    Hayter 

JfaylO  947 
Tlie  Brigade  of  Guards,  Question,  Sir  Ilenry 

Fletcher;     Answer,    Sir     Arthur     Hayter 

Jfov  20,  986  Digitized  by  VjUUV  IC 


EOT       EOT 


(SESSION 

398. 


1884-5) 


EQY 


"BTiV. 


Efflfpi  —  Coiofoiri  —  The  Military  Bwpedition^ 

oonl. 

The    (jfuardt   at  Alexandria^   Qaestion,    Sir 

Stafford  Northoote ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 

of  ilartington  May  21,  1038 

Storetfor  the  Soudan,  Qaestion,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Brand  May  21, 1019 
OeneraU  Oraham  and  McNeill,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Oampbell,  Mr.  Gonrley ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Ilartington  June  8,  1413 

The  Military  Expedition — The  Suakin  Force 
The  Suakin^Berher  Railway,  Questions,  Sir 
Frederick  Milner,  Mr.  Raikes ;  Answers, 
Sir  Arthur  Uayter  May  19,  940  ;  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Crejke  ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  21,  1016  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  June  5,  1336 

The  Nile  Force 

Health  of  the  Troops,  Question,  Sir  Frederick 
Milner;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington May  14,  486 

War  in  the  Soudan 

Fighting  near  Suakin,  Questions,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet, 
Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  0' Kelly ; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
May  8,  34 

The  Cocliet  at  Suakin^  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Caine  Jfay  11,  188 

Suakin,  Questions,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Gregory, 
Colonel  King-Harman,.  Mr.  Ueneage,  Mr. 
O'Kelly;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  The 
Marquesn  of  Hartington  May  11,  165 

Military  Operatione—  The  Hospital  at  Suakin, 
Questions,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  14,  468 

Withdrawal  of  Troops  from  Suakin,  Questions, 
Colonel  Stanley  ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  15, 620 

Occupation  of  Suakin,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  21 , 
1036 

The  Friendly  Tribes  at  Suakin,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  May  14,  489 

The  Nile  Expedition— Report  of  Sir  Charles 
Wilson,  Question,  Mr.  Greer  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  May  15,  623 

Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphcre  Egyptien  " 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther ;  Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurioe  May  11,  143;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross, 
Sir  Sufford  Northcote,  Mr.  Onslow ;  An- 
swers, Lord  Edmond  Fitsmanrice,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  21, 1025  ;  Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurioe  May  22, 
1149 
The  Incriminatory  Articles^  Questions,  Mr. 
Jerningham,  Sir  Frederick  Milner ;  An- 
swers, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe  June  8, 
1405 

[See  title  Sues  Cainal\ 
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Egypt  and  the  Soudan 

Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Return  of  the  number  (approximate)  of 
British  troops  employed  in  Egypt  and  the 
Soudan"  (The  Earl  of  Longford)  May  8, 
5  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Egypt  {The  Eastern  Soudan) 

Moved  to  resolve,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  until  a  settled  government  has  been 
established  in  Eastern  Soudan,  in  the  in- 
terests of  civilization,  of  the  native  population, 
and  of  commerce,  and  for  the  security  of 
Egypt,  this  country  cannot  relieve  itself  of 
the  responsibilities  it  has  incurred  through 
the  warlike  operations  that  have,  during  the 
last  two  years,  been  twice  undertaken  in  that 
part  of  the  Soudan  "  ( The  Earl  of  IFemyss) 
May  18,  655 

Amendt.  To  leave  out  all  after  the  first 
("  That ")  insert  ("  this  House  accepts  with 

'  satisfaction  the  promise  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  recall  Her  Forces  from 
the  Soudan,  and  considers  the  construc- 
tion of  a  railway  from  Suakin  by  military 
force  through  a  hostile  population  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  pledge  just  given  to 
Parliament  and  the  country.  Moreover  this 
House  declines  to  assume  any  responsibility 
for  commercial,  civilizing,  or  philanthropic 
enterprises  outside  the  admitted  obligations 
and  interests  of  Great  Britain  "  ( The  Lord 
TFentworth):  after  debate,  Amendt.  and 
original  Motion  withdrawn 

Egypt — Return  of  Naval  and  Military 
Expenditure — Loss  of  Life  and  Casual' 
ties 
Moved  for,  <'  Return  of  the  total  sums  spent  by 
the  Imperial  and  Indian  Governments  on 
naval  and  military  operations  in  or  connected 
with  Egypt,  on  its  civil  administration,  .'and 
on  any  other  matters  relating  to  that  country 
since  1st  January  1882  up  to  the  present 
time  :  Also,  for  a  Return  of  the  officers  and 
men  who  have  lost  their  lives  and  of  the 
number  invalided  home  in  consequence  of 
our  operations  in  Egypt  between  the  above- 
mentioned  dates"  (The  Earl  of  Jersey) 
May  19,  908;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
amended,  by  addition  of  the  words  ("  so  far 
as  it  can  be  given,")  and  agreed  to 

Egyptian  Loan  Bill 

(Earl  QrantfiUe) 
L  Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict,  c.  11] 

Eloho,  Lord,  ^Haddingtonshire 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  cl,  458 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Birmingham,  ftc)  Bill 

[h.l.]  (The  Lord  Freaident) 

L  Committee  •  July  6  (No»  8Q\ 
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Elleitborouoh,  Lord 

Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Return, 

10 
Parliamentarj      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Comm.  eL  28,  1385 

Eluot,  Hon.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxlurgh 

Supply  —  Secretary  of  State   for  the  Home 
Department,  dec.  1208 

Ellts,  Sir  J.  W.,  Surr$i/,  Mid 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse,  Res.  1890 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1757 

Elton,  Mr.  0. 1.,  Somerseff  W. 

Crofters*    Holdings   (Scotland),    Motion   for 
Leave,  865 

Emly,  Lord 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 
Comm.  1365 

Employ 0r 9^  Liability  Act  Ammdmmi 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Uoundell ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  May  10, 937 

Enpield,  Yisooimt 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
2R.  1648, 1651 

English     MoiUn    of   Engliih    Schools 
Abroad 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  May  21, 1028 

EwABT,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  54, 56 

Ewmo,  Mr.  A.  Orb-,  Dumbarton 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1420,  1466 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  935 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement — The 
Spirit  Duty,  140 

Pairbaien,  Sir  A.,  York,  W.  R.,  E.  J)iv. 
Parliamentary     Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  47 

Fabquharson,  Dr.  B.,  Aberdesnshire,  W, 
Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  646 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),      Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  969 
Supply — Lunacy  Commission,  England,   1721, 

1722 

Federal  Council  of  Australasia  Bill 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  .\shley  May  15,  621 

Feildsn,  General  B.  J.,  Lancashire,  N, 
Education     Department  —  Alleged     Over- 
pressure   al   Adlington    National    School, 
Chorley,  Lancashire  —  Suicide  of  Elisabeth 
)<'orshaw,  479 


Fbysbshah,  Earl  of 

Parliamentary  Elections  (R«distribataoB], 
2R.  599  ;  Comm.  Schedule  7,  Aoieodi.  llti, 
1394  ;  Commons  Reasons  Consid.  1696,  lilt 


FiNOH-HATTOisr,  Hon.  M.  E.  G., 
shire,  S. 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  d),-2R.  903 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition)— Aostraliaa  Cm- 
tingent,  718 
Soudan,  Ministerial  Statement,  160 
Parliamentary      Elections     (RedListribatisa), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  43 
Representation    of     the  Peopl«  AjH,    1884, 
See.  9— Duties  of  Overseers,  616 

FiETH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Chelsea 

Metropolis    Management    Acts    h  iminJasii 

Comm.  el,  1,  876,  878 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  718 
Registration     (Occupation     yoterB)«    Lerii 

Amendts.  Consid.  966 

FitzGerald,  Lord 

Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  3R.  3 
Parliamentary      Elections      (RadistrtbvtioB)^ 

Comm.  1369 
Registration     (Occupation    Yotars),    Ceaa. 

d,  16, 901 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)   HmsadMi^. 

2R.  1650 

FrrzMATTRioE,  Lord  E.  G.   P.   (TTids 
Secretary   of  State    for    Foreign 
Affairs),  Calne 
Asia  (Central)^Questioiis 

Ameer  of  Afghanistan,  485 ; — Fioiilsiitiisi. 

1027, 1150 
Russia  and  Afghanistan  —  Rusao-A^hsB 
Boundary— Russians  at  Ak  Tip€,  969  ;^ 
Papers,  716 
RusBO- Afghan  Frontier^Kegotiatioitia  tN, 

714,  1189,  1192 
Russo-Persian  Frontier,  138,  947 
Consular  Serrice — Consolate  at  TiSis,  14* 
Egypt— Questions 

Affairs  of  the  Soudan— M.OUfitr  Pua»  484 

Colonel  De  Cootlogon,  127 

Events  in  theSoa<fim — EoropaMi  PriMMB 

with  the  Mahdi,  1041, 1042 
Finance,  ^. — Egyptian  Coopon— Fm  fm 

Cent  Deductions,  1040,  1407 
Seizure  of  the  *'  Bosphore  Egyptiatt,**  lU: 
—Suppression  of,  1025,  lOM.  1160, 1411 
Egyptian  Loan  —  The  Joint  Gniwn— ,  lUlt 

1164 
English  Matters  of  English  Schools  Aktii 

1029 
Puhlic  Health — Inoculation  for  Cholera,  91 
Quarantine  on    Shipping  —  An  TnfiinstI— I 
Scientific  and  Saniurj  Confereaoe  at  Raas^ 
487 
Russia— Conscription  in  the  CaooasM.  99 
Spai  n — Questions 

Dereliet  Ship  <«  TbessabM,"  946 

Failure  of  Commereial  Nninilnlisi  Ttt» 

704 
The  Barque  "  Mary  Marlu**  ni,9«9 
Treaty  of  CommMec^  liOT 
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FiTxuAUBiov.  Lord  E.  G.  P.— 0Ofi<. 

Saes  GadaI  Committion,  22,  23,  358.  046 

Supply  —  Cifil  Senrices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 773 

United  States  —  Mr.  Keelj,  the  Amerioan 
Minister  at  Vienna,  28 

United  SUtes  and  Cuba  ~  Treat/  of  Com- 
merce, 1401 

Fletohes,  Sir  H.,  Honham 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition}  —  Camel  Corps, 

708  ;— Guards,  The,  085 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Orders  of 
the  Day,  Res.  Motion  for  Acyournment,  1588 

FoBEioN  Apfairs— Secretary  of  State 
(m#  Gbaitville,  Earl) 

FoBBiQN  Apfaihs — ^Under  Secretary  of 
State  (m0  Fitzmatthios,  Lord  E. 
G.P.) 

FoBEiON  Affairs — Secretaiy  of  State 
{%$$  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

FoRSiOK  Affairs — ^Under  Secretary  of 
State  (<M  BouRKE,  Bight  Hon.  B.) 

Forestry 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  15,  To 
leaTO  out  from  **  That,"  add  •*  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  oonsider  whether,  by 
the  establishment  of  a  Forest  Sohool  or 
otherwise,  our  Woodlands  could  be  rendered 
more  remunerative  "  {Sir  John  Lubbock)  v., 
634  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;  **  after  debate,  Question  put,  and 
negatiTed  ;  words  added 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

FoRSTER,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 
Education  Department  —  Alleged  Over- 
pressure at  Adiington  National  School, 
Chorley,  Lancashire — Suicide  of  Elixabeth 
ForhsAW,  480 
Inland  Revenue— Stamp  Duties  upon  Foreign 
Bonds,  475 

FoRSTER,  Sir  0.|  Walsall 

flttll,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Junction 
Railway  and  Dock,  8R.  466 

FowLEB,  Mr.  H.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
JFokerhampton 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  Honse^Orders  of 

the  Day,  Res.  1088 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribntion), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  el.  A,  1664 ;  el.  B, 
1068 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add. 

el,  462 
Supply — Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, <bo.  1106, 1214,  1222 

{After  Eesignation) 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1763 


Fowler,    Bight   Hon.    B.    N.  (Lord 

Mayor),  London 
Africa  (South)— Zululand — Rumoured  British 

Protectorate,  478 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1181 
London  Livery  Companies,  Motion  for  LeaTO, 

1701 
Parliamentary     Elections     ( Redistribution ), 

dR.282 
Spain— The  Derelict  Ship  *'  Thessalos,"  046  . 
Supply — Orange  River  Territory,  &o.  1770 

FowLEB,  Mr.  W.,  Cambridgo 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add. 
W.  401,  410 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 

ment  Bill  {Xr.  Tomliruon,  Mr. 

Stanhope,  Mr.  Whitley,  Captain  Aylmer) 
e.  Committee* ;  Report :  read 3* ifay  21  [Bill  ISO] 
I.  Read  1*  *  [Earl  Stanhope)  June  6   (No.  128) 
Read  2*  *  June  26 
Committee  *  :  Report  July  7 

Friendly  Soeteties  Act,  1875 — Registratum 
of  New  Sodetiee 
MoTcd,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  working  of  the  Friendly  Socie- 
ties Act,  1876,  with  regard  to  the  admission 
of  new  Societies  to  registry "  ( The  Lord 
OrevilU)  /utie  5,  1320  ;  after  short  debate, 
on  Question  f  Cent.  9,  Not-Cont.  ffO  ;  M. 
41 ;  resolved  in  tbe  negative 

Qabbett,  Mr.  D.  F.,  Limerick 
Army — Brigade  of  Guards,  121 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Asia  (Central)  ~  Russia  and  Afghanistan- 
Diplomatic  Representation  at  Cabul,  1011 

Cart  Narigation,  2R.  107 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  888 

Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Return, 
10 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Commons  Reasons  Consid.  1600 

Oamlling  Act — Raid  on  a  Betting  Club 
Question,  Mr.  M^I^ren  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  May  10,  041 

Gas  and  Water  Proviaional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill        (Mr.  Bolma,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
e.  Read  2«  •  May  12  [Bill  1401 

Report*  June  12 

Reads®*  June  15 
I.  Read  1»*  (Lord  Sudeley)  June  16    (No.  136) 

Read2**/un«23  ' 

Committee  *  July  6 

Report*  Jtity  7 

Gas  Provisional  Orders  (So.  1)  Bill 

(Mr.  Holme,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
e.  Read  S®  •  May  8  [Bill  128] 

/.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Sudeley)  May  11   (No.  108) 

Rcad2**/ttn«8  ^.'    ^\  ^i  u  ^.y.i^ 

■Digitized  by  VjiJUvlv^ 

3  S  2  ^cont, 


jgS. 


Oax  PT&visianal  Ordert  (M.  1)  BiU — cont. 
Committee  •  Jun^  ]  2 
Report  *  June  15 
RoAd  3^*  June  19 

Gibson,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Duhim  Uni- 
vffnitj/  (erf ter wards  Lord  Ashboiirae, 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland) 

Asia  (Cenii-al} — Afghanistan— FroclftmAtiom  of 
the  Amudf.  1037,  1150 

Criminal  Law  Amendmetit,  2R.  1177 

Kgypt  —  Suppression  oF  the  ^'  Boiphona 
Efypti«n,"  1026.  1026,  1149 

Fflrliament— Adjournment   (VVhitautitld^  HoU- 

daji),  Rfis,  lioi,  ma 

Parliament — Eulea  and  Orders  *-  Publie  Billi 

— Notices  of  Objections,  1040 
R^giitrntioTi     (OccupiitiOQ     Voters)  ^MedicLl 

Helief— Mr.  CbamberUin,  1409 
Regiitr^tion  (Oocupation  Voters),  Coneid.  add, 

et.  4l0p  417,  1037  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

967 
Repstration  of  Voters  (Irel&nd),  Consid.  aid 

Ci.  413;  Atnofidt.  4i7,ai6;d.8,5l9;d.  17, 

621 
"  Tho  Sjnod  of  tbo  Church  of  Ireland,"  135 
Wiys  &nd  Means  —  Finftneial   SiAi«ment  — 

Svocesiioa     DatkH  —  EsCAniption    of    Uni- 

Tersitiei  and  Colleges,  133 

Giles r  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 
Dea  ConsorTanoj,  Res.  1S22 

Glahstok^,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Treaeurj),  Edinburgh- 
ihire 
Afrioa  (Soath)^Aiin«xation  of  Territor?,  71  d 
Ast&  (Cvntral)^  Afghan  Bonodsi-f  Coin  million 
—Sir  Peter  Lumsden,  lOai,  1032,  1344 
Englmodand  Rusim — Proposed  Arbitration, 
147 
Asia  (Ceitral)  —  Russia  and   Afghanistan — 
Questions 
Arrangement  of  April  27, 159 
Negotiations,  190,  625,  1189,  1193,  1193 
Papers,  716 

"  Penjdeh  Incident,"  161,  ^31,  633,  719 
Russian  Etitoj  at  Cabul,  631 
Ruitso-Afghan  Bound arj,    1B2,  164,   S63, 
3*4,  717,  1034,  1035,  1036 
Burial  Gronndfl,  1034 
Consolidated  Fund  (r(o.  3),  SR.  166, 171,  179, 

206 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  719,  1416 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1496,  1510, 

Motion  for  AdjourtiDieDt^  1515 
Egypt — Questions 

Port  of  Saakin,  1407 

Suppression  of  the  *'  Bcsphore  Egyplien/* 

1U26 
War  in  the  Soudan— Suakin,  165,  1036 
Egypt  ( Events  in  the  Soudan) — Questions 
Alleged  Massa<^re  at  Khartoum,  31 
Organization  of  a  Local  Foree,  1151 
Relief  of  Knaaala,  364,624,  632 
Soudan,  ^Ministerial  Statement,  161,  1*2 
Egjrptian  Loan^Tha  Joint  Guarantee,  1151, 

1163,  1153,  1154 
Forest r;.  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee ^  S41« 


GujjsToifi,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — eoni. 

General  Gordon— Financial  Engag^fuents*  711 
H.R.1I.  Princess  Beatrice — Uossago  from  Qm 

Majesty*  349,  492,  506 
Ireland— Questions 

EjEtra  Police— The  Limerick  Corpormtion^ 

Action  of  the  Government,  4SS 
Legislation   for  Ireland  ^  Land    BiU   mod 
Labourers'  Bill,  Ministerial    Statemeoi,, 
971,972 
Prev^eation  of  Cnme  Act,  147 
Purchase  of  Land*  488 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  and  Mr.  GLad^tooi^ 

Statement  of  March  13,  1040 
Oaths  Bill,  1033 

Papal   See — Diplomatic  CommuQlcaiioni  vith 
the  Vatican— Mr.  Erriagton,  32,    119,  15iv 
151,  363,  632,  1189 
Parliament—  Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  31.  14S,  3tt5,  $iM, 

636,   62B,  630,  631,    718,    1042  ;^5sr 

Rules  of  Procedure,  723  ;— Count   Onl, 

14U 

Order — Course  of  Procedure — Ee^stniioft 

(Occupation  Voters),  439 
Public   Business— Civil  Sertice  EsUisalei 
— Devolution,  146 
Parliament- Adjournment  (Whitsunttde  Heti- 

days).  Res.  1092,  1094,  1095,  1097,  IlM 
FArliamenI  —  Adjournment  —  Af^cepCanoi    *f 
Office  bf  the  Neir  Ministers — Sutement  of 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1618,  162;,  1622 
Pari  i  amen  t^-^AdjourEunent  —  RetigtLation     of 
Ministers— Statement  of  Mr.   Gladitoa>- 
Arxangoment    of   Public     Botine«%    161T, 
1519,  1520,  1528,  1532  :  MotiOQ  for  Ad>»«i«< 
ment,  1536, 1538,  1539,  1540,  160$,   1404 
Parliament — Business  of  the    LLousa — Uiius- 

terial  Statement,  1344,  1345 
Parliament — Committees— Aseeiuion  Daj«  Ess. 

438 
Parliament— New     Ministrf— Coniespond^a** 

— Statement  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  16^3 
Parliamentarj  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaugb 3,  IM 
Pari  lame  ntarj       £  lee  ti  o  ns      { Red  isEr  ib^tiiii  k 

Lords  Aoaendts.  Consid.  1545,  1548 
Pluralities,  2E.  975 
EegistmtioD  (Occupation  VoUrsJ,  COQsid,  STU 

372,  377,  37S,  381,  3S2 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters) — M«iiii4 

Relief— Mr,  Chamberlain,  1410 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Cm^d.  d.  U» 

524 
Soea  Canal  Commission,  149,  1411 
Sues   Canal  —  IntenjaUonaiiiaiioa— Ptoosad 

ings  of  the  Conffltence  in  Paris,  lOSf 
Supply — Civil  Sarrices  and    Raven a«   Dtprl^ 
ments,  730,  743,  744,  745,  7l«,  7«J,  TTt, 
772,776,777,778 
Colonial  Office,  1259, 1361,  126^ 
Sflcretarj  of  State  for  tbo  Home  Deprt* 
ment,  &o.  1217 
Vote  of  Credit — Kxpenditare,  354 
Ways  and  Means  — Financial  Statemeot— Wi»^ 
Spirit,  and  Beer  Duties,  1027 

{AfUr  Hs^ignatim) 
Parliament— Busineas  of  the  Heaa«,  17*>9,  W^ 

1711 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llotue,  B«i.  IM* 

1866,  1867 
Parliamentary     Eleoiitrai    (Mx, 

Eet,  1681^  1701 
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Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.  (Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Leeds 
Charity  CommiBsion,  Office  of  the,  137 

Olasffow  Corporation  Tramways  Bill 
I.  Moved,  "That  the    Bill    be  now  read  8»" 
June  15,  1639 
Moved,  "  That  the  Order  be  postponed  "  (The 
Earl  of  RedetddU)  ;    after  short    debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Motion  agreed  to ;  fiill  read  3* 

Gordon,  Oeneral^Financial  Engagements 
Qaettion.  Mr.  Brodriok;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  18,  715 

G0B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 

Egypt  (MiliUrr  Expedition)— Saakin-Berber 

Railway,  1336, 1337 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoase,  629 ; 

New  Rules  of  Procedure,  720 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  32  ;  Lords  Amendts. 

Gonsid.  1642  ;  el.  A,  1566 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  381 ; 

add,  el.  398  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  961 
Refristration  of  Voton  (Ireland),  Consid.  add.  el. 

514 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1281 

Civil  Serrice  Commission,  1299 

Colonial  Office,  1247 

SecreUry  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Ac.  1195, 1232,  1241 
Ways  and    Mcbns— Resolutions— Spirit    and 

Beer  Duty,  1342 
Western  Pacific — The  Anglo-German  Commis- 
sion, 703 

GoTJBLBT,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Egypt  (Military  Operations  in  the  Soudan) •» 

Generals  Graham  and  M'Neill,  1412 
Mercantile  Marine,  Cruisers  of  the— Manning 

and  Equipment,  1824 
Navy— The  Evolutionary  Squadron— Torpedo 

Craft,  1399 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1268 

Qmakxkd,  Earl  of 

Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Comm.  1368 

O&ANT,  Mr.  A.,  Zeith,  ^e. 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  (Scotland) 
Act— Leith  Improvement  Scheme,  708 

Orant,  Mr.  D.,  Marylehone 

Supply- Lunacy  Commission,  England,  1726 

Gbaotham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  E, 

Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1557  ;  el.  A,  1564 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 

Asia  (Central)— Russia  and   Afghanistan  — 

Diplomatic  Representation  at  Cabul,  1011 

Russo- Afghan    Frontier,     108 ;— Personal 

EzplauitioD,  300, 301 


GRiimLLi,  Earl— «<?n/. 

Cart  Navigation,  2R.  107 

Declaration  of  Paris,  1856— Belligerent  Rightfl 
at  Sea.  Res.  J  007 

Egypt  (Military    Expedition)— Occupation   of 
Suakin,  1013 
SupiM^ssion  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyptien" 
—Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  5 

Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  678,  679,  680,  681 

H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice— Queen's  Messace. 
569  • 

H.R.U.  Princess  Beatrice's  Annuity,  2R. 
1594  ' 

India— Ameer  of  Afghanistan— The  Rawnl 
Pindi  Conference,  108 

Parliament— Adjournment  —  Resignation  of 
Ministers— SUtement  of  Earl  Granville— 
Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  1521 

Parliament— Adjournment— New    Ministry 

Statement  of  Earl  Granrille,  1607 

Parliament— Adjournment  —  Resignation  of 
Minuters,  1516,  1534 ;— SUtement  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  1593,  1636 

Parliament— Privilege  —  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury's Speech  at  Hackney— Personal  Expla- 
nation, 295,  299.  322 

ParlUmentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  cl.  22,  1382 ;  Report,  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1527,  1600 

Public  OflBces— New  Admiralty  and  War  OfficM 
—The  Models.  1535 

Registration  of  Voters  Bills,  568 

Suez  Canal  Commission,  1331,  1332,  1333 

Greenwich  Hospital— The  Staff— Appoint- 
ment  of  a  IHrector  General 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answer. 
Mr.  Caine  May  18,  709 

Grbbb,  Mr.  T.,  Carriekferyus 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Report  of  Sir 

Charles  Wilson,  623 
ParliamenUry      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt  54 

Gbegory,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  K 

Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Suakin,  165 
Pariiamentary       Elections      (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  el.  A,  1564  :  el,  B 
Amendt.  1568 
Registration     (Occupation      Voters),    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  965 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 788.  800 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature— Salaries  and 
Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  1922 

Qeosvenor,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  (Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury),  Flintshire 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland  I,  Motion  forLeave. 
465 

Law  and  Police— Robbery  at  the  House  of 
Commons,  949, 950 

ParliamenUry  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7, 90 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters)— Medical  Re- 
lief—Mr. Chamberiaio,  lifajtized  by  VjUVJVLV:: 


GuNTEB,  Colonel  E.,  Knwreshorough 
Contagious    Diseases  (Auimals)   Acts— Foot- 

and-Mouth  Disease  (Yorkshire),  1148 
Parliamentary      Elections    ,  ( Redistribution), 
Consid.    Schedule    7,  Amendt.  50  ;    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  cL  £  and  F,  1582 

GiTKDON,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Norfolk,  S, 

Registration      (Occupation      Voters),    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  053 

Hamilton,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  Q.  F., 

Middlesex 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R.  Amendt.  171, 

179.  191,195,250,271 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1444, 1445, 

1446 
£g7pt     (H/lilitary     Expedition)  —  Canadian 

Voyageurs,  713 
""     National    Debt ~ Suspension   of   the   Sinking 

Fund,  708,  709 
Parliament'— Business  of  the  House,  Minis- 
terial Statement,  1345 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit— Kxpenditure,   355, 

485 

(First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty) 
Mercantile  Marine,  Cruisers  of  the — Manning 

and  Equipment,  1824 
Navy — Steam  Reserves,  1833 

HAMHiTON,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 
Public  Health  —  The   Cholera  —  Preyentive 
Measures,  1830 

Hamilton,  Mr.  I.  T.,  Dublin  Co. 
Navy— Protection    of    Kingstown     Harbour, 
Ireland— The  Guardship  "  Belleisle,"  476 

Harlour  Accommodation — Public    Works 
Loan  Commissioners 
Questions,  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  11, 125 

Harcoxtrt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Derby 
Burials — Nonconformist  Burial  at  Holmbeach, 

122 
Coal  Mines — Denaby  Main  Colliery,  943 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3),  2R,.  179 
Convict  Prisons  (England) — Regulations  as  to 

Convicts'  Memorials,  361 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.   1175,  1176, 

1177 
Crofters'    Holdings   (Scotland),    Motion   for 

Leave,  871 
Customs  Department— Examination  of  Lug- 
gage at  English  Ports,  1030 
Education— Voluntary  Training  Homes,  1307 
Gambling  Act — Raid  on  a  Betting  Club,  912 
Ireland— Criminal     Law— Crossmaglen    Pri- 
soners, 133 
Xaw  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Ques- 
tions 
Criminal  Returns,  618 
Unequal  Sentences,  1023 
^Unjust  Convictions — Case  of  JoMph  mmI 
jPharles  Diokson,  467  I 


Harcoubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V.. 
Law  and  Police — Public  Meettogi — Trafidgv 

Square,  1029 
Licensing  Laws — Clubs,  146 
Lunacy  Commissioners  (Great  Britain) — ^Bt- 

port  for  1884,  470 
Metropolitan      Improvementa  —  Billingigiis 

Market,  19 
Mines.  &e. — Inundation  of  the  PhiladdpUa 

Colliery,  Lambton,  County  of  Durham,  IMS 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  948 
Parliament — Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi* 

days),  Res.  1113 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribotaoa), 

Lords  Amendts.  C^onsid.  1648,  1556 
Police  Bill.  944 

Prisons  (England)— Regulation  as  to  tke  Pri- 
soners' Library  at  Liverpool,  1029 
Railways — South  Iletton  and  Seaham  Harbotr 

Coal  Railway — Casualty  at  Seaham,  617 
Royal  Commission  on  Trawling — The  Kepoi^ 

137 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  20 
Sites  for  Places  of  Public  Worship,  SR.  ML 

984 
Supply  —  Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Heai 

Department,  dec.  1229,  1236,  1245 
*<  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  135, 116 

Haboottet,  Oolonel  E.  W.,  Oxfordikmt 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experiment^  Worki)^  3R. 
339 

Hardinob,  Viscount 
Army  (Auxiliary  Foroes) — Orgmiiisatioa  aad 

Equipment,  Res.  688 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Rsian,  9 

Habrinqton,  Mr.  T.,  JTestassM 
Ireland — Poor    Law — Union  of  Omagh — Mr. 

Robert  S.  Clements,  471 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters],    C^mkL 

add,  el  397,  413;  Schedule  2,  429 
Registration     of    Voters   (Ireland),    ComM 

add,  cl,  443,  460,  463 
Representation   of  the  People   Act,    1884  — 
Duties  of  Boards  of  Goardiau — Cleesi 
Union,  Co.  Monagban,  360 
Instructions  to  Clerks  of  Unions  mad  Po« 
Rate  Collectors,  143,  144 

Harris,  Mr.  W.  J.,  PooU 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  9R.  1666 

Habrowbt,  Earl  of 

Parliamenury      Elections      (RediitnbokiooL 
Commons  Reasons  Consid.  1610 

HARTiKaTOK,  Eiffht  Hon.  Marque66  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  War),  Lmt- 
cashirCf  N.E. 

Army— Questions 

Brigade  of  Guards,  121 
Contracts  for  MiliUry  Clothtnjr,  fS 
Defence  of  the  Coaling  StatioBe,  6Si 
OflBoers  of  the  Royal  ArtiUery,  16M 

Army  (Auxiliary  Foreee)— QwislioM 
Banfthire  Artillery  Voluilnff%  U6f 
9ozl^  Bifle  Rasge,  M 
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Hjlbtikotov,  Right  Hon.  Marquesi  of—eont. 

East  Kent  Regiment— 4th  (Militia)  Bat- 
talion. 1408 
Militia  Mfljoni,  1380 

Royal  Irish  Rifles —Distnrbanet  at  Down- 
pAtriok,  127,138.366 
Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3).  2R.  246.  250,  257 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000).  2R.  1054 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition)-— Questions 
Australian  Contingent,  718 
Camel  Corps.  708 
Canadian  Voyageurs.  714 
Guards  at  Alexandria,  1039,  1336 
Nile— Health  of  the  Troops,  486 
Suakin-Berber  Railway,  1016,  1337 
Thanks  of  Parliament,  486 
Withdrawal  of  Troops  from  Snakin,  626 
^gJV^  (^nr  in  the  Soudan)— Questions 
European  Prisoners  of  the  Mahdi.  1149 
Fighting  near  Suakin,  25,  26.  27 
Friendly  Tribes  at  Suakin.  489 
Military    Operations  —  Generals  Graham 
and  M'Neiil,  1412  ;— HospiUl  at  Suakin, 
468 
Papers,  717 

Report  of  Sir  Charlei  Wilson,  623 
Suakin,  165, 166 
Egypt  (Soudan),  Ministerial  Statement,  152, 

158,  159,  160.  161.  162 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House.  366 
Public  Health  —  Small-Pox   at    Manchester 
Barracks— The  5th  Dragoon  Guards,  143, 
859,  622 
Supply— Military  Operations  in  Upper  Egypt 
and  the  Soudan— Vote  of  Credit,  485 
Beport— Administration  of  Military  Law, 
1129»  1131 

Hat,  Admiral  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D. 
Wigtown,  ^e, 
Egypt    (Erents  in   the    Soudan)— Relief  of 
Eassala,  624 
Military  Expedition— Thanks   of  Parlia- 
ment, 485, 1830 
NftTy— Purchase  of  Merchant  Steamers,  1403 
Rating  of  Naval  Pensioners,  139 

Hatter,  Oolonel  Sir  A.  D.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Department), 
Bath 
Egypt— Fortifications  of  Alexandria.  9i4 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Questions 
Coldstream  Guards,  947,  985 
Lord  Wolseley's  Instructions,  940 
Suakin-Berber  Railway,  940,  041 

HsALT,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Monaghan 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  Royal  Irish  Rifles 

— Disturbance  at  Downpatrick,  128 
ConTiet  Prisons  (England)— Regulations  as  to 

Convicts'  Memorials,  361 
^W^  (^^'^<'  ^°  ^bo  Soudan)  —  Fighting  near 

Suakin,  26 
Ireland— Questions 

Commissioners  of  National  Education — 
Annual    Examination    of    Teachers  — 
Names  of  Examiners,  352.  853 
Criminal   Law  —  Crossmaglen   Prisoners, 
182, 133 


HiiLT,  Mr.  T.  M.— <^n/. 

Inflammatory  Language — ^Mr.  W.  Johnston, 

Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries,  133 
Poor  Law— Donegal  Workhouse— Catholio 

Assistant  Teacher.  128 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  —  Constable 
Deolin.  20 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1938 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatic  Communication  with 

the  Vatican— Mr.  Errlngton,  150.  151 
Parliament— House  of  I^rds— The  Appellate 
Court  —  Certificate  "  in  Form&    Pau- 
peris," 357 
Order — Course  of  Procedure— Registration 
(Occupation  Voters),  439 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House.  Res.  1885, 

1891 
ParliamenUry  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Res. 

1676,  1699  • 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  54,  56.  57,  60.  62,  64, 
69,  70,  74,  77  ;  Amendt.  78.  80.  81.  82.  89  ; 
Schedule  8, 91  ;  Amendt.  100, 101, 102 ;  3R. 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add, 
el.  403.404.416 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  441 ; 
add.  el.  443.  448, 450.  451 .  461 ,  462, 463. 464 

Representation  of  the  People  Act.  1884— 
Clones  Union.  Co.  Monaghan,  369.  360  ;  — 
Duties  of  Boards  of  Guardians.  350  ;  —  In- 
structions to  Clerks  of  Unions  and  Poor 
Rate  Collectors.  145 

'•  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,"  134, 136 

Henderson,  Mr.  F.,  Dunde$ 
Registration     of    Voters     (Scotland),     8R. 

Amendt.  434,  486 
Spain— The  Barque  "  Mary  Mark,"  711,  945 
Supply— Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1760 

Hbneaoe,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Grimhg 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Suakin,  166 
Lord  Pri?y  Seal,  1705 

Parliament— Dissolution  of  Parliament,  1705 
Prevention  of  Crime   (Ireland)  Act,   1882— 

Renewal.  1193 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add. 

cl.  390  :  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  953,  967 
Ways  and  Means  —  Resolutions  —  Spirit  and 

Beer  Duty,  1342 

Henry,  Mr.  M.,  Oalwag  Co. 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art  —  National  Por- 

trait  Gallery.  1830 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  630 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  BradUueh).  Res. 

1693 
Ways  and  Means  —  The  Resolutions  —  Spirft 

and  Beer  Duty,  Ministerial  Statement,  18^ 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  Wilton 

^?ff'  (Finance,  Ac.)  —  Egyptian  C^woa— 
Ibe  Fifo  per  Cent  Reduction.  IM^ 

E.R,H.  PHneess  Beatrice, 
Lords 

Message  from  the  q«e^  ifay  12,  300 
Her  Majesty's  Mo^  Gracloua  Message  -coi^.^  I  ^ 
sidored  A((^  \i^69%      Digitized  by  VjODgle 


MMM*  Prmceu  Ben  trice— con  t .       ' 

Moved,  "That  a  bumblo  Address  b©  prciiented 
to  Ilcr  Mfljestjr*  thanking  Oer  Mnjaatf  for 
the  moit  gracious  communication  whicb  it 
b,i8  pleased  Ilor  Majesty  to  make  to  this 
Hoube  of  the  intended  marriage  botween 
Her  Rojal  llighncM  Princeaa  Beatrieo  nhd 
Hii  Sereti*  flighooss  Prince  iienrj  of  But- 
tenbcrg,  :md  to  assure  Her  MajOitj?  that  thii 
IIouso„  always  feeling  thelireHeat  IntereBt  hi 
any  event  w^hich  can  contribute  to  I  ho  hap- 
pineaa  of  the  Royal  Family,  will  concur  in 
the  measures  which  may  be  proposed  lor  the 
conBideration  of  tho  Ilouae  to  enable  Ilcr 
H^jeaty  to  mako  suit  able  provision  for  Her 
Rojal  Highness"  {Earl  Granville))  after 
ibort  debate,  Motion  agreed  to,  nemine 
dmentiente 

COhTKOM 

M«asnfe  from  LI  or  Majesty  brought  ap>  and 
read  by  Mr,  Speaker  Matf  12^  318 

Moved,  "That  the  said  Graoious  Messaj^e  bo 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  tho  Whole  House 
on  Thuraday  neit"  {Mi\  Gladstone);  Mo- 
tion agreed  to 

Message  from  Uer  Majesty  considered  in 
Gomniittee  Maif  H,  493 

Moved,  •'  Thvt  tho  annual  sum  of  Six  ThouBatid 
Pounds  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  out  of 
the  Gonaolidfttetl  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  the  said  Annuity  to  bo  settled  on  Her 
Royal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice  for  Her 
life,  in  such  manner  as  Her  Miijeaty  shall 
think  proper,  and  to  commence  from  the 
date  of  tho  Marriage  of  Her  Royal  Highness 
»ith  IJia  Serene  lllphncss  Prince  Henry  of 
Bat  ten  berg"  (Mr.  Gladstone) ;  after  debate, 
Question  put;  A.  33".  N,  33 ;  M.  S90  (D, 
L.  IS8) 

[Sea  title  Frincet*  Beatrice's  Annuity  BilQ 


Hbrsohell,  Sir  Y.  (SoHeitor  General), 
Durham 
Parliamentary      Elections      ( Redistribution), 

Con  Sid.  Schedule  8,  m,  102 
Post  Office  Sites,  Oomm.  1323 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add. 

cL  417,  420 
RegiBtrnticn  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.c/.  IS, 
531,^33,533:  d.  21,634 

{After  Ilem^naiton  ) 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Douse,  Res.  1898 
Supply  ^—  Supremo    Court    of   Judicature  — 

Siilaries  and    Eipenscs   not  charged   on   the 

Consolidated  Fund,  ID 2 1,  1932 

HiBBiBT,  Mr,  J.  T.  (Financial  Secretary 

to  the  Treasuiy),  Oldham 
Beer,  Manufaciure  of— Return  of  Brewers  and 

Brewers^  Licences,  llM 
Customs  and    Inland  Revenue  —  Spirit   and 

Beer    Duties  —  Income  Tax  Eiemptionsj 

1017;-Tea,  131 
Excise— Restrictions  on  the  Scotch  and  Irish 

Spirit  Trade,  713 
French  Coin,  Defacement  of,  1141 
Housing  of  the  Working  Oluses^Transfer  of 

Small  Homes,  ^47 


[e^L 


UinHsuT^  Mr*  J.  T. — em^i. 
Ireland  — Questions 

Inland     Navigation    and    DraiiuigQ  ^ — TW 

Sluices  at  Meelick,  4B9 
Insolvent   Societies  —  The  Crown   Termu 

nablo  Building  Society,*  Dnblin*  13S4 
Irish    Land    Commiaaion    Courts  —  Fair 

Rents— Case  of  — ^ —  Shortal,  701 
Labourers'    Act,   1S83  —  Abandonment  of 

Schemes  by  Boards  of  Gnardians,  477 
Law  and   Justice  —  Lawrence    HiAueii^-' 

Costaof  Defence,  939 
Priaons  —  Late    Royal    Commi^oilon  —  Ei- 

penses  of  Medical  Witnesses  for  I'afineBt 

of  Substituies,  1015 
Ireland — ^Piers  and  Harbours— Questioai 
Ark  low  Harbour  Works,  I3fia 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Harboor  lA 

Clog  her  Head,  Co.  Louth,  1334 
Greystones  Harbour  Works^  471 
Sligo  Harbour  Commissioners— Memonil 

for  Extension  of  Time  for  Repay meui  of 

Loan,  476 

National  Debt  —  Suspension   of  the  Smkitf 

Fund,  709 
Post  Office— Tha  JuTentions  Ejblbition,  611 
Shannon  Navigation,  Comro.  1325 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1374,  ]2gl.  If  83 
Charity   Commissioi*,   J387,    IMS,    IMB, 

1290,  1291 
Civil    Scrfico    Conamission,    1393,    iSti, 

1203,  1299,  1300 
Civil  Services  and   HeTenu«  DepoH^iMia, 

726,  763,  7TS,  770 
Colonial  Office,  1266 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  Geticr&l   of  th« 

Exchequer,  Ac.  131(1 
Friendly  Societies  Registry.  1317 
Secretary  of  State  for  tba  llooia  Dep»n^ 

ment,  Ac.  1197 
Vote  of  Credit,  1016 
Ways  and  Means  ^  Financial    StatemeBt  — 
Dutiei  on  Corporate  Properties,  21 
Malt  Tax  and  Brewers'  Lio*no8  Duty,  34 
Spirit  Duties,  124,  140,  431 
Successtoa   Duties  --  Ejcemptioii  of  Uw- 

veraities  and  Colleges,  133 
Wine  Duties,  944 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  ReTenBe-^Tbv  la^ 
come  Tai — Schedule  B,  1030 

{After  Mtsi^nati^n) 

Supply— Consular  EstablishmeuU  Abnw4,  A«* 
1704 
Emhatsies   and    Missions   Abri^J,     1*49. 

175(1,  1700 
Lunacy  Commission^  EngUnd,  1T23 


KiCKa,  Mr.  E.,  Camhrid^eMn 

Asia  (Central)  —  RusaiA   and  A  ff kuiiaiaa^* 

Negotiations,  1189 
Beer  Adulteration,  2R.  1937 
Beer,  Manufactore  of — Return  of  Br««erT  aaJ 

Brewers'  Licences.  1185 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  tR,  1139 
Parliamentary  K lections  (Mr,  DradUttf  fa),  Rea 

1608 
Supply— Criminal  Prosecutiontp  Sbcfifi*  £i* 

pemeij  &c.  1916 
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Highlands  and  lilandi  of  Scotland  Com- 
miision  —  Letter    of  the   Duke   of 
Argyll 
Obter?ationi,  Lord  Napier  and  Eitriek,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  June  28, 1612 

Highways  Bill  (Lord  ClinUm) 

I  Bead  2»«  May  11  (No.  98) 

Committae  *  ;  Report  May  12 

Road  3*  *ifay  16 

Rojral  Aisent  May  21  [48  Tiei,  0.  13] 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  W. 
Registration  (Ocoapation  Voten),  Gonsid.  add, 
el.  388 

HoLLAiTD,  Sir  Hm  Midhurst 
Africa  (South)  —  Beohuanaland  —  Detpatoh  of 
Sir  Heroalei  Robinson,  1335 ; — Papers,  357 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1179 
Federal  Coancil  of  Aastralasia,  621 
Post  OflBce  Sites,  Comm.  1331 
Supply— Civil  Ser?ice  Commission,  1291 
Comptroller  and   Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  1308, 1316 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Ae.  1207 
Windward  Islands  —  Proposed  Confederation, 
143 

{Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury) 
Ireland— Fishery  Piers  and   Harbours— Loan 

of  £250,000  from  Irish  Church  Fund,  1708 
Stationery  Department — Contracts,  1833 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Reyenue,  &o.  1766 
Law  Charges,  1914 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  1746, 

1747 
Lunacy  Commission,  England,  1727 
Orange  River  Territory,  4c.  1771 
Paymaster  Generars  Office,  1733 
Public  Works  Commission,  1738, 1740 
Report,  1935 

Sues  Canal  (British  Directors),  1765 
Woods,  ForesU,  dm.  1741 

Holms,  Mr.  J.  (Seoretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade),  Hackney 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 

341 
Ireland — Port  of  Ballyshannon— Wreck  of  the 

"  Rockabill,"  470 
Merchant  Shipping  —  The  '*  Marie  Brockel- 

mann,"  1335 
Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Registry,  Ac), 

2R.  1324 
Supply — Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
ofTrade,  1283,  1284,  1286 
Board  of  Trade,  1268,  1269,  1271,  1272, 
1275,  1276,  1280 

HoMB  Department — Secretary  of  State 
Hakoourt,    Eight    Hon.  Sir 


(see 
W.) 


Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Fowler,  Mr.  H.  H.) 


Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see    Cross,    Bight    Hon.    Sir   E. 

Assheton) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B. 
Stuart-) 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs  BiU  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Norwood) 
e.  Read  2*  •  May  13  [Bill  153] 

Committee  ;  Report  May  18,  874 

Considered ;    read    3*,     after    short    debate 
ifay  21,  1134 
/.  Commons  Amendt.  considered  June  19, 1594 

Moved,  "  To  agree  to  the  said  Amendt.  **  (The 
Marquets  of  Ripon) ;  after  short  debate,  on 
Question  f  resolved  in  the  negative 

A  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  a  reason  to 
be  oflfered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords 
disagreeing  to  the  said  Amendt. :  The  Com- 
mittee to  meet  forthwith  :  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  the  reason  prepared  by  them  ; 
read,  and  agreed  to;  and  Bill  returned  to 
the  Commons  with  a  reason 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  7.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  University 
Registration  (Uooupation  Voters),  Consid.  eufd. 

cl.  419 
Sites  for  Places  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  983 

HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 
Oaths  Bill,  1033 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Res. 

Amendt.  1677 
Post  OflSce— The  Inventions  Exhibition,  612 
Public  Uealth— Small-Pox,  349 
Supply — Secretary  ot     State  for  the  Home 

Department,  Ac.  1204 
Vaccination  —  Small-Pox  Statistios  at  West 

Ham,  482 

Sousing  of  the  Working  Classes 

The  Royal  Commitaion,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton : 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  12,  355 ; 
^City  of  Cork^  Question,  Mr.  Deasy ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  8,  19 
Irith  Representation  —  Transfer  of  Small 
Bouses — The  Stamp  Duties^  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  19, 
946 

Hubbard,  Eight  Hon.  J.  0.,  London 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1711 
Pluralities,  2R.  979 

Telegraph  AcU  Amendment,  2R.  1169,  1173 
Ways  and   Means — Inland   Revenue  —  Spirit 
Duty— Refunding  the  Increased  Duty,  1416 

Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Junction 

Railway  and  Dock  Bill 
e.  Moved,    "That  the  Bill    be  now  read  3°" 
(Sir  Charles  Forster)  May  14,   466;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Read  3%  after  debate  May  15,  599      -^^^1^ 
Digitized  by  VjOOQIc 
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HuKTLY,  Marquess  of 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  886 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  2R.  997 

Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

London  Livery  Companies,  Motion  for  Leare, 

Motion  for  Adjoarnment,  1793 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribntion), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  51, 52  ;  Lords  Amendts. 

Consid.  cl  E  and  F,  Amende.  1581 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 

1944  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1916, 1947 

Imperial  Defences 
Defence  of  Uie  Coaling  Slationt,  Question,  Mr. 

W.  U.  Smith  ;  Answer,   The  Marquess  of 

Ilartington  May  15,  625 
The  Colonies — A   Colonial  Navy,  Questions, 

Viscount  Sidmoutb  ;  Answers,  The  Earl  of 

Derby,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  May  8,  11 

Ikob,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Haetings 

High  Court  of  Justice— Chancery  Dirision, 
1832 

Supply  —  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature- 
Salaries  and  Expenses  not  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  Amendt.  1918, 1923 

Inohiqttin,  Lord 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and  Afghanistan— Di- 
plomatic Representation  at  Cabul,  1008 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  oh  5, 
906 

South  Eastern  and  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Companies  (Arbitration),  654 

Income  Tax  Administration  Amendment 

Bill        {Mr,  Hubbard,  Sir  Charles  Forster, 
Mr,  Edward  Leatham,  Mr.  Whitley) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  May  13  [BiU  20] 

India— Secretary  of  State  (see  Kimber- 
LEY,  Eight  Hon.  Earl  of) 

India — Under  Secretary  of  State  {see 
Gross,  Mr  J.  K.) 

India — Secretary  of  State  {see  Churchill, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  H.  S.) 

Indnstrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Lord  FitzGerald) 
I  Committee  •  ;  Report  May  8  (No.  06) 

RehdS^*May\2 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict,  c.  19] 

India        (Miscellaneous  Questions) 

Bengal  Tenancy  BiU,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India 

(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  July  6,  1707 
Bombay  Land  Revenue  Act,    Question,    Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 

June  8, 1401 

^e«itf. 


IvDiA — eoni. 
Finance,  ^e. 

Military  Preparations  —  JSxpenditttre,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer^  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  May  21,  1030 

Probable  Deficit  arising  from.  War  Prepara- 
tions, Questions,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answers,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Gross  Juntf  8,  1397 

Loss  arising  from  Ouaraniees,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Crost  Junes,  1401 

Intermediate  Edncation,  Wales,  BiU 

{Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Lord 
Richard  Orosvenor) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Mundella)  May2\,  IIM ; 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  BiU  ordered  ;  read  1** 

[BUI  195] 

Ibeland       {Miseellaneoiis  Questions) 

Board  of  Trade  {Marine  Deparlmeni),  Set- 
hour  Appointments  in  Dublin,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Kenny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlmin  May  22, 
1145 

Bxtra  Police  Tax^The  Corporation  of  Li- 
nurick^  Action  of  the  Government,  Qnestios, 
Mr.  Uwis;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  14, 
488 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
CampbeU-Bannerman  May  15,  623 ;  June  8, 
1403 

Bousing  of  the  Working  Classes  in  Ireland- 
The  Royal  Commission,  (Questions,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Oilke  May  13, 
355  ;—City  of  Cork,  Question,  Mr.  Dwsy ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  May  8,  19 

Inflammatory  Langttage  —  Mr.  William  Jokm- 
ston.  Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries,  Question. 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner* 
man  May  8.  28  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr. CampbelUBannertaiaa 
May  11, 133 ;  Questions,  Viscount  Criehton, 
Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman  May  14,  477 

Insolvent  Societies  —  The  Crown  Terminable 
Building  Society,  Duhlin,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  June  5, 1334 

Irregularity  of  a  Rate  ColUetor  at  Arkkm, 
Questions,  Mr.  William  Redmond  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  CarapbelUBannerman  May  21,  1031 

Labourers  {Ireland)  Act,  1883.  See.  lO—Re- 
fusal  of  Boards  of  Ouardians  to  accept 
Schemes,  Question,  Mr.  O' Sullivan  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  8, 16 ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'SnUivan;  Answer,  Mr. 
llibbert  May  14,  477 

Landlord  and  Tenant— Colonel  King- Barmen 
and  his  Tenants,  Questions,  Colonel  Kiof- 
Harman,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  CampbeU-Bannerman  May  14,  491 

Legislation  for  Ireland—Land  Bill  and  La- 
bourers* Bill,  Ministerial  Statement,  Mr. 
Gladstone;  Question, Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  20,  971 

Manorial  of  Civil  Bill  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  J.  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman May  8,  16  ;  Question,  Mr.  Btggar ; 
Answer,  Mr.  CampbeU-Bannerman  May  21, 
1022 

Sale  of  Oysters,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
May  18,  704 
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The  Collects  Oeneral  of  RaUi,  Dublin --Col' 
kction  of  the  improvement  Rate,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  CampbelUBan- 
ncrman  May  8, 17 

The  Executive  Oovemment  of  Ireland-^Speech 
of  Mr,  Chamberlain,  Notice  of  Question.  Mr. 
Coleridge  Kennard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain June  33,  1617 

The  Royal  Univerriiy  of  Ireland,  Question, 
Mr.  Kenny ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman  May  1 1 , 1 23 

"  The  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland*'  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  UealjT,  Mr. Gibson;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Uarcoart  Afay  11,  ISi 

Lunaiie  Atylums  {Ireland) 

Ccuniy  Down  Lunatic  Atylum — Sureharye  on 
Governors,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  May  14,  472 ; — 
Residence  and  Attendance  of  Governors , 
Questions,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Afay  14, 
473 

Criminal  LunaHe  Asylum,  Dundrum,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman June  8, 1398 

District  Lunatic  Asylums,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man  May  16,  620 

Lunacy  Coinmissioners — The  Report  for  1884, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  May  14,  470 

Education  (Ireland) 

Banagher  Royal  School,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  22, 
1143 
WaUrford  Industrial  School,  Question,  Mr. 
Richard  Power;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  May  8, 18 

Commissioners  of  National  Education — An- 
nual  Examination  of  Teachers — Names  of 
Examiners,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  12,  352  ; — 
Appointment  of  Mr.  William  Robertson, 
Assistant  Inspector  of  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  CampbelU Bannerman 
MjyU,  i72  i-^SaUymote  National  School, 
Co,  Sliyo,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  22, 1141 

Board  of  National  Education^  Dr,  Newell, 
Senior  Secretary,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  22, 
1143 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Cavan  Union  —  Mr.  James  Hartly,  Question, 
Mr.  BigffAr;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman May  22,  1140 

Dr,  Molony,  Medical  Ofioer,  Arklow  Dispensary 
District,  Question,  Mr.  W.J.Corbet:  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  15, 
013 

Donegal  Workhouse  —  Catholie  Assistant 
Teacher,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  11, 
122 

The  Infirmary  at  Liffcrdy  Co,  Donegal^  Ques- 
jtion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  May  8, 16 

[etU, 


iKELksm^Poor  Laio— oont. 

Union  of  Omagh—Mr,  Robert  5.  Clements, 
Question,  Mr.  Harrington ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  May  14,  471 

Election  of  Guardians 
Vacancies  in  Usk  and  Naas  Divisions,  Naoi 
Union,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,'  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  May  19,  943 
Dunfanaghy  Board  of  Guardians — The  Rev, 
Mr,  M'Fadden,  P.P,,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  June  4, 
1187 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 
Branch  Office  at  Whitby's  Cross,  Co,  Wexford, 

Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  May  14,  478 
Delay  in  Delivery  of  Letters  al  Keadne,   Car' 

rick-on-Shannon,   Question,    Mr.   O'Brien; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  May  12,  353 

Public  Eealth  (Ireland) 
Water  Supply  at  Urlaur — Action  of  the  Swine* 
ford  Sanitary  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  May  21, 
1020 

Fisheries  (Ireland) 
Sea   and    Coast   Fisheries  —  The  Trawling 
Ground  at  Portstewart  Bay,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  :  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
/uim4,  1186 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 
Barbour  at  Clogher  Head,  Co,  Louth,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert 
June  5, 1333 
Loan  of  £260,000  from  Irish  Church  Fund, 
Question,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
July  6, 1708 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 
Arklow  Harbour  Works,  Question,  Mr.  W.J. 

Corbet;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  June  8,  1808 
Greystones  Harbour  Works,  Question,  Mr.  W. 

J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May   14, 

471 
Pier  cU  Rosses  Point,  Co.  Sligo,  Question,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

June  4,  1180 
Port  of  Ballyshannon—  Wreck  of  the  "  Rocka* 

biU''  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr. 

J.  Holms  May  14, 409 
The  Sligo  Harbour  Commissioners  ^Memorial 

for  Extension  of  Time  for  Repayment  of 

IxMn,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Hibbert  May  14,  476 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 
The   Sluices  at  Meelick,    Question,    Colonel 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  14,  489 

Roads  and  Bridges 

Newtownbarry  Bridge,  Question,  Mr.  William 
Redmond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man May  18,  699 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 
Case  of  the  Brothers  Delahunty,  Resolution, 
Mr.  Kenny  May  15, 640  , 

op[ottit  ootrntado^Vlic 


Ibilakd — Ijato  and  Justice — cont. 

Conviction  of  Jamet  Danielt  of  Cioneen, 
Co.  Jipperary,  for  Attault  on  Benry 
Meagher,  Questions,  Mr.  John  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gampbell-Bannerman  Jfay  U, 
481 

Expenses  of  Crown  Prosecutions—RepaymerU 
by  the  Treasury,  Question,  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman 
May  8,  18 
Lawrence  Hannen— Costs  of  Defence,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Uibbert 
May  19,  938 

Explosive  Outrage  at  Londonderry  —  Oeorge 
M'Oarrigh,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman  May  II, 
129 

Imprisonment  of  two  Women,  Co.  Wexford, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  Mr, 
Oampbell-Bannerman  May  19,  939 

Judicial  Arrangements  at  Lisbum,  Question* 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell-Ban- 
nerman May  14,  475 

The  Barbavilla  Murder,  Notice  of  Resolution, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sulli?an  June  6,  1345  ;  Obser?a- 
tions,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  Reply,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland;  Obserra- 
tions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Redmond 
June  5.  1346  [House  counted  out] 

Ths  Tuibercurry  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  GenenJ  lor 
Ireland  May  8,  27 

The  Magistracy  {Ireland) 

Arms  Liesnee—Nenagh  Petty  Sessions — Case 
of  George  Napier,  Questions,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman  May  11,  136 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  John  O'Connor ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman  May  15,  616 

Cappawhite  Presentment  Sessions,  Question, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman  May  18,  706 

Mr.  Hamilton,  R.M.,  .irma^/i— Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman 
May  11, 134 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland) 
The  Crossmaglen  Prisoner's,  Questions,    Mr. 
HealjT ;  Answers,  Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  May  11, 132 

Law  and  Police  {Ireland) 

Breach  of  the  Licensing  Laws  at  Dysart,  Co. 
Roscommon,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Keliy,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  Mr.  Oampbell-Ban- 
nerman May  15,  614 

JJw«  in  the  Opera  House,  Londonderry,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman  May  8,  13 

Riot  at  Stewartstown^  Inaction  of  the  Police, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman  May  8, 14 

Prisons  (Ireland) 
The   late  Royal  Commission  —  Ewpsnses  of 
Medical   Witnesses  for  Payment  of  Substi- 
tuUs,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney;   Answer, 
Mr.  Hibbert  May  21, 1015 

IconU 


Ibklakd —con/. 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Case  of  Constable  DeoUn,  QaeaiioD,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oampbell-Bannemiaa 
May  8.  29 

Inflammatory  Language  —  District  Imspeetor 
Burst,  Strabane,  Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly; 
Answer,  Mr.  OampbeU-Bannermmn  May  31, 
1014 

Transfer  of  Sergeant  Price  from  Stewartsiotcn, 
Co.  Tyrone,  Question.  Mr.  O'Briea  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman  May  91, 
1018 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) 
Return  of  Agrarian  Outrages,  Questioai,  Mr. 

Labouohere,  Mr.  Arthur   O'Connor;    A«- 

swers,  Mr.   Oampbell-BannemuMi  May  14» 

487 
Statistics  (Return  of  Crimes  and    Outrages^ 

January  1  to  April  30,  1885),  Qaettioo,  Mr. 

O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- BaoBeraaB 

ifay  22, 1146 

Evictions  (Ireland) 

Oweedore— Employment  of  Troops,  fe.,  Qoee- 
tion,   Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbetl- 
Bannerraan  May  12,  358 
Case  of  Mary  Magee,  Oweedore,  Co.  Domt^si, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cmap- 
bell-Bannerman  Moji  19,  938 
[See  titles  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 
„        Prevention  of  Crime  (hekmd) 
Act,  1882] 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leeds 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  2R.  1070 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribatioa), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  49.  51  ;  Lorda  h  mtnitt. 

Oonsid.  cl.  E  and  F,  1582 

James,    Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  (Attorney 

Gener^),  Taunton 
Employers'  Liability  Act — Amendment,  037 
Inland  Reyenue — Spirit  Duties,  618 
Law  and  Justice  (England)  —  Irish  Romaa 

Catholic    Children  in    English  Protestaai 

Charitable  Institntions^Oaae  of  Roto  Doyb, 

622 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoote,  949 
Parliamentary    Elections    (Rediatribotioii)— 

Disqualification  of  Voters— Medioal  Rriiei; 

24 
Parliamentary     Elections       ( RedislribQtioo), 

dR.   282,  283;    Lords'   Amendts.    Coaatd. 

1543, 1560  ;  cl.  A.  1562,  1564,  15«6 ;  cL  B. 

1567 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  1037, 1038 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Oooaid.  mdd. 

cl.  387,  389,  391 ;  AmendL  392,  393.  3M. 

412,    413,     414,    415,   423;    Scbedile    S, 

Amendt.   426,  429,   431,  432.  433 ;   Uff4s 

Amendts.  Consid.  952 ;  Amendt.  954;  eL  lt» 

Amendt.  956,  961 
Representation  of  the  People   Aet,  1884  «- 

Sec.  9— Duties  of  Oyerseen,  613 
Supply — Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hoas 

Department,  Ac.  1239 

{After  Bseignettum) 
Parliamentary     Electiooa   (BCr.    BrmdUwk), 
Res.  1680 
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James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki,  Contid.  cuid,  el, 

924 
Supply — Public  Works  CommUtioo,  1735 

Jerxinoham,   Mr.   H.  E.  H.,  Berwiek- 
on- Tweed 
Egypt — Suppression  of  the  **  Bosphore  Egyp. 
tien" — Incriminatory  Articles,  1405 

Jebsey,  Earl  of 

Africa  (Soutb-East  Coast)— St.    Lucia   Bay, 

1395 
Egypt — Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyp- 

tien  " — Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  4,  5 
Egypt — Return  of  Expenditure,  Address  for  a 

Return,  908 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Comm.  ch  28.  Amendt.  1383 

Johnson,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 
Parliamentary      Elections      ( Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.   39 ;    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  eU  £  and  F,  Amendt.  1579 

Judge  Adyooate  Genebal  {tee  Mohoan, 
Bight  Hon.  0.  Osborne) 

Kennabd,  Oolonel  E.  M.,  Lymington 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  40 

KsNNABD,  Mr.  0.  J.,  SalUhury 

Executive    Goy'ernment  (Ireland)— Speech  of 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  1617 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Ennie 

Board    of  Trade— Harbour  Appointments  in 

Dublin,  1145 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Case  of  the  Bro- 
thers Delahunty,  649 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  123 
Parliament— Adjournment,  1584 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House — Orders 

oftheDay,  Res.  1587 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  58 
Post  Office— Charges  against  Post  Office  Ser. 

vants,  1144 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl,  9, 

519 ;  cl  17,  522 ;  cl.  18,  524 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 778,  783, 786,  787,  789,  791,  805, 
806 
CoIonUI  Office,  1266,  1267 

Kbb,  Captain  E.  W.  B.,  Down  Co. 

Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  681 

KiMBBBLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Asia  (Central)—  Russia  and   Afghanistan- 
Diplomatic  Representation  at  Cabul,  1009, 
1000,  lOU 

[ewU. 


KiUBBRLXT,  Earl  of— con/. 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Resignation  of 
Ministers — Statement  of  the  Marqness  of 
Salisbury,  1503 
Privilege — Marquess  of  Salisbury's  Speech 
at  Hackney,  300,  320,  321 
,  Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution),  2R. 
597.  598,  599  ;  Comm.   1360,  1370  ;  cl  9, 
1376  ;  cl  11,  Amendt.  1377  ;  cl  12,  Amendt, 
t^.  1379  ;  cl  13,  Amendt.  1^.  \el,  16,  Amendt. 
1380;  cl  19,  Amendt.  t6. ;  cl  22,  Amendt. 
1381  ;  cl  23,  Amendt.  1382  ;  cl  28,  1384, 
1385  ;  Schedule  5,  1386,  1387  :  Schedule  6, 
1392  ;  Schedule  7,  ib,  1393.  1394  ;  Report, 
1522  ;  Amendt.  1523  ;  Schedule  7,  Amendt. 
1526,   1527 ;    Commons    Reasons    Consid. 
1595,  1597,  1609  ;  Amendt.  1610 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Comm. 

cl  15,  895  ;  cl  16,  901 
Russia — CircuUr  Despatch  of  Prince   Gort- 

chakow,  1864,  Res.  313 
Women's  Suffrsge,  2R.  1612 

{After  Resignation) 

Parliament — Adjournment — Statement  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  —  Arrangement  of 
Public  Business,  1662, 1664,  1667 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
1804 

Kino-Habman.  Colonel  E.  E.,   Dublin 
Co. 
Egypt  (Soudan),  Ministerial  Statement,  162 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Snakin,  165 
Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant — Colonel  King- 

Harman  and  his  Tenants,  491 
Lighthouse  Illuminants  Committee — Sir  James 

Douglass,  705,  706 
Navy— Torpedo  Nets  —  H.M.S.  "  Northamp- 
ton." 131 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1894 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  53,  54,  55,  79, 86 
Registration    of    Voters     (Ireland),    Consid. 
add.  cl  446,  463  ;  d.  18,  528  ;  Schedule  1, 
535,  548 

Labouchebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan— The  "  Protocole  de 

Desint^ressement,"  1706 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Fighting  near 

Suakin,  25,  26 
H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice — Queen's  Messasre, 

499 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Outrage  —  Return  of 

Agrarian  Outrages,  487 
Law  and  Justice  (England) — Unjust  Convic- 
tions—Case of  Joseph  and  Charles  Dickson, 
467 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Acceptance    of 
Office  by  the  New  Ministers — Statement 
ofMr.  GUdstone,  1620 
Resignation    of  Ministers— Statement  of 
Mr.  Gladstone — Arrangement  of  Public 
Business,  1538,  1603 
Parliament — Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days), Res.  1084 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1891 
ParliamenUry     Elections    (Mr.    Bradlangh), 
Res.  1691,  1701, 17@%itized  by  VjUU^IC 


9^^ 


LiBorcmat,  Mr.  B.—eoni, 

B.9ghiT&ilou     (Occupation     Yotefi),     Lords 

Amendtg,  COQBld.  050,  9^2 
Rirer  Thamci   (No.  3),  Comm.  eL  0,  1041, 

1042,  1343 
RuMift^Offentive  Sp««oheB,  1704 
Stippl J— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  ko.  1766 
Ejnbassks   And    Miasions    AbrOAd,    1T47| 

17*8,  1753  ;  Amandt.  17C4,  1765 
MaT-Tiftgo     Fortiori    of    ILll.H.    Prinoeia 

l^catrice,  Amende.  1003,  lOlQ 
Suez  Cunftl  (Britiali  Directors),  1705 
Supreme  CourtorjudEcatu r« — Snl a r i os  an di 
Exp«nief  not  charged  on  tbe  Cooaolidated 
Funa,  1933 
Vote  of  Credit— Ejpooditure,  354,  BS5 

Labourers  {Ireland)  {No.  2)  BiU 

Qucition,  Mr,  Viljifira  Stuart:  Annrer,  Mr. 
CAmpbelUBannerman  May  14^  488 

liAiKGp  Mj.  S.,  Orhney,  ^^e. 
CousolidAled  Fund  {No.  3),  SB.  230 

LAn>E,  Mr,  E.t   Queen's  Co. 

Regiftration  of  Vetera  (Ireland),  Cotjsid.  Sche- 
dule 1,  5^ 

LAiHNOTON,  Lord 

Beel&ration  of  Parii,  1856^Belliger«nt  Righta 
atS^B,  Res,  lOOO 

Lakoastee— Ghanoellor  of  the   Dachy 
{see  TaEVKLTAif,  Eight  Hon.  G.  0,) 

Iiond  (CompulsoTy  Eeg^tration  of  In- 
cnmbraBcea)  Bill 

(Mr,  RunourU  Sir  Eenr^f  MoUand^  Mr.  GkarUt 

Huundellf  Mr,  StaveUy  Hiti) 
tf.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  13  LBiU  17S] 

Zand  Law  (Ireknd)  Aet^  1881 
Irish  Land  Ccmmitii&n  Courts — Fair  Mmti — 

Coie  of Shorlal^  Quettion.  Mr.  Marum ; 

Anawer,  Mr,  Ilthbflrt  May  18,  700 

Iriih  Land  ComtnuEion 
Judicial   Rents — KttaU  of  Captain  DnHfftas, 

Co.  Z<m_a/ffrrf,  Qwettlon^  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy  ; 

Antwor',  Thu  Chief  Seoretarj  (Sip  William 

tiMtJ}jU)  July  ^,1707 
Suh-C<mmi»»(oners^Mr.   Walpole,  Queationi, 

Mr.   O'Brion,    Mr.    Arthur   O'Connor;  Au- 

iwers,  Mr.  CampbelUBannerman  May  &,  15 

Lav  Aim  Zv&Titm  (England  aitd  Wales) 
( Questiom) 

Criminal  Return t,  Q,iieationi,  Mr,  Arthur 
O'Coauor  ;  Anawers,  Sir  William  Uarcourt 
May  IS,  618 

Miyfi  CffuH  of  Jnttite—  The  Chanury  Dhmion, 
Queetion,  Mr.  lnc»  ;  Answer,  'I'be  Attorney 
General  (Mr.  Webater)  July  7,  1S32 

iHth  Roman  CalhoHe  Chitdten  in  Mnglith, 
FrotftlaiU  Charitable  Inttitutumt—Casit  of 
Hose  DoyU,  Queation,  Mr.  Dawaon  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  May  15,  031 


Law  isHJ  JiTiTfCE  {Engtani  and  WaleM)—ton%. 
Unjuii  ContfieUana — Case  i^f  Joseph  and  Charts 

Dickson,    Queition,    Mr.    Labouchere  ;    Au* 

iwer^  Sir  William  Uarcourt  May  M,  467 
Unequal    Sentences,    Queation,    Mr.    J^mtt 

Stuart ;    Answer,     Sir     Wjlltaoi     Hareout 

Mai/ 21,  1023 

Law  and  Pouce  (Exolajo)  Ann  Walej) 

public  Meetiitfft—  Trafalgar  Square t  QQ^stioo, 
Baron  Henry  De  \\'<)riiis  ;  Aniiver,  Sir  Wil- 
li^im  Hanjourt  Maif  31,  1030 

Holbertf  ai  the  ffoute  of  Cflmmon*,  QuttitJi»Dt, 
Mr.  llttikes,  Mr,  Seston  ;  Aniwi^n,  Lord 
Richard  GroavenoP  May  IP,  910 

Lawrence,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lonitm 
Obannol  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),   IR, 

941 
Engllah  Masbert  of  English  Schoolt  Abroad, 

1028 
Poit  Offloo  Telegrama— 1n<tifflcieal  AddrcoN, 

143 
Tele^aph  Acti  Amendment,  191 ;  aR«  1154 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,   Carlisle 

Parliament — Buaineaa  of  the  Uouiep  1711 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    liouM,    Eat, 

Amendt,  1S82,  1804 
Parliamontary  Electionj  (Mr,  Bradlaofb),  Em* 

1080 

Leahy,  Mr<  J.,  MiUate  Op. 

Army--5th  Dragooa  Guardt,  113,  S22 

Leamy,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Parliamentary      Eleijtioni      (EcdUiribatioa), 

Consid,  Schedule  7,  Jli,  BO  ;  Lordi  AntttodO. 

Conaid.  d.  D,  1570 
RegiatratLon  of  Voters  (Ireland),  CoBiid.  5efa#- 

dul«  3,  561 

Leatram,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Mudd^rsfi^ld 

Parliam«nrar7  Eleotioat  (Redi«trilNL|ioaV 
Coneid.  Schedule  7i  17 

Leatham,  Mr.  W,  H,,   Yerk,  W,  ^.,  8. 

Parliam«atarT       Electioiu      ( R«diitrtbatlflft) 

Coo  a  id.  Schedule  7, 10 

Lefevre,  Eight  Hon,  Q,  J.  Shaw  (Po«t- 
master  General),  Beading 
Pai^lmment — Kusincas  of  the  Uoatt,  ^17,  StS 
P  ar  liam  ent  ary       E  lect  ion*     ( Red  ue  nbnUae  ] , 
,  Con  Sid,  Schedule  7,  56,  38  ;  SchedalD  S,  »t 
Post  Offioc^QuestionB 

Charges  a^inst  Post  Office  SennaiiU«  llii 
Inve^dona  Exhibition,  €12 
Parcel  I *ost— Temporary  Cleri»,  IS* 
Post    Office    f Ireland)— Branch    Office  ■! 
Whilbj'i    CroMj  Co,   Weiford,    47^,— 
Delay  in  Deliirery  o1  Letten  «£  Kmdim» 
Carrick^on. Shannon,  353 
Telegranis — Inauf^otent  Addrvnn,  111 
Tclegpaph  Dcparunoiit — S^rtcy  ©I    TfJ** 
graznf,  1402 
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liBViTRB,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  ShAw— eont. 
Post  Office  Sitei,  Comm.  1321,  1322, 1324 
Telegraph  Acts  AmeDdmeot,  491  ;  2R.  1167> 
1170 

{After  Reiignation) 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,   Res. 

1873. 1876 
Post  OflSce— Sixpenny  Telegrams,  1826 

Leiqhton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  8. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1181 

Lbighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  N, 

Burial  Grounds,  1034 

Education  Department — New  Code — Instruc- 
tions to  Inspectors,  701 

Pluralities,  2R.  978 

Ways  and  Means — Inland  Reyenue^-Income 
Tax— Schedule  B,  1029 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Snakin,  165 
H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice — Qneen'a  Message, 

504 
Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Junction  Rail- 
way and  Dock,  3R.  609 
Ireland — Questions 

Extra  Police— Limerick  Corporation — ^Ac- 
tion of  the  Government,  488,  623,  1403, 
1404 
Inflammatory  language— Mr.    W.    John- 
ston, Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries,  478 
Law  and  Police— Riot  in  the  Opera  House, 

Londonderry,  13 
Preyention  of  Crime  Act,  147 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Rei.  1887, 

1890, 1891 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1553,  1554,  1555  ; 
el.  A,  1565  ;  el.  13,  Amendt.  1568  ;  o^.  E  and 
F.  1578 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add.  el, 
443,  449,  450,  462,  513,  515 ;  el,  7,  517  ; 
el  8,  520 

Lbwisham,  Viscount,  Kent,  W. 

Egypt  (Soudan)— Military  Expedition— Cold- 
stream Guards,  047 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  45,  47 ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  eh  E  and  F,  1580 

Licensing  Laws — Clubs 

Question,  Mr.  O'SuUiyan ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Haroonrt  Jfay  11,  146 

Lighthouse  liluminants   Committee  —  Sir 
James  Douglass 
Question,    Colonel    Eing-Harman;    Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  May  18,  705 

Lighthouses — Telegraphic    Communication 
with  the  Mainland 
Question,  Mr.  Vivian ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
Uin  May  19,  936 


LiMB&ioK,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 
Comm.  1369  ;  Schedule  5,  Amendt.  1386 

Literature,   Science,  and  Art — The   JVa* 
tional  Portrait  Gallery 
Questions,  Mr.  Coope,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  riunket) /w/y  7,  1829 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 
Committee  of  Privileges — The  Lovat  Peerage 

—Removal  of  Coflin  Plates  from  Vault  at 

Kirkhill.  361,  483 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Consid. 

add,  el.  392 
Supply— Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De<. 

partment,  &c.  1205 

Lloyd,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Warwickshire,  S. 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Orders 

of  the  Day,  Res.  1587, 1588 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  Redemption,  2R.  1940 

Local  Anthorities  (Expenses  of  Confer- 
ences) BiU         {The  Lard  Thurhw) 
I.  Read  2*  •  May  19  (No.  93) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  6 

Read  3*  *  June  8 

Royal  Assent  June  25  [48  A  49  Viet.  o.  22] 

Local  QoYEBNHEirr  Board — ^President 
of  the  {see  Dilee,  Bight  Hon.  Sir 
0.  W.) 

Local  Qovebnment  Boabd  —  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  (sec  Bussell. 
Mr.  G.  W.  E.) 

Local  Qovebnment  Boabd — President 
{see  Balfour,  Mr.  A.  J.) 

Local  Oovemment    (Oas)    Provisional 

Orders  BiU  {Mr.  George  Suitell, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
6.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  8  [BiU  170] 

Read  2'' •  May  21 

Report  *  June  15 

Read  3"  •/un*  19 
I.  Read  1«*  {Lord  Carrington)  June  19  (No.  144) 

Read  2»  *  June  2S 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  8»  •  July  7 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Camp* 

bell'Bannerman) 
e.  Ordered*  May  14 

Read  l**  •  May  15  [Bill  182] 

Read  2«  •  June  5 

Report  •  July  6 

Considered  *  July  7 
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Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  CNo.  2)  Bill 

(Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  Ifr,  Camp* 

bell'Bannermtm) 
e.  Ordered*  May  U 

RetLdl^^  May  15  [Bill  183] 

Read  2°  *  June  6 

Report  *  June  15 

Read3***/un«19 
/.  Read  1*»  (Xorrf  Pretident)  June  19  (No.  U») 

Read  2^  ^  June  25 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  6 

Read3»*  July  1 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (Ifo.  1)  Bill 

[H.L.] 

e.  Read  3-  •  May  8  [Bill  128] 

h  Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict.  o.  z] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  2)  Bill 

[H.L.] 

c.  Read  2« •  May  \l  [Bill  155] 

Report*  May  20 

Read3»*Jfay21 
I.  Royal  Assent  /tmtf  25  [48  k  49  Ftcf.  o.  zziz] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  3)  Bill 

[H.L.]  {The  Lord  Fretident) 

I  Committee  *  ;  Report  Jfay  18  (No.  84) 

Read  3*  *ifay  19 
e.  Read  1»  •  May  20  [Bill  188] 

Read2»*  Jvntf  5 

Report*  June  15 

Read  3o  *  June  19 
h  Royal  Assent  June  25  [48  A  49  r«0<.  c.  zzzli] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  4)  Bill 

(Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  Mr,  Campbell' 

Bannerman) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  *  May  19  [Bill  185] 

Read2»*/uiw5 

Report*  June  15 

Read8»*/ufWl9 
I,  Read  1>  *  (Lord  Pretident)  June  19  (No.  145) 

Read2**/Mntf25 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  6 

Read  8*  •  July  1 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Labourers  Act)  (No.  5)  Bill 

{Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  Mr,  Campbell' 

Bannerman) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*«  May  19  [BiU  186] 

Read  2**  June  5 

Report  •  July  6 

Local  Government  Qbreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No.  1) 
BiU  [H.L,] 

<?,Read2<»*  May  12  [Bill  162] 


Local  Government  (Ireland)  ProvifiiRiil 
Orders  (Public  Health  Act)  (No.  2) 

Bill  [H.L.]         {The  Lord  PrendmU) 
I,  Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8  (No.  88) 

Read  ^'^  *  June  9 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orden 

(No.  2)  Bill  (The  Lord  CarrimytM) 

I,  Committee  * ;  Report  May  8  (No.  89) 

Read3''*  JJfayll 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Viei,  e.  zi] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Ordan 

(No.  3)  Bill  {Mr,  Qeorye  Bmseea, 

Sir  Charles  W,  Dilhe) 
e.  Ordered  :  read  l^"  *  May  8  [BiU  163] 

Read  2«  *i/ay  21 
Report  *  July  6 
Read3»*/u/y7 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orden 

(No.  4)  Bill  iMr,  Oeorye  JimmeO, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  *  May  8  [BiU  189] 

Read2**if(ty  21 
Report  *  June  15 
Reads**  Juntf  19 
I,  Read  1>  *  {Lord  CarrinyUm)  Jwm  19  (No.  147) 
Read2»*/untf  25 

Local  Government  Provisional   Orders 

(No.  5)  BiU  {Mr,  Oeorye  MrnmO, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  *  May  22  [BUI  196] 

Read2<>*/ufitf9 

Report  *  June  19 

Read  3*  *  June  28 
I,  Read  1*  *  June  28  (No.  152) 

Read  2*  •  June  26 

Committee  * ;  Report  Juty  6 

Read  3»  *  /t%  7 

Local  Government  Provisional  Qrdflri 

(No.  6)  Bill  {Mr,  Qe^e  MmmtO, 

Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  22  (BiU  197] 

Read  2<  *  June  9 
Report  *  June  19 
Read  3*  *  June  23 
I,  Read  1»  *  June  23  (No.  158) 

Bead  2*  *  June  26 

Local  Government  Provisional  (Man 

(No.  7)  BiU  {Mr.  Oeorye  Mmmta, 

Sir  Charles  W,  DUke) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  June  5  [BiU  Kl] 

Read  2«  *  June  15 
Report  •  July  6 
Considered  *  July  7 

Local  Government  Provisional  CMon 
(Kunicipal  Corporations)  BiU    (JKr- 

Oeorye  Sussdl,  Sir  Chmries  W,  DiVkt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jmu  4  [BiU  199] 

Read  2«  *  June  15 
Report  *  July  6 
Read  3*  •  July  7 
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Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  BiU 

{Lord  Carrington) 
I  Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict,  o.  v] 

Local  Gk>vemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  3)  BiU 

{Lord  Carrington) 
I  Royal  Assent  if«y  21  [48  Viet,  cvi] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  BiU 

{Mr.  Qeorgc  Sussell,  Sir  Charles  W.  Lilke) 
c.  Report  •  May  14  [Bill  116] 

Considered  •  May  15 

Read  3»  *  May  18 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  Carrington)  May  19  (No.  123) 

Read  2»  •  Jvnt  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 

Read  3*  •  June  15 

Royal  Assent  June  25    [48  h  49  Viet,  c.  xxzi] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  5)  BiU 

{Lord  Carrington) 
h  Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8  (No.  90) 

Read  3*  •ifay  11 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict,  o.  Tii] 

Local   Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  BUI 

{Lord  Carrington) 
I,  Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8  (No.  94) 

Read  3»*  ifay  11 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Viet,  o.  Tiii] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  7)  Bill 

{Lord  Carrington) 
h  Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8  (No.  91) 

Read  3*  •  May  11 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [48  Vict,  c.  iz] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  8)  BUI 

{Mr,  George  Rueaell,  Sir  Charles  W,  Bilke) 
e.  Read  2»  •  May  12  [Bill  158] 

Report  *  June  19 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Poor  Law)  (No.  9)  BiU        {Mr,  George 

Jtueeell,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilhe) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  May  22  [Bill  198] 

Read  2»  •  June  9 
Report  •  July  6 
Considered  *  July  7 

Local  Loans  (Sinking  Funds)  BiU 

{Sir  Matthew  Hidley,  Sir  Richard  Cross^ 
Sir  Sardinge  Giffard) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I' •May  20  [Bill  189] 

R*-ad  2»  •  July  « 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

VOL  CCXOVIXI.    [third  sebies.] 


London  Livery  Companies  BUI 

{Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,  Mr,  George  Huisell) 
e.  Motion   for    Leave   {Sir    Charles    W.  Dilke) 

July  6,  1791;  after  short  debate,   Moved, 

*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  **  {Mr. 

Illingworth)  ;     after   farther  short    debate. 

Question  put,  and  negatived 
Ori/;inal  Question  put,  and  agreed   to ;    BiU 

ordered;  read  1*»»  [Bill  210] 

Longford,  Earl  of 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Organization  and 
Equipment,  Res.  578 

Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Return, 
6,  11 

Sgypt — Return  of  Expenditare,  Address  for  a 
Return,  908 

Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  683 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Comm.  1369 

Lopes,  Sir  M,,  Devonshire,  8, 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
Amendt.  367,  372,  377,  378 

Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland  {see  Bal- 
four, Right  Hon.  J.  B.) 

Lord  LiEUTSXAirr  of  Ireland  {see  Car- 
narvon, Earl  of) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland— Chief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  op  Ireland — Chief 
Secretary  to  the  (Right  Hon.  Sir 
W.  H.  Dyke)  see  Dyke 

Lord  President  of  the  Council  {see 
Carlingford,  Lord) 

Lord  President  of  the  Council  {see 
Cranbrook,  Viscount) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— -Organization  and 
Equipment,  Res.  590 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  885 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution) 
Comm.  Schedule  5,  Amendt.  1386  ;  Com- 
mons Reasons  Consid.  1608,  1609,  1610 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  2R.995. 
998 

Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Bill 
Select  Committee  nominated  May  14,566 

LowTHER,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Lincolnshire, 

Education  Department— Alleged  Over-Pressure 
at  Adlington  National  School,  Chorley, 
Lancashire— Suicide  of  Elizabeth  For»hair, 
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LowTHEB,  Right  Hon.  J. — cont. 

Parliament — Order — Coarte   of   Procedure — 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  438,  489, 

440,  441 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),     Consid. 

add.  ci.  397,  420,  421,425 
Registration      of    Voters    (Ireland),    Consid. 

add.  el,  444,  455 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Rutland 

Egypt — Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyp- 

iien,"143 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1565 

Lttbboce.  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  634, 
642 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  ChanctUor) 
I  Committee,  after  debate  Jfay  19,  879   (No.  60) 
Report — Order  discharged  *  Juns  9 

Zunaci/  Bill 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Selbome  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  JiUy  6,  1670 

Lunacy  Commissioners  ( Great  Britain) — 
The  Report  for  1884 
Question,   Mr.  W.  J.   Corbet ;    Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  May  14,  470 

LusK,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Supply — Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, &c.  1213 

Lyons,  Dr.  E.  D.,  Dublin 

Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  637 
Registration    of   Voters  (Ireland),  Re-oomm. 
•     add.  el.  Amendt.  563 

McAkthur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Western  Pacific — Anglo-Gorman  Commission, 
702 

Macartney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  2)/rone 
Egypt  (War  in   the  Soudan)— Fighting   near 

Suakin,  26 
Ireland — Prisons — Late  Royal  Commission — 

Expenses  of  Medical  Witnesses  for  Payment 

of  Substitutes,  1015 
Parliamentary      Elections       (Redistribution), 

3R.  283,  289 

M*Oabthy,  Mr.  J.,  Longford 

Irish  Land  Commission — Judicial  Rents — Es- 
tate of  Captain  Douglas,  Co.  Longford,  1707 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  79,  90 
Prisons  (England) — Regulation  as  to  Prison* 

ers'  Library  at  Liverpool,  1029 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  18, 

530 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 813,  830,831 
Report— Administration  of  Military  Law, 
1139 


McCarthy,  Mr.  J.  H.,  AthUme  Bo. 

Egypt  (Affairs  of  the  SoudaD)—M.  Olivier  Fail, 

484 

M*OoAN,  Mr.  J.  O.,   Wteklow 
Criminal  Law  Amendmect,  2R.  1182 
Egyptian  Loan— The  Joint  Gaarantee,  1151, 

1153 
Lord  Randolph    Churohill   and   the  Khidiri, 

1703 
North  British  Railwaj,  Consid.  932 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatio   Commanieatloa  viUi 

the  Vatican,  1188 

Maofarlaitb,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 
Parliament— Easiness  of  the  Houss,  1711 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoase.  Res.  1871 
Post  OflSce— Telegraph   Department— Secrecy 

of  Telegrams,  1402 
Registration    (Ocoupation       Voters),      Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  966 
Scotland— Crofters'  Holdings,  492,  719, 1416 

MoQarel-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  Consid.  add.  tl. 
919 

MoKbnka,  Sir  J.  N.,    Tbu^hal 

Excise — Restrictions  on  the  Scotch  and  Iriik 
Spirit  Trade,  713 

Inland  Revenue — Spirit  Duties — Unequal  In- 
cidence upon  Irish  and  Scotch  Traders  ooib- 
pared  with  English,  474 

Parliamentary  Eleotions  (RedistribotioD), 
Consid.  Schedule  8,  95 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  968 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  d.  18, 
525  ;  Schedule  3,  557 

Maoeintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fraseb-,  Inverness^ 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  Motion  for 
Leave,  873, 1416,  H17 

MoLaben,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 
Egypt — Sir  II.   Drummond    Wolff's   Special 

Mission,  1828 
Gambling  Act—Raid  on  a  Betting  CInb,  941 

Maoliver,  Mr.  P.  8.,  Plymouth 

Army — Ordnance    Department  —  SteeUWirs 
Guns,  468 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex^  8. 

Pluralities,  2R.  979 

Registration       (Ocoupation    Voters),     Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  955,  967 
Sites  for  Places  of  Religious  Worship,  Amendt. 

981,984 
Vaccination  —  Small-Poz   Statistics  at  West 

Ham,  483 

Manners,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 

Leicestershire,  iV. 
Asia  (Central)  —  Russia  and  A%haaistu— 
^        ^*lfAa».U<s>us,  IWaoigitized  by  \^UUy  IC 
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Mannbrs,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R. — cant, 
Egypt  (Finance,  &o.) — Egyptian  Coupons— 

The  Deduction  of  Five  per  Gent,  H07 
Egyptian  Loan — The  Joint  Guarantee,  1153 
Parliament— Businesi  of  the  House,  947,  948 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1554 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  400 

[Postmaster  General) 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1875 
Post  Office— Sixpenny  Telegrams,  1825,  1826 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1755 

Maejoribanks,  Hon.  E.,  Berwickshire 
Harbour  Accommodation — Public  Works  Loan 

Commissioners,  125 
Supply— Public  Works  Commission,  1734, 1740 

Marlborouoh,  Duke  of 

^gyp^  (I'bo  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eug- 
land.  Res.  697 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

BiU  [hi-]  {The  Lord  Monsoti) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !••  May  12         (No.  110) 
Order  for  2R.  discharged  *  June  9 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co. 

Ireland — Lawand  Justice— Expenses  of  Crown 
Prosecutions — Repayment  by  the  Treasury, 
18 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Egypt — Colonel  De  Coetlogon,  126 
Irish  Land  Commission  Courts  —  Fair  Rents, 

Case  of Shortal,  700 

Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  75,  76,  00 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add, 

cl.  444,  449 

Maskelyne,  Mr.  M.  H.  N.  Story-,  Crick- 
lade 
River  Thames  (No.  2),  Comm.  cl,  6,  Amendt. 
1941,  1942,  1943 

Mauritius,  The — Report  of  the  Commission 
on  the  Franchise 
Question,   Mr.   Coleridge   Kennard  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  May  11,  131 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wigtonshire 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  Motion  for  Leave, 

464.  465 
Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  639, 

642 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  Bill 

(Dr.  Lyons) 
e,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mundella  May  21,  1038 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [30th  April],  "Thai  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2<*"  July  7.  1938 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Mr.  Efdly)',  after  short  dtbato.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  furtlicr  ad- 
journed 


Mellor,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Grantham 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add. 
cl.  393 

Merchant  Shipping 

Quarantine  on  Shipping  —  An  International 
Scientific  and  Sanitary  Conference  at  Rome, 
Question,  Mr.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Fittmaurice  May  14,  4S6 

Sea  Coast  Fitheria  —  fishing  Vessels  — 
Trawlers*  Lights^  Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  15,  633 

Statistics,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  June  8,  1404 

The  •*  Marie  Brockelmann"  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  llolms  June  5,  1334 

Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Befas- 

try,  &C.)  Bill       {Mr.  Holms,  Mr.  Cham- 

herlain) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  •  Jfay  13  [Bill  179] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  June  4,  1324 
Committee — r.p.  July  7,  1939 

Metropolis    (Hughes   Fields,  Deptford) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[h.l.]  {The  Earl  of  Balhousie) 

I  Read2**3fayl5  (No.  82) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  3»  •  June  9 
c.  Road  lo»  June  12  [Bill  205] 

Read  2«  •  June  23 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Viscount  Letoisham,  Sir 
Charles  MillSf  Sir   Trevor   Lawrence,   Mr, 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  Orantham,  Mr.  Boord) 
c.  Committee  May  18,  876  [House  counted  out) 
Committee:  Report Jund  4,  1325   [Bill  138] 
Considered  •  ;  read  3°  July  6         [Bill  200] 
I.  Read  1»  •  (E.  of  Camperdown)  July  7  (No.  162) 

Metropolis  (Tabard  Street,  Kewington) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

[h.l.]  (The  Earl  of  Balhousie) 

I  Read2»»Jlfay  15  (No.  81) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 

Read  3"  •  June  9 
c.  Rcadl*»*7««(5l2  [Bill  204] 

Read  2»  •  June  23 

Metropolitan    Board  of   Works  Bill  {hg 

Order) 
c.  Considered  May  19,  916 

Metropolitan  Improvements — Billingsgdtt 
Market 
Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
llarcourt  May  8,  19 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Exten- 
sion Bill  (The  Earl  of  Balhousie) 
L  Read  2^ •May  12  (No.  101) 

Commit  toe  •  ;  Report  May  15 

Re.nl  3»*  J/ii»/19 
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LowTHiB,  Right  Hon.  J.—eorU, 
ParlUment— Order— Courie   of   Procedore— 

Registration  (Occopation  Voteri),  438,  430, 

440,  441 
Registration    (Occopation    Voters),    Consid. 

a<id.ci.  397,  430,421,435 
Registration     of    Voters    (Ireland),    Consid. 

add.  eL  444,  455 

LowTHEE,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Rutland 

Egypt— Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphoro  Eg7p- 

tien,"143 
ParliamenUry      Eleotions      (Redistribation), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1565 

Lttbboce,  Sir  J.,  London  UniverBity 
Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  634, 
643 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  ChaneelUr) 
L  Committee,  after  debate  ifay  19, 879   (No.  60) 
Report— Order  discharged  *  Jun$  9 

Lunacy  Bill 

Qaestion,  The  Earl  of  Selbome ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbory  /ti/y  6, 1670 

Lunacy  Commiuioners  {Great  Britain)— 
The  Report  for  1884 
Question,   Mr.  W.  J.   Corbet;    Answer,  Sir 
William  Harooort  May  14,  470 

LxTSK,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Supply- Secratary  of  SUte  for  the  Hom«  De- 
partment, Ac.  1313 

LY0H8,  Dr.  E.  D.,  Dublin 

Forestry,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  637 
Registration    of   Voters  (Ireland),  Ro-oomm. 
•     add.  d.  Amendt.  563 

MoAethub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Western  Faeifto — Anglo-German  Commission, 
702 

Macabtkby,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  l^one 
Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— Fighting  near 

Soakin,  26 
Ireland— Prisons— Late  Royal  Commission- 
Expenses  of  Medical  Witnesses  for  Fayment 
of  Substitutes,  1015 
FarliamenUry     Eleotions      (Redistribation), 
3R.  283,  289 

M'Caktht,  Mr.  J.,  Lonffford 

Irish  Land  Commission— Judicial  Rents— Es- 
tate of  Captain  Douglas,  Co.  Longford,  1707 
ParliamenUry      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  79,  90 
Prisons  (England)— Regulation  as  to  Prison- 
ers' Library  at  Liverpool,  1029 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  cL  18, 

630 
Supply— Civil  Serviees  and  Rtrenne  Depart- 
menU.  813,  830,  831 
Report— Admibtstralion  of  Military  Law, 

uaa 


M'Oabtht,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Athhn$  B0. 
Egypt  (Affairs  of  the  Soodas)— H.  OUfiflr  Paim, 
484 

M'CoAN,  Mr.  J.  C,  Wiehhw 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1182 
Egyptian  Loan— The  Joint  Gnanuils*,  1161, 

1153 
Lord  Randolph  Chnrohill  and  tbo  Kb^w«, 

1703 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  939 
Papal  See  ^Diplomatic  CommnnieaUM  wUk 

the  Vatican,  1188 

Maofarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.»  CarUw  Co. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  noose,  1711 
Parliament— Business  of  th«  Hoose.  Res.  18T1 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Departmeat— Soeresy 

of  Telegrams,  1403 
Registration    (Occupatioo     Voters),      Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  966 
Scotland--Crofters*  Holdings,  492,  719,  liie 

MoOarbl-Hooo,  Sir  J.  M.,  2Viir# 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works,  Consid.  mU  «I. 
919 

MoKknka,  Sir  J.  N.,  Tougkal 

Exeise— Restrictions  on  the  Sodek  and  frisk 

Spirit  Trade.  713 
Inland  Reyenue— Spirit  Duties- Uoe^oal  I»- 

cidenoe  upon  Irish  and  Soouh  Traders  oeas* 

pared  with  English,  474 
PariiamenUry      Eleotions     (RsdistribaliM). 

Consid.  Schedule  8,  96 
Registration    (Oocupation     Voters),     Locda 

Amendts.  Consid.  968 
Registration  of  Voters  (Irsland),  Consid.  cL  t8» 

535  :  Sohedolo  3,  657 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  G.  Vbasem^,  In^mmma^ 

Crofters'    Holdings    (SooUand),    Moliett   fv 
Leave,  873, 1416, 1417 

McLaren,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  SUfiri 
Egypt— Sir  n.   Drommond    Woirs  SpMial 

Mission,  1838 
Gambling  Aoi— Raid  on  a  Bottiag  Clnk,  Ml 

Macliver,  Mr.  P.  8.,  Plymouth 
Army— Ordnance    Departmoftt  —  Sisel-WiM 
Gbos,  468 

Makins,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  Eu$x^  8. 

Pluralities,  3R.  979 

RegistraUon      (OcoopatioQ    Voters),     Letds 

Amendts.  Consid.  956,  967 
Sites  for  Places  of  Religions  Worship,  Aaeadl. 

981,984 
Vaccination  —  Small-Pox  Staftistjes  a  Wert 

Ham,  483 

Manitsbb,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
Leiceetertkire^  N. 
Asia  (Central)  —  Rnssia  and  A^|bsnista> 
NsfOtiaUons,  1191    edby^^UUVIC 
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MiLLToinr,  Earl  of 

Egypt — Return  of  Ezp«Ddltare,  Addreu  for 

a  Retarn,  908 
Lunacy  Acti  Amendment,  Comm.  879 
Parliamentarj      Eieolions     (Redistribution), 

Comm.  Schedule  6,  1393 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

1805 
Registration  ol  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  «/.  8, 

Amendt.  906,  907  ;  cl.  18.  Amendt.  ib. 
South  Eastern  and  London,    Chatham,  and 

Dover    Railway  Companies    (Arbitration), 

650,655 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

SR.  1650 


MxLNBB,  Sir  F.  Q.,  York  City 
£f7P^"--Qoestions 

Events  in  the  Soudan  —  Relief  of  Kassala, 
633 

Miliury  Expedition  up  the  Nile— Health  of 
the  Troops,  486 ;— Suakin-Berber  Rail- 
way, 940 
Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyptien  " 
-—Incriminatory  Articles,  1405 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters)  — Medical 

Relief— Mr.  Chamberlain.  1408 
Supply — Marriage  Portion  of  II. R.U.  Princess 
Beatrioe,  1906, 1907 


JftfiM,  f;€. 

,    Denahy  Main  Coltierf,  Question,  Mr.  Burt ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Hareourt  Ifoy  19,  943 
Inundation    •/    1h§    PkxMelpkia    Colliery, 

Lamhton^  Coimly  o/Dnrhom,  Question,  Mr. 

Burt ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Uarcourt  /wM  5, 

1343 

Mnrro,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Comm.  Schedule  5, 1389  ;  Commons  Reasons 
Consid.  1609 


MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^i  Co. 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  tl,  1, 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  875 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  ef.  8, 

519  ;  Schedule  1,  537,  545 
Supply— Charity  Commission,  1388, 1389 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1399. 1300 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1764 
Law  Charges,  1913 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  1745 
Lunacy  Commission,  England,  1733»  1737, 

1731 
Post  Offleo,  Ao.  1783, 1783 

MoBOAK,  Bight  Hon.  0*.  Osborne  (Jadge 
AdTOoate  General),  Donhighohiro 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  mdd, 
cl,  398,  404 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  odd, 
C/.458 


{J/ior  Booignotion) 
V—  Conservancy,  Res.  1817, 1818,  1819 


MoBLEY,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  War) 
Army  (AuiilLiry  Forces)  —  Organisation  And 

Equipment,  Res.  593 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Retnm, 

7.10,11 
Egypt— Return  of  Expenditure,  Address  for  a 

Return,  908,  909 

MoBLBT,  Mr.  J.,  Neweaitle-upon-Tyno 
Consolidated  Fund  (No,  3),  2R.  315,  316 
^VP^  i^f^f  in  the  Soudan)— Fighting  near 
Suakin,  34 

Mowbray,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Unweroiiy 
Dee  Coosenraney,  Res.  1813,  1819 
Pluralities,  3R.  974 

Registration    (Occupation     Voters),    Consid. 
add,  cl,  407 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  955 

Mu2n)BLLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Shejloid 
Education  Department — Questions 

Alleged  Over- Pressure  at  Adliogton  Na- 
tional   School,    Chorley,    Lancashire  — 
Suicide  of  Elisaheth  Forshaw,  479.  480 
Education  of  the  Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dnmb^ 

Inquiry  by  Royal  Commission,  701 
New  Code — Instructions  to  Inspectors,  701 
Scotland — Aberdeen   University,  1031 :  ^ 
School  Board  Examinations.  139 
Intermediate  Edncatton  (Wales),  338 :  Motioa 

for  Leave,  1136.  1139 
Medical  Act  Amendment,  1038 

MxTNTZ,  Mr.  p.  A.,  W4trmokikiro,  N, 
Oaths  BUI,  1034 

Napieb  ahd  Ettbick,  Lord 

Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  Commission 
—Letter  of  the  Duke  of  Argjli,  1813,  1817 

Napieb  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— OrganiiaUon  and 

Equipment,  Res.  390 
Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonnent  by  Eng* 
land.  Res.  869,  879 

Hational  BeVt  BiU         (Mr,  ckmotUmr  of 

tkg  £x€k§qmr,  Mr,  Bihhtrt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I**  jr«y  8  [Bill  1731 

National  Dolt  BiU 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  W.  II. 

Smith ;  Answers,  Tba  ChaooeUor  of  the  Ei- 

chequer  May  14,  490 ;  Qoestioo,  Mr.  W.  B. 

Smith  ;  Answer,  Tba  Cbanoellor  of  the  Ex* 

chequer  Jvme  4,  1 184 
Swpe.^iion  of  the  ifimkimg  F\tnd,  QacttloBS, 

Lord  George  Hamilton.  Mr.  W.  H.  Sosith; 

Answers.  Mr.  Uibbert  May  18,  708 

National  Prooidont  Innuraneo 
Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inqnire  iBt%T^ 
the  bea  system  of  National  Prvridoat  h^^^ 
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XalioncU  Provident  Insurance  ^cont. 

surance  against  paaperism "  {Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  May  12,  437;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee May  i;{,  405 

Navy        {MUeellaneous  Questions) 

Armament  of  Ships— H.M.S.  •*  Dryad,"  Ques- 
tion,  iSir  l3onaId  Currie ;  Answer,  Sir 
Thomas  Brassej  May  11,  Ml 

Auxiliary  Forces— Naval  Volunteer  Artillery , 
Question.  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Sir 
Thomas  Brassey  May  14,  407 

Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  «*  In/lexible"  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  H.  Smith;  Answer,  Sir 
Thomas  Brassey  June  8,  1413 

Xavai  Paymasters  atid  Surgeons,  Question, 
Mr.  Borlnse  ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 
Mayll,  1033 

Protection  of  Kinystown Harbour,  Ireland—  The 
Ouardship  *'  Belleisle"  Question,  Mr.  Ion 
Hamilton ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 
May  14,  476 

Purchase  of  Merchant  Steamers,  Question,  Sir 
John  H;iy ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 
Junes,  1403 

Cruisers  of  the  Mercantile  Marine — Man- 
ning and  Equipment,  Question  Mr.  Gouriey  : 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  7,  1824 

The  Dockyards— Pembroke  Dock—  The  Clerical 
iS^a/,  Question, Mr.  II.  G.  Allen;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cainei/ay  11,  142 

The  Evolutiotiary  Squadron — Torpedo  Craft, 
Questions,  Mr.  Gouriey ;  Answers,  Sir 
Thomas  Brassey  June  8,  1399 

The  Rating  of  Kaval  Pensioners,  Question, 
Sir  John  Hay;  Answer,  Mr.  Caine  May  11, 
139 

The  Royal  Marines — Pensions  of  Xon-Com- 
missioned  Officers,  Question,  Captain  Price  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  July  7,  1833 

The  Steam  Reserves,  Question,  Captain  Price ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  July  7. 1833 

Torpedo,  ^c.  Risks,  Question,  Mr.  Birkheck  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  May  8,  20 

Torpedo  Nets-^HM.S.  "  Korthampion,"  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  King-Harman ;  Answer,  Sir 
Thomas  Brassey  May  11, 131 

Newdegate,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Wartoiekshire,  N. 
Parliamentary     Elections    (Mr.    Bradlaugh), 

Res.  1700 
Sites  for  Places  of  Religious  Worship,    2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  985 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway  Co, 
Harrington's  Hospital,  3R.  913 
Inland  Revenue — Spirit  Duties,  617 
Ireland — Questions 

Fishery    Piers     and    Harbours — Loan    of 

£250,000  from  Irish  Church  Fund,  1709 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage — Sluices 

at  Meelick,  489 
Law  and  Justice  —  Jjiwrence   Hannen  — 
Costs  of  Defence,  938 
Parliament — Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi- 

days).  Res.  1115 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1881 


NoLAir,  Colonel  J.  l^.—cont. 

Parliamentary  Elections  ( Redistribution)! 
Schedule  7,  Amendt.  71,  72 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Coosid. 
add,  el.  391 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid. 
cL  17,  Amendt.  521,  523;  cl.  18,  530; 
Re-comm.  add.  cl.  563 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 824,  836,  840,  841,  842 


North  British  Railway  Bill  (hy  Order) 
c.  Considered  May  19,  926 

NoRTHBRooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Imperial  Defences— The  Colonies — A  Colonial 
Navy,  12 

NoRTHOOTB,  Right   Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 
Devon,  N.  {afterwards  Earl  of  Iddes- 
leigh,  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury) 
Asia    (C<!ntral)  —  Russia  and  Afghanistan — 
Questions 
Negotiations,  624 
Papers,  716 

Russo-Afghan  Boundary,  162,  164,  364 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  3)— Vote  of  Credit.  13 
Consolidated  Fond  (No.  3).  2R.  257.  266,  267 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  211. 1487,  1483 
Egypt    (Military    Expedition)  —  Guards    at 
Alexandria,  1038 
Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphoro  Egyptien,'* 
1026 

H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice— Queen's  Message, 

498 
Parliament — Questions 

Adjournment — Resignation  of  Ministers — 
Statement  of  Mr.  Gladstone — Arrange- 
ment of  Public  Business,   1518,   1531, 
1538 
Business  of  the  House,  31,  365,  948  ; — New 

Rules  of  Procedure,  723 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaagh), 
1602 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Orders  of 
the  Day,  Res.  1588 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  49,  60  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1542,  1557  ;  cl.  E  and  F,  1579 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
add.  cl.  424 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  959 

Spain — Failure  of  the  Commercial  Negotia- 
tions, 704 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 752 

Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  491 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement — The 
Wine  Duties,  944 


NoRTHCOTB,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hxster 

Egypt— Port  of  Suakin.  1407 

Registration     (Occupation     Voters),    Consid. 

add.  cl  421 
Ways    and     Means— Financial    Statement  — 


Spirit  Duties,  124 
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Norton,  Lord 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster — West- 
minster Hall  (Restoration),  900,  1000 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Kedistribution), 
Comm.  cl.  0,  Amondt.  1375  ;  cL  22,  1382 

Norwood,    Mr.   C.  M.,  KingBton-upon- 

Hull 
Honorary  Freedom  of  Borousfhs,  Comm.  c/.  1, 

875  :  Consid.  1135  ;  311.  t*A. 
Hull,   BarnMlcy.   and    West    Riding   Junction 

Uailvray  and  Dock,  3R.  603,  G04,  605 

Oaths  Bill 
Questions,  Mr.  Ilopwood ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  21,  1033 

O'Beirne,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrim 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1454 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W..  Mallow 

U.R.n.  Princess  Beatrice — Queen's  Message, 

606, 507 
Ireland— Questions 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Sub*Commission- 

ers)— Mr.  Walpole,  15 
Law  and  Justice  —  Explosive  Outrage  at 
Londonderry — George  M'Garrigle,    129, 
130;  —  Imprisonment   of  Two  Women, 
930 
Law  and  Police  —  Riot  at  Stewartstown  — 
Inaction  of  the  Police,  14,  15; — Riotous 
Behaviour  of  Georgo  Napier,  of  Roscrca, 
137 
Post   OflSce — Delay  in  Delivery  of  Letters 

at  Keadne,  Carrick-on-Shannon,  353 
Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act.  1882 — 
Prosecution    of    Mr.    Daniel    Ryan,    of 
Doon,  Co.  Limerick,    for  Uc-entry  after 
'  Eviction,  473,711 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  —  Transfer    of 
Sergeant  Price  from  Stewartstown,  Co. 
Tyrone,  1018 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  630 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  60,  61  ;  Amendt.  62,  63 
Representation   of  the    People   Act,    1884  — 

Duties  of  Boards  of  Guardians,  350,  351 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 703 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Queen* s  Co, 

Army  (India)~Camp  Followers,  623 
Beer  Adulteration,  211.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1937 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill — Spirit  and 
Beer  Duties — income  Tax  Exemptions,  1017 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1470,  1475 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  2R.  1073 
India — Bombay  Land  Revenue  Act,  1401 

Railwavs  —  Loss  arising  from  Guarantees, 
1401* 
Ireland  —  Crime   and    Outrage  —  Return    of 
Agrarian  Outrages,  488 
Irish     Land     Commission    (Sub-Commis- 
sioners)— Mr.  Walpole,  16 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)  —  Crimi- 
nal Returns,  618 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  1705 
Medical  Act  Amendment,  1088 

\.cowt. 


O'Co.NxoR,  Mr.  A. — eont. 
Merchant  Shippini;  (Transfer  of  Regiatry,  Ac.)* 

Comm.c/.  1, 1040 
Parliamentary      Elections       (Rcdtstribotion), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  65 
Supply — Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  1283,  1234 
Board  of  Trade,  1268,  1272,  1275.1279 
Charity  Commission,  1290,  1291 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1294 
Civil  Services  and  lierenue    Departments, 

769,  771,  772,  774.   779,  822,  826 
Comptroller   and   Auditor   General  of  the 

Exchequer,  Ao.  1315 
Consular     Establishments      Abroad,    ^. 

Amendt.  1763.  1764 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs'  Expeoses, 

<bc.  1916 
Cyprus— Grant  in  Aid,  1774 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1750,1760 
Local  Government  Board   in   Ireland,  Ae. 

1746 
Orange  River  Territory.  Ac.  1771 
Paymaster  General's  Office,  1733 
Report,  1934,  1935 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature — Salaries  aixl 
Expenses  not  charged  on  Consolidated 
Fund,  1931,  1932 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper ary 
Harrington's  Ilospital,  3R.  912 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice  — ~  Conviction   of  Jamei 
Daniel,  of  Cloneen,    Co.   Tipperary,  lor 
Assault  on  Henry  Meagher,  481,  482 
Lavr  and    Police  —  Riotous    B«^haviour— 

George  Napier,  of  Roscrea,  136,  137 
Magistracy — Arms  Licence — Nenagh  Petty 
Sessions  —  Case  of  George  Napier.  616, 
617;—  Cappawhite  Presentment  Sessioni, 
706 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Reyenoe  Depart- 
ments, 820 


O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,   Oalway 

Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental   'Works),  2R. 

313 
Ireland — Law  and  Police  —  Alleged  Broach  of 
the  Licensing  Laws  at  Dysart,  Co.  Roscom> 
mon,  614 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  933 
Parliamentary       Elections       (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  73,  78, 86,  90 
Poor  Liw  — Election  of  Guardians  -^  Marylc- 

bone  Union,  28 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  add. 

cl.  408,  425 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add. 
cl.  4o0,  453,   516;    Schedule   1,    647,  540, 
550  ;  Schedule  3,  556,  561 
Supply— Civil  Service  Commission,  1295, 1298, 
1299 
Civil   Services  and   Revenue  Departments, 

789,  791,  807 
Comptroller  and  Auditor   General   of  the 
Exchequer,    &c.,    Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1316 
Report— Administrntioo  of  Militarr  Law, 
1131 
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O'DoNXELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 

i'ariiamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Sobedaio  7,  Amendt.  53,  AB,  57.  58, 
61.  02,  63,  64,  66,  66.  70,  73,  74,  75,  77,  78, 
81,  82;  Schedule  8.  100;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1554 

0' Kelly,  Mr.  J.,  Roneommon 

Egypt — Soudan,  Ministerial  Statement,  158' 
Egypt  (Events    in   the   Soudan)  —  European 
Prisoners  with  the  Mahdi,  1041.  1042 
Relief  of  Kassala,  032 
Egypt  (War  in   the   Soudan)— Fighting  near 

Suakin,  26  ;— Suakin.  166 
Ireland  Questions 

Law  and  Police  —  Alleged  Breach  of  the 
Licensing  Laws  at  Dysart,  Co.  Roscom- 
mon, 614 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882— Sec.  84 
(Searches.    Ac.)  —  Case    of   Mr.    John 
O'Rourke.  Redhill.  Newport.  Co.  Mayo. 
613 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Inflammatory 
Language  —  District    Inspector    Hurst. 
Strabanc,  1014 
Parliament— Adjournment  (Whitsuntide  Holi- 
days). Res.  1118 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Guildford 
Asia  (Central) — Afghan  Boundary  Commission 
— Sir  Peter  Lumsden.  1031 
Russia  and  Afghanistan— Russian  Envoy  at 
Cabul,  631 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  1185 
East   India  Loan  (£10,000.000).    2R.    1059 ; 

Comm.  1778 
Egypt- Suppression  of  the  "  Bosphore  Egyp- 
tien,"  1026 
War  in  the  Soudan— Suakin.  166 
India  (Finance,  Ac.)- Probable  Deficit  arising 

from  War  Preparations,  1397 
Legislation  for   Ireland  —  Land   Bill  and  La. 

bourers'  Bill,  Ministerial  Statement,  972 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Consid.  add,  el. 

932 
Parliament— Public  Business,  145. 146 
Parliamentary      Elections      ( Redistribution), 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1545 
Supply  —  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 764 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad.  1750, 1752 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. &c.  1194,  1197 
Ways  and  Means  —  Resolutions  —  Spirit  and 
Beer  Duty,  Ministerial  Sutement,  1341 

Ordnance— SuBVEYOR     General     (#m 
Brand,  Hon.  H.  R.) 

Ordnance — Surveyor     General     {see 
Quy-Dawnay,  Hon.  G.  0.) 

O'Shea,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Ireland— Crimes  (Return  of  Statistics.  Jan.  1 
to  April  30,  1885),  1146 

O'SxTLLiVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerick  Co, 
Customs  and  Inland  Rovcnue.  2R.  1449,  1510 
Ireland — Labourers'  Act,  Sec.  10  —  Boards  of 
Guardians,  16,  477 

\conU 


O'SuLLivAJf,  Mr.  W.  ll.^cont. 

Licensing  Laws— Clubs,  146 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7.  Amendt.  77;  Sche- 
dule 8.  99 

Ways  and  Means  —  Inland  Revenue  —  Spirit 
Duty — Refunding  the  Increased  Duty.  1416 

Otway,  Sir  A.  J.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Rochester 
Barrinston*s  Hospital,  3R.  014 
H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice — Queen's  Message. 

506,  607,  510 
Hull,    Barnsley,   and   West    Riding    Junction 

Railway  and  Docks,  3R.  609.  610.  611 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  931 
Registration   of  Voters   (Ireland),   Re*comm. 

add,  cl.  563 
River  Thames  (No.  2).  Comm.  1943 
Supply— Board  of  Trade.  1270,  1272,  1275 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 
766.  771,  786.  787.  788.  789,   805,  806, 
818.840,841,842 
Colonial  OflSco.  1267 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  1307,  1315 
Criminal  Prosecutions.  Sheriffs'  Expenses. 

&o,  1917 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad.  1749, 1754 
Marriage    Portion    of    U.R.U.    Princess 

Beatrice,  1906 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature — Salaries  and 
Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  1923 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Provisional 

Order  Bill  {Lord  SvuUUy) 

I,  Read2»*  May  12  (No.  96) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  15 
Read  3*  •  May  18 
Royal  Assent  May  21  [  48  Viet.  o.  12] 

Paget,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue.  478 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution). 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  42 

Pluralities.  2R.  977 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
Schedule  2,  428 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act— Spurious  But- 
ters, 1018.  1019 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement  — 
Duties  on  Corporate  Property.  21 

*'Fall  Mall  Gazette,''  The— Objectionable 
Articles — Revelations  of  Gross  In^ 
moralities 
Questions.  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck.  Mr. 
Callan  :  Answers.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Asshetoa 
Cross)  July  7,  1827 

Papal  See,  The  —  Biphmatio  Communica- 
tion with  the  Vatican  —  Mr.  Erring- 
ton 
Questions.    Lord     Randolpli     ChurchilU    ^^^* 
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Papal  See,  The — Diplomntie  Cummnniealion  with 
the  Vaticati — Mr.  Errington—cont . 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  [no  reply]  May  8,  32  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  llcaly  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Afay  11, 
140  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr 
Gladstone  May  12,  301  ;  Question,  Mr. 
William  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  15,632;  Questions,  Mr.  M'Conn,  Mr. 
Cnllan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  4, 
1188 

l^arliament 

LORDS- 

Privilege  —  The  Marqueti  of  Salithury*8 
Speech  at  Hackney ^  Personal  Explanation, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  short  debate 
thereon  May  12,  293 

Private  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
Billt 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  02  and 
03  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  timo  for  de- 
positing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against 
Private  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during 
the  adjournment  of  the  Uouse  at  Whitsun- 
tide, be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit  after  the  recess  May  21 

Ordered  that  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72  and  82 
be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session  June  12 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
Weilminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Question,  Ob- 
servations,   Lord     Norton,     The     Earl     of 
Wemyss,  Viscount  Bury  ;  Reply,  The   Earl 
of  Rosebery  May  21,  000 

BUSINESS  OF  TOE  HOUSE 
Moved,  *'That  the  House  do  adjourn  during 
pleasure "  ( The  Exrl  of  Cork)  (The  Regis- 
tration Bills)  May  10,  050  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to  ;  House  adjourned 
accordingly  at  1 1 .45.  a.m.  ;  House  resumed 
at  5  F.ii. 

RESIOXATIOS  OF  MINISTERS 
Adjournment 

Moved,  "  That  the  IIouso  do  adjourn  until 
Friday"  (The  Earl  Granville)  June  0, 
1516  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  Statement, 
Earl  Granville  June  12,  1521 

Moved,  ••  That  thn  ilou9o  do  adjourn  until 
JViday  next"  (  Viscount  Cranbrook)  June  15, 
1534  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Several  Bills  having  been  advanced  a  stage. 
Moved,  *' That  the  House  do  adjourn  until 
Friday  next "  ( Viscount  Cranbrook) ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Further  Adjournment,  Question,  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  June  10,  1502 

The  New  Ministry,  Statement  of  the  Earl 
Granville  June  23,  1607 

Statement  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Obser- 
vations, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl 
GraoTille  June  26,  i03\ 


Parliamiitt— Lords— ean/. 

Moved,  **That  this  Uouse  do  adjoarn  until 
Monday  week  "  ( The  Marquess  of  SaUsbary) 
June  25,  1638  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Ministry  of  the  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 
as  it  stood  at  their  Resignation  of  Office, 
1648 

Ministry  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbory,  as 
formed  on  Acceptance  of  Oflice,  1644 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business  —  St^ement 
0/  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  {Prime  Mi- 
nister) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Honse  do  now  adjourn  " 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  July  6,  1652  ; 
Motion  agreed  to 

COMMONS— 

Committee  for  Privileges —  The  Lovat  Peerage 
—  Removal  of  Cofin  Plates  from  Vault  at 
Kirkhill,  Questions,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Advocate  May  13,  361 ; 
May  14,  483 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill  and  the  Khedive, 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  :  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  Sute  for  India  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  July  6,  1702 

Order  —  Course  of  Procedure  —  Registration 
(Occupation  Voters)  Bill,  Observations.  Mr. 
J.  Lowther,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Reply. 
Mr.  Speaker  May  13,  438 

Rules  and  Orders— Public  Bills^Notiees  of 
Objection^  Questions,  Mr.  Warton,  Mr. 
Gibson;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  May  21, 
1030 

Private  BilU 
Ordered,  That  SUndiog  Orders  80  and  120  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  BilU,  or  against 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  Documents  relatin?  to  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Provisional  Certificate,  be  extended  to 
Thursday  the  4th  dar  of  Jane  {The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means)  May  22 

House  of  Lords—  The  AppellaU  Court^Certifi- 
caU  '*  In  Formd  Pauperis,"  Question,  Mr. 
llcaly  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  May  12,  357 

Ascension  Day — Committees 

Moved,  *'Th.it  Committees  shall  not  sit  To- 
morrow, being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of 
the  clock,  and  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of 
the  clock,  notwithstanding  the  sitting  of  the 
House'*  (Mr.  Gladstone)  May  13,  438; 
Question  put :  A.  54,  N.  4  ;  M.  60  f  D.  L. 
185)  ^ 

Whitsuntide  holidays.  Observations,  Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross  May  20,  051  ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  House,  at  its  rising  on  Friday,  do 
adjourn  till  Thursday  the  4th  of  Jone"  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke) ;  debate  arieing ;  debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resamed  May  21,  1077 ;  after  debate, 
<Ue.U«n  put.  «d  ^^,^y  ^^^1^ 
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Pabliambkt — Commons — eatU. 
BUSIXESSOF  THE  HOUSE  ANDPUBLIC 

BUSINESS 
QaestioDS,  Sir  Edward  J.  Reed,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks- Beach,   Mr.   Bourke  ;   Answers,  Mr. 

GUdstone  May  11,   \\%  i—AieenHon   Day 

—  CommilUes,  Motion,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  13,  438 :  Observations,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  18,  718 ;  Observation,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  21.  I0i2;^  The  Whit- 
tuntide  BolidaySf  Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  8, 
31  ;  Questions,  Sir  Sufford  Northoote,  Sir 
Michael  Uioks-Beach,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Mr.  Puleston;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Kxche- 
quer.  The  Marquess  of  Uartington  May  12, 

.  365  :     May    20,    951  ;     May    21,    1077  ; 

—  The  Civil  Service  Ettimatet  —  Devolw' 
turn,  Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Gladstone 
MaylXf  145  ;^Minitterial  Statement,  Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Question,  Mr.  Bulwer ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker ;  Questions,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  E. 
Stanhope,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  15,  626  i^Minitteiial  Statement, 
Mr.  Gladstone ;  Questions,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen,  Lord  George  Hamilton :  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  June  5,  1344  ;  —  New  Rules 
of  Procedure  {Rule  l2-~ybti€et  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply),  Observations, 
Mr.  SclaUr-Booth,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Replj,  Mr. 
Speaker  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  18, 720 ; 
— Telegraph  AettA  mendment  Bill,  Questions, 
Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Sir  William  Ilarcourt,  The  At- 
torney General  May  19,  947  \-^Wednetday 
Sitting t.  Resolution,  Mr.  Warton  May  19, 
950  [House  counted  out]  ; — The  Count  Out 
of  Friday  Night,  Question,  Ixird  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  8, 
1413 

Butinest  of  tfte  Home,  Questions,  Mr.  Jesso 
CoUings,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach) ;  short  debate  thereon  JtUy  6, 
1708 

SITTINGS  A  ND  AD  JO  URNMENT  OF  THE 

HOUSE 
RESIGNATION  OF  MINISTERS 
Statement  of  Mr,  Gladstone^ Arrangement  of 

Public  liuiineea 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 

the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Friday  next '' 

{Mr.  Gladstone)  June  9,  1517;  after  short 

debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to 

sit,  notwithstanding  the  Adjournment  of  the 

House"   {Mr.   Gladstone);    Question   put, 

and  agreed  to 
Moved,   "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 

{Mr,  Gladstone)  ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 

to 
Arrangement  of  Public  Buiinea,  Statement, 

Mr.  Gladstone  June  12, 1528 


Pasliambnt— CoMMOKS— 5tMtn^«  and  Adjourn" 

ment  of  the  House^cQui, 
Statement  of  Mr,  Gladstone — Arrangement  of 
PuUie  business 

Moved,  «  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Friday  next  *' 
{Mr.  Gladstone)  June  15,  1536  ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  *'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Gladstone)  June  15,  1583  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  32,  N.  55  ;  M.  28 
(D.  L.  206) 

Orders  of  the  Day 

Moved,  "  That  the  remaining  Orders  of  the 
Day  be  deferred  till  Friday**  (Mr.  Rowley 
Hill)  June  15,  1586;  after  short  debate. 
Moved.  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  ** 
(5tV  Benry  Fletcher) ;  after  further  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn;  original  Ques- 
tion put;  A.  75,  N.  7  ;  M.  68  (D.  L.  207) 

Moved,  •*  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  until  Tuesday 
next"  (Mr.  Gladstone)  June  19,  1603  ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Acceptance  of  Ofice  by  the  New  Ministers^ 
Statement  of  Mr.  Gladstone 

Moved,  *'That  Standing  Order  No.  1  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  until  To-morrow  at  Five  of  the 
clock  **  {Mr.  Gladstone)  June  28, 1618  ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  ••  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Gladstone)  ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to 

The  New  Ministry—New  Writs 

Moved,   <*That  this  House,  at  its  rising,   do 
adjourn  till  Friday  '*  {Mr.  Rowland    Winn, 
Secretary  to  the  Trecuury)  June  24 
The   Correspondence,  Sutement,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone June  24,  1623 

Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  **That  this  House  do  now  adjourn*' 
{Mr.  Rowland  Winn)  June  24;  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of 
the  House  this  day,  adjourn  till  Monday 
6th  July  {Mr.  Akers- Douglas,  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury) 

COMMITTEES 

Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit, 

notwithstanding    the    adjournment     of   the 

House  {Mr.  Gladstone)  June  15,  1540 
Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit, 

notwithstanding    the    adjournment    of   the 

House  {Mr.  Gladstone)  June  19 
Ordered,  That  all  Committees  have  leave  to  sit, 

notwithstanding    the    adjournment    of   the 

House  June  25 

Commencement  of  Public  Business,  Observa- 
tion, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  July  7,  1824 

Parltameni — Buiinesa  of  the  Bouse 

Moved,  "  That  the  Committee  of  Sn^^W  ^^ 
prec«deft<»  \.Vi\%  ^*l)i^zi8H35>'''^>^^^ 


Parliament — Business  of  the  Bouse— conL 

and  that  for  tho  remainder  of  the  Session,  in- 
olading  this  Day,  Orders  of  the  Day  have 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions  on  Tues- 
days, Government  Orders  having  priority ; 
that  Government  orders  have  priority  on 
Wednesdays;  and  that  the  Standing  Order  of 
the  27th  November  1882,  relating  to  Notices 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on  Monday 
and  Thursday,  be  extended  to  Tuesday  and 
Wednesday "  {^Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach ^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  July  7,  1834 

After  long  debate,  Amende.  To  leave  out  from 
•*  That,"  add  "this  llouse  not  having  confi- 
dence in  the  present  responsible  advisers  of 
Her  Majesty,  declines  to  entrust  tho  Govern- 
ment with  the  disposal  of  the  time  of  the 
House"  (Sir  Wilfrid Lawson)  v.,  Question 
proposed,  **  That  the  words,  &o. ; "  after 
further  debate,  Question  put;  A.  151,  N. 
2;  M.  149  (D.  L.  211) 

Main  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament — House  of  Lords 
Represmtatim  Peer  for  Scotland 
June  12 — The  Earl  of  Lindsay,  v.  The  Earl  of 
Selkirk,  deceased 


New  Peers 

Jun€  26 — The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Hardinge 
Stanley  Giflfard,  Knight,  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  created 
Baron  Halsbury  of  Halsbury  in  the 
County  of  Devon 

Jttlff  e— Tho  Right  TIonournblB  Sir  Stafford 
Uenry  Northcote,  Baronet,  G.C^B., 
creiLted  Viscount  Saint  Cjrca  of 
Kewton  Saint  Crjcs  in  thn  county 
of  Devon,  and  Earl  ol  IdUesleigb  in 
the  aame  county 
The  Right  Honourable  Edward  Gib- 
son, Chancellor  of  that  part  of  the 
tfuitcd  Kingdom  called  IrelnnJ^ 
created  Baron  Aih bourne  of  A«b- 
boarne  in  the  county  of  Moath 
Rowland  Winn,  eaqn ire,  craiti^d  Bflron 
Saint  Oswiild  of  Nostell  in  the  Weat 
Riding  ol  thtj  county  of  Tork 

Jultj  7 — Edward  C  buries  Barin^f,  cjqiilre, 
created  Baroti  UoveUtoko  of  Memb- 
land  in  ibe  county  of  Devon 
The  Right  Oononrablo  Sir  Uobert 
ForrcLt  Collier,  Knight,  a  Member 
of  the  Judicial  CommitLee  of  thci 
I'rivy  Council,  created  Baron 
Monkswcll  of  Moiikswell  in  (he 
connty  of  Devon 
Sir  Ralph  Robert  "Wheeler  Lingcn, 
K.C.B.,  created  Baron  Lingcn  ol 
Lin  gen  iu  the  county  of  Herdord 

Sat  Fird  ' 

Mail  Ifl — Tho  Viscount  St.  Vincent,  afiop  the 

death  of  his  brolher 
Jur^  5— The  Earl  Cairns,  after  the  death  of 

bU  fftther 


Parliament — ^House  of  Commons 
New  Writs  Issued 

May  8 — For  County    of   Antrim,  v.  Jamei 

Chaine,  esquire,  deceased 
May  IB—For  County  of  Denbigh,  v.  Sir  WatkiA 
Williams  Wynn,  baronet,  deceased 
June  24 — F9r  Wake8eld  Borough,  v.   Robert 
Bownaa  Mackie,  esquire,  deceased 

For  Devon  County  (Northern  Divi- 
sion), V,  Right  honble.  Sir  Sufford 
Henry  Northcotc,  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury 

For  Gloucester  County  (Eastern  Divi- 
sion), V,  Right  honble.  Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach,  baronet,  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer 

For  Lancaster  County  (South-Westera 
Division),  v.  Sir  Richard  Assbetoa 
Cross,  baronet.  Secretary  of  dtate 

For  Woodstock  Borough,  v.  Right 
honble.  Randolph  Henry  Speoos' 
Churchill,  commonly  called  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Secretary  of 
State 

i^or  Westminster  City,  p.  Right  hoobie. 
William  Henry  Smith,  Secretary  of 
State 

For  Lancaster  County  (Northern  Di- 
vision), V.  Right  honble.  Frederick 
Arthur  Stanley,  Secretary  of  StaU 

For  Launceston  Borough,  v.  Sir  Har- 
dinge Stanley  Giffard,  Knight,  Lord 
Chancellor  of  G  reat  Britain 

For  Dublin  University,  p.  Right 
honble.  Edward  Gibson,  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland 

Foy  Middlcaei;  Connty^  i?,  Ei«bt 
honble,  George  Francis  llamilioe, 
commonly  callcil  I^rd  Geor^ 
Uamiltop^  Firet  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty 

For  Leicester  C canty  (Northern  Di- 
vision),  i\  RisUt  honble.  Joiin 
Jamt'a  tlobert  Manners,  Potsimaster 
General 

For  Lincoln  Connty  (Mid  Divitiao^ 
t'.  Honble.  Edward  Sun  hope,  Vk« 
President  of  tho  Coancil 

FtiT  Lincoln  County  (Mid  Diriit<ia]^ 
\K  Henry  Chnplin,  e^qmre,  Lb«»- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Luioajter 

JF&r  Hertford  Borough,  c.  Aribor 
James  Bnlfonr,  esquire,  PretideDl 
of  thfl  Local  Government  Board 

For  Dublin  University,  p.  Rijkt 
honble.  David  Robert  Ptuntet, 
First  Commissioner  of  Works 

F<ir  Kent  County  (Mid  Diri&ioBi  r. 
Right  honble.  Sir  WilUam  Hart 
D;ke,  baronet.  Chief  Seeretarj  |« 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  lrelaio4 
June  25— For  Lincoln  County  (Northern  Din- 
sionl,  r.  Ro^Uiid  Winn,  ceqolft, 
ChiUerii  lltjndrcds 

For  Kent  (Western  Division),  r. 
Right  honble,  Williun  Umafi 
Leggc«  commonly  calletl  Viseoiui 
t^wiihain.    Vice    CbambeHaia  o< 
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oont. 

For  Down  County,  v.  Right  honble. 
Arthur  William  IliU,  commonlj 
called  Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Comptrol- 
ler of  Her  MajestT'fl  Household 

For  Wilts  County  (Southern  Divi- 
sion),  V.  Right  honble.  William 
Pleydell  Bouverie,  commonly  called 
Viscount  Folkestone,  Treasurer  of 
Her  Majesty's  Household 

For  Devon  County  (Eastern  DiTlsion), 
v.  William  Hood  Walrond,  esquire. 
Commissioner  of  the  Treasury 

For  Wilton  Borough,  v.  the  honble. 
Sidney  Herbet,  Commitsioner  of 
the  Treasury 

For  Bute  County,  v.  Charles  Dal- 
rymple,  esquire,  Commissioner  of 
the  Treasury 

For  Bye  Borough,  v.  Ellis  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  esquire,  Commissioner  of 
the  Admiralty 
J%dy^FoT  Brighton,!*.  William  Thackeray 
Marriott,  esquire,  Q.C.,  Judge  Ad- 
Tocate  General 

Far  Chatham,  v,  John  Eldon  Gorst, 
esquire,  Q.C.,  Solicitor  General 
July  7 — For  Aylesbury,  v.  Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer 
Rothschild,  baronet,  now  Baron 
Rothschild,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers 

Ifew  Memhers  Sworn 

June  8 — William  Pirric  Sinclair,  esquire,  An- 
.  trim  County 

Sir  Herbert  Lloyd  Watkin  Williams 
Wynn,  baronet,  Denbigh  County 
July  6— The  Right  honble.   Sir  Michael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beach,  baronet,  Glou- 
cester County  (Eastern  Division) 

The  Right  honble.  Sir  Richard  Asshe- 
ton  Cross,  G.C.B.,  Lancaster 
County  (South  Western  Division) 

The  Right  honble.  Frederick  Arthur 
Stanley,  Lancaster  County  (Nor- 
thern Division) 

The  Right  honble  William  Henry 
Smith,  Westminster  City 

The  Right  honble.  Randolph  Henry 
Spencer  Churchill,  commonly  called 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Wood- 
stock Borough 

The  Right  honble.  John  James  Robert 
Manners,  commonly  called  Lord 
John  Manners,  Leicester  County 
(Northern  Division) 

Tiio  honble.  Edward  Stanhope,  Lin- 
coln County  (Mid  Division) 

The  Right  honble.  George  Francis 
Hamilton,  commonly  called  Lord 
George  Hamilton,  Middlesex 

The  Right  honble.  David  Robert 
Plunket,  Trinity  College,  Dublin 

The  Right  honble.  Arthur  James 
Balfour,  Hertford  Borough 

The  Right  honble.  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke,  baronet,  Kent  County  (Mid 
Division) 

Henry  Chaplin,  esquire,  Lincoln 
County  (Mid  Division) 

\eonA, 


Parliambxt— Commons— iVtfti;  Members  Sworn '^ 
cont. 

The  Right  honble.  William  Heneage 
Legge,  commonly  called  Viscount 
Lewisham,  Kent  County  (Western 
Division) 

Charles  Dalrymple,  esquire,  Bute 
County 

The  Right  honble.  Pleydell  Bouverie, 
commonly  called  Viscount  Folke- 
stone, Wilts  County  (Southern 
Division) 

Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  esquire.  Bye 
Borough 

Richard  Edward  Webster,  esquire, 
Launeeston  Borough 

William  Hood  Walrond,  esquire, 
Devon  County  (Eastern  Division) 

The. honble.  Sidney  Herbert,  Wilton 
Borough 

Hugh  Holmes,  esquire,  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin 

Edward  Green,  esquire,  Wakefield 
Borough 

John  Curzon  Moore  Stevens,  esquire, 
Devon  County  (Northern  Division) 

Parliamentary  Elections  {Mr,  Bradlaugh) 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  June  19,  1000 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Members  for  North- 
ampton, came  to  the  Table  to  take  the  Oath 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  aflSrm  the  two 
Resolutions  made  upon  the  11th  of  February 
1884,  directing  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not 
permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  taking 
the  Oath  prescribed  by  the  statute  29  Vie.  c. 
12,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72,  and  directing 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  exclude  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh from  the  precincts  of  the  House  antil 
he  shall  engaee  not  to  disturb  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House"  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Sir  Michael  Hieks'Beach)  July  6, 
1672 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Member  for  Northampton,  hav- 
ing informed  Mr.  Speaker  of  his  intention  to 
come  to  the  Table  to  bo  sworn,  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  the  questions  raised  con- 
corning  promissory  and  other  Oaths  call  for 
an  early  settlement,  on  wider  grounds  than 
the  interests  of  a  constituency  or  its  Mem- 
ber, and,  believing  that  legislation  is 
necessary  for  its  settlement,  resolves  that  it 
be  proceeded  with  as  soon  as  possible " 
{Mr,  Hopwood)  v.  ;  Question  proposed, 
•'  That  the  words,  Ac.;"  after  debate,  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  263,  N.  219  ;  M.  44  (D.  L.  208) 

After  short  debate,  main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical  Belief) 

Bill  (^Vr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Davey,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr,  Broadhurat,  Mr.  Heneage^  Mr. 
Beid,  Mr.  Charles  Russell,  Mr.  Carbutt,  Mr, 
Agnew 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  June  15, 
1690  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  •  (;]i\yw^W 
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Parliamentarj    Elections  (Bedistriba- 

tion)  Bill  {^r.  Oladstone, 

Th0  Marquesi  of  ffariififfton,  Sir  Charles 
W,  Dilke,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Lord 
Advocate,  Mr.  Campbell'Bannerman) 
€,  DiiqualificalioH  of  Voters^Medieal  Relief, 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  May  6,  24 

Consideration  [Third  Slg}it^May  8,d3[Bill  134] 

MoTed. "  Thnt  the  Bill  be  now  read  3"  "  May  1 1, 
278 ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
joamed  "  (Mr,  Raiku) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Qoettion  again  proposed,  984 ;  after 
short  debate,  orij^inal  Question  pat ;  A.  116, 
N.  33  ;  M.  83  (D.  L.  178)  ;  Bill  read  3* 
/.  Read  1*»  («.  of  Kiniberley)  May  12  (No.  109) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  15,  596 

Moved,  **  That  the  Ilouso  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee"  JuneB,  1360 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  (**  now,'*)  add  (*'  this 
day  six  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Denman)  ;  on 
Question,  That  ('*  now,")  AoJ  resolved  in  the 
aflBrmative  ;  after  short  debate.  Committee, 
1374 

Report  of  Amendts.to  be  received  To-morrow  ; 
and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  eon- 
sidered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with 
/un«  11 

Report  of  Amendts.  oonsidered  June  12. 1522  ; 
after  debate.  SUnding  Order  No.  XXXV. 
oonsidered  and  dispensed  with ;  Bill  read  3* 
with  the  AroendU.  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons  (No.  129) 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  to  be  oonsidered  upon  Monday 
next»  and  to  be  printed  J^tte  12    [Bill  202] 

Moved,  "That  the  Lords  Amendts.  be  now 
oonsidered"  June  15, 1540 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonmed  " 
(Sir  M.  Orummamd  Wolf)  ;  Qoestion  put ; 
A.  35,  N.  333  ;  M.  298  (D.  L.  202) 

Original  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Lords 
Amendts.  considered,  1555  ;  several  agreed 
to  ;  two  disagreed  to 

Committee  appointed,  *'  to  draw  up  Reasons  to 
be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
two  of  the  Amendts.  to  which  this  Uoase 
hath  disagreed ; "  List  of  the  Committee, 
1583 

Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  the  Lords  Amendts. 
reported,  and  agreed  to;  to  be  coromooi- 
cated  to  the  Lords  June  15 
/.  Retomed  from  the  Commons  with  several  of 
the  Amendts.  agreed  to,  and  some  disagreed 
to,  with  Reasons  for  sooh  disagreement :  The 
said  Reasons  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Friday  next  June  16  (No.  135) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  considering  the  Commons 
Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  some  of  the  Lords 
AmendU.  read  June  19,  1594 ;  Moved, 
"That  the  Uouse  do  now  uke  the  said 
Reasons  into  eoosideration  " 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  add  ("  00  Toes- 
day  next  '*)  ( The  Marquest  of  Salisbury) ; 
after  short  debate,  on  Question,  That 
C'now")  ke;  Cont.  56,  Not-Cont.  124; 
M.  68 
Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not.Cont,  1598 

Ordered  that  the  said  Reasons  be  considered  on 
Tuesday  next 

[eenl. 


Parliamentary  EUctiom  (RedieirihUiam)  JfiB^ 

oout, 
l.  Moved,  "That  the  IIooso  do  adjovrn  natil 

TaesdAy  next"  {Earl  OranvilU)  i    Motion 

agreed  to 
Moved,  **  That  the  Commons*  Reasons  for  dis« 

agreeing  to  some  of  the  Lords  Amendts.  bo 

now  considered  "  June  23,  1608 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot  (**  now")  add  (**  this  day 

six   months ")    ( The  L^rd   Denatan) ;    on 

Question  f  resolved  in  the  negative 
Original  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Commons  Rensont 

considered  accondingly 
e.  MessAge  from  the  Lords  —That  they  do  noC 

insist  on  their  AroendU.  to  the  Bill  to  which 

this  House  has  disagreed  June  25 
L  Royal  Assent  June  25  [48  &  49  Vict,  e.S3] 

Parkbll,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Cork  City 

Parliamentary    Elections    (Mr.    BradUngh), 

Res.  1677 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistiibation)^ 

Ix>rds  Amendts.  Consid.  1560 
Prevention  of  Crimo  (Ireland)  Act  (1882)-- 

Renewal  of  Act,  1630 
Registration  (Oocopation  Voten},  Consid.  389 
Sopply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 774,  777,  826,  829,  830 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  Ac 

1746 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  the  Uoae  Depart- 
ment,  Ac.  1242,  1245 


Pbase,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 

342 
Groftere*    Iloldingfl    (ScotUnd),    Hotion    for 

\jc%^9,  465 
Hull,  Barnsley,  and    West    Riding  Junction 

Rnilway  and  Dock,  3R.  608 

Pbsl,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (f##  Spxauk, 
The) 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  ffmUimfi^ 
Hull,  Barnsley,  and    West   Riding  Junction 
Railway  and  Dock,  3R.  466,  600,  603,601, 
607,610,611 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leieeeiershire,  S, 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comn.  Motion  for 
Adjoamment,  1586 

Registration  (Occupation  Vottni\  Consid.  381 ; 
add.  cL  390.  391 ;  Urds  Amendta.  Consid. 
969 

Revenue  and  Eipenditnra^Inetdcnoo  of  Taxa- 
tion. 351 

Supply  —  Land  CommiwionOTt  for  EngUad, 
1713 

PiCTox,  Mr.  J.  A.,  LeiceeUr  B: 
Parlinment^Adjoumatntf  1584 
Pluralities,  2R.  976 
Registration     (Occupation     Votm),     LoHs 

AmeodU.  Consid.  968 
Russia— Olisnaivo  Sptioim,  1 704  ^  ^  ^ I  ^ 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 

Bill         {^r,  Holnu,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 
e.  Considered  •  May  8  [Bill  123] 

Read  8®  •  i/ay  11 
I.  Read  1*  •  {/^d  SudeUy)  May  15   (No.  IH) 

Read  2*  •  June  15 

Report  of  Select  Gomm.  *  June  2G 

Playpair,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Edin- 
burgh  and  Si.  Andrew^ b  IJhiversities 
Parliament — Adjournment,  1584 
Fublio  IleaUh — Reported  Oatbreak  of  Ciiolera, 
1039 

Plitnket,  Eight  Hon.  D.  E.,  Dublin 
University 
Asia    (Central)  —  Russia  and  Afghanistan  — 

Negotiations,  1180 
Parliamentary       Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  55,  78,  80,  85 ;  Sche- 
dule 8,  96 
Registration     of     Voters   (Ireland),    Consid. 
a<2i.«2.  445,  451 

{First  Commissioner  of  Works) 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art — National  Por- 
trait Gallery,  1829,  1830 
Medical   Act  (1858)   Amendment,  2R.  1938, 
1939 


Pluralities  Bill  (Mr.  Aeland,  Mr. 

Edward  Howard,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  I^ord 
Edward  Cavendish) 
c.  MoTed,  *<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
May  20,  972 ;  aAer  short  debate,  Amendt. 
to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  upon  this  day  six 
months "  {Mr,  JTarton)  ;  Question  proposed, 
**  That  <  now,'  Ac. ;  '^  after  further  short 
debate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee       [Bill  22] 

Moved,  "That  Mr.  Acland  be  nominated  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Pluralities  Bill*'  July  7,  1943 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  '* 
(Mr,  Illingworth) ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  and  rii?gntiT@d  ;  orfginal  Question 

put,  .iFiiJ  JlgfCfid  to 

Mowd,  **  Tbftt  Lord  Iidwsrd  Cairendish  be 
nominnted  ono  other  ML^mbcr  of  the  CcmH' 
mlUee  ;  *'  Movf'd,  *'  Tlmt  \h^  Debate  be  now 
adpurued"  [Mr.  lUinfjw&Hh]i  Queation 
put ;  A,  7.  K,  as  ;    M.  21*  {[>,  L.  213) 

Origtoal  Queation  again  propo««4 

[House  ooctDled  out] 

PoMampton  Estfttea  Bill 

[Sir  Henry  MQliand,  Mr,  Attorney  Qmtr^t) 
§,  Drdefed  *  July  7 

PoUce  Bill 

Qui?i»tf6t!.  Gon^ral  Alexander;  Answer,  Sir 
WilliucQ  ilareotirt  May  19,  044  ;  QuesUon, 
Sir  Uenrj  S«lwtO'ibhctS4)n  ;  Anawor,  Tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  UepanmBut 
{Sir  R.  4nk§!mk  Cr&u)  Jnlyf  7.  1851 


Poor  Law 
Election  of   Guardians —Marylebone    Union, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
George  Kussell  May  8,  28 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

I.  Select  Comm.  L.  Inchiquin  added  v.  L.  Tyrone 
May  lb 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  *  Jane  12  [No.  ISO] 

Poor  Law  Unions'  Officers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir    William  Hart  Dyke,    Mr.   Attorney 
General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  •  July  7 

Postmaster    Geitoral    {see     Lefevbe, 
Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw) 

Postmaster    General    {see   Manners, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  E.) 

Post  Office     {Miscellaneous  Questions) 
Charges  against  Post  Office  Servants,  Question, 

Mr.  Kenny ;   Answer,  Mr.    Shaw   Lefevre 

May  22,  U  a 
The   Inventions   Exhibition,    Questions,  Mr. 

Ilbpwood.    Mr.    Birkbeck ;    Answers,    Mr. 

Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  15,  612 
The  Parcel  Post —  Temporary  Clerks,  Questions, 

Mr.   Stuart-Wortle^ ;  Answers,   Mr.    Shaw 

Lefevre  May  11,  ISO 
Telegraphic  Communication  with  the  Hebrides, 

Question,   Lord  Colin   Campbell ;   Answer, 

Sir  Thomas  Brs^^ssey  May  8,  20 

Telegraph  Department 
Insufficient  Addresses,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman 

W.  Lawrence;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre 

Mayll,  142 
Secrecy  of  Telegrams,  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron, 

Mr.     Mncfarlane ;     Answers,    Mr.     Shaw 

Leferre,  The  Lord  Adrocate  June  8,  1402 
Sixpenny  Telegrams,  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron, 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answers, 

The  Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Man* 

ners)  July  7,  1825 

Poitul  Serviee  {Great  Britain  and  North 
America) 
Select  Oommittee  nominated  Ma^  20 ;  Llsi  of 
the  Comtnittee,  085 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill 

(Mr.  Skaw  Lffftre^  Mr.  Htb^rt) 
c.  Report  of  Select  Comm  •  May  21  [No.  20  Sj 
Order    for     Committee    {on    re'^mm)    toikd  ; 
Moved.  *'  Th^t  Mr.  Sfjeiiker  do  now   leara 
tbo  Chmr'*Junei,  1317 
Moted^  '*  Tk-vt  tho  DebaUbe  now  adjouffted  " 
[Mr,  Biji^&n  flartljind)  I  after  fthort    debate, 
Moliofi  agreed  tg  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Power,  Mr,    P.  J.,    Waiirfori  Co, 
li'ctrmii— Memorifll  of  tUe  Cifil   Bill  Officers, 

m 

R(>giairntion    of    Voters    (IreUntJ),     Consid. 
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PovEE,  Mr.  R.,  Watwford  City 

Asia  (Central) — *<  Penjdeh  Incident" — General 

Komaroff  and  Sir  Peter  I.umsden,  719 
Ireland  —  Edacation  —  Waterford    indastrial 

School,  18 

POWEESCOUET,   YisCOUIlt 

Parliamentary  Klectiont  (RodiitribatioD), 
Gomm.  1368 ;  Schodule  6,  Ameadt.  1392 

P0WI8,  Earl  of 

Parliamentary  Eleotiong  (Redistribation), 
Comm.  e\,  28,  1385 

Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland)  Act,  1882 
Firing  at  the  Person— Case  of  W.  R.  Perceval, 
Question,  Mr.  Small ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gamp- 
betl-Baunerman  J/ay  15,  614 
Legislation,    Question,  Mr.   Lewis;    Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  11,  147;  Qaestion,  The 
Earl  of  Donoughmore  ;  Answer,  Lord  Car- 
lingford  May  15,  568 
Prosecution  of  Mr,  Daniel  Ryan,  of  Doon,  Co, 
Limerick,  for  Re-entry  after  Eviction,  Qaes- 
tions,   Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  Mr.  Camp- 
belUBannerman  May  14,  473;  May  18,  711 

Renewal  of  Actt  Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Deneage 
June  4,  1193;  Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Par- 
nell  June  24, 1630 

See  84  {Searches,  fre)—Oase  of  Mr,  John 
0*Rourke,  Redhill,  Newport,  Co,  Mayo, 
Question,  Mr.  0' Kelly ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannermaa  Meiy  15,  613 

Peiob,  Captain  O.  E.,  Devonport 

NaTj— Royal  Marines — Pensions  of  Noa-Com« 
missioned  Officers,  1833 
SteUm  Reserres,  1833 

Pbdce  M1NI8TXE  {see  GlabstoitEi  Bight 
Hon.  W.  E.) 

Pedce  Mikisteb  {eee  Salisbxtey,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Princess  Beatrice's  Annnity  Bill 

(Sir  Arthur  Ottcay,  Mr.  OUdttone,  Mr,  Chan- 
cellar  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Hihhert) 
e.  Resolution  [May  14]  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  * 
May\% 
Readl*«.lfayl9  [BiU  187] 

Read2<'*  Jtfay21 
GommiUee  *  ;  Report  June  4 
Read3«*/u}|tf  15 
I.  Read  !••  ( The  Earl  Oranville)  June  17 
Read    2*;    Committee    negatived    June    19, 

1593  (No.  138) 

Rojal  Assent  June  25  [48  A  49  Viet,  c.  24] 

Prieoni  {England) 

Convict  Prisons'^ Regulations  as  to  ConvieW 

Memorials,  Qaestion,  Mr.   Healy;  Answer, 

Sir  William  Hareoort  May  12,  361 
Pritoners*  Library  at  Livrr^n^ol^  Question.  Mr. 

Justin  McCarthy  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Uar- 

court  Mty  31,  1039 


Paiyt  Seal,  Lord  {ue  BoaiBBBTy  Earl  of) 

Puhlie  Health 
SmaU-Pox—  Tables  of  MortaKty,  Qaestiao, 
Mr.  Hopwood :  Answer,  Mr.  Geof^  Roatell 
May  12,  349 
Vaccinaiion^SmaU-PoM  Staiietiee  al  Wesi 
Bam,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Colonel 
Makins;  Answers,  Mr.  Geor^  Russell 
May  14,  483 

The  Cholera 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Georf* 

Russell  June  8,  1399 
Protective  Inoculation  for  Cholera »  Qoestioo. 

Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmoad  Fits- 

maurioe  May  8,  20 
Vaccination  for  Cholera,  Qnestioo,  Dr.  Cane* 

roo  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Georft  RuswU  Utw  22, 

1147 
Reported  Outhreak  of  Cholera,  Qoestaoo.  Sir 

Lyon   Playfair;    Answer,   Sir   Charlec  W. 

Dilke  May  21,  1039 
Preventive  Measures,  Question,   Lord  ClMi4 

Hamilton ;  Answer,  The  Prseideot  of  tlio 

LooalGoremment  Boftrd(llr.  A.  J.  Ballbw) 

JiUy  7,  1830 

Pnblic   Health   (Scotland)   Proriiional 

Order  Bill  ( The  Lord  Adoooete, 

Mr,  Solieitor  General  for  Seottamd) 
e.  Ordered  •  ;  read  l^  May  21  [BUI  ie4] 

Read2««/MiM5 
Report  *  June  15 
Read3<'*JMfMl9 
I,  K9Adl^^iBarlofDalhauiie)Jume}9 
Read  2**  June  25  (No.  148} 

Pnblic  Health   (ScotUad)    ProTisional 

Orders  (Ho.  3)  Bill  {The  Lord  AdoeeaU, 
Mr.  Solieitor  General  for  Seottmnd^ 
e.  Ordered*  June  15 

Readl«*/itf»el9  [BiU  207] 

Read2**  Jii/y7 

Public  Officee^Tke  New  AdmirMf  emd 
War  Ofices-'The  Modek 
Question,  Tbe  Earl  of  Wemyss ;  Aaswvr,  Hm 
Earl  of  Rosebery  Jun€  15,  1535 

PcTLSSTOK,  Hr.  J.  H.,  Detonport 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  Motiea  Ibr 

reporting  Progress,  1790 
Dee  Conserrancy,  Res.  1822 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,900),  Comm.  ITSf. 

1789 
Egypt  (Sondsn),  Brmisterial  Statemmt,  ISS 
London  LiTery  Companies,  Motion  Csr  Lsnvs^ 

1791.  1792 
Parliankent^Busiaess  of  tbe  Hooae*  SSe 
Post  OfBce-^iipenny  Teleicrmms,  1820 
Poet  Offlee  Sites,  Comm.  1321 
Sues  Canal  Commission,  23 
Supply— Secreury  of  Sute  for  Hie  Homo  Do* 

partmeciC.  1212 
Telegraph  AcU  AatttdsMOt,  2R.  1U7  ic 


PUR        RED 


[  SESSION     1  884 
298. 


5  I         RED 


REO 


Purchase  of  Zand  (Ireland)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  14,  488 

Raikes,  Right  Hon.   H.  0.,  Cambridge 
University 
Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1178 
Dee  ConserTancy,  Res.  1806.  1818,  1822 
Egypt   (Military  Expedition]— Suakin-Berber 

Railway,  941 
Law  and    Police — Robbery  at  the  Hoase  of 

Commons,  949 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribntion), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  37, 38.  39,  40  : 

3R.    Motion    for   Adjournment.   280,   283 ; 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  loiO,  1652,  1559 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),     Consid. 

add,  cl,  400,  415  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

954 

Railways  —  ISouth  Hetion  and  Seaham 
Harhour  Coal  Railway — Casualty  at 
Seaham 
Question,  Mr.  T.  C.  Thompson  :  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  May  15,  617 

Rankin,  Mr.  J.,  Leominster 

Education — Voluntary  Training  Homes,  1397 
Supply— Woods,  Forests,  4m).  1741 

Rathbonb,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  37 

Ravenswobth,  Earl  of 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
Amendt.  1794,  1803 

Rkad,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Norfolk,  JF. 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenne,  2R.  1455 

Real  Properly  Registration  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
e.  Presented  ;  read  1**  June  12        (No.  132) 

Rbdesdale,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Oom- 
xnittees) 
Cart  NaTigation,  2R.  107 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  888 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875— Registration  of 
New  Societies,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1329 
Glasgow  Corporation  Tramways,  SR.  1533 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 

1804 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
2R.  1650 

Redistribution  of  Seats  Bill 

{Admiral  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr,  James  Campbell) 
e,  BUI  withdrawn  •  May  18  [Bill  16] 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Ross 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice  —  The   Barbarilla 

Murder,  1359 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Sobedule  6,  33 


Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,   Wexford 
Channel  Tunnel  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 

346 
II.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice — Queen's  Message, 

508,510 
Ireland — Questions 

Local  Government  Board — Irrejifalarity  of 

a  Rate  Collector  at  Arklow,  1021,  1022 
Post   Office— Branch    Office  at    Whitby's 

Cross,  Co.  Wexford.  478 
Roads  and  Bridges — Newtownbarry  Bridge, 
699 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatic  Communication  with 

the  Vatican— Mr.  Errington,  632 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  6,  34  ;  Schedule  7,  78,  87 
Registration     of    Voters    (Ireland),    Consid. 

el.  18,  524.  526 
Supply— Marriage  Portion  of  II.R.II.  Prinoess 
Beatrice,  190U,  1907 

Eeed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  148 

RegenVs  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway 

Bill 
I.  Moved,  «That  the  Bill  be  now  read    2*" 
JM/y7, 1792 
MoTed,  **  That  Standing  Order  No.  128  (which 
prohibits  the  payment  of  interest  out  of  capi- 
tal) be  dispensed  with  "  ( The  Earl  ofRavent' 
worth)  ;  after  short  debate,  on    Question  f 
Cont.  46,  Not-Cont.  37  ;  M.  9  ;  resolred  in 
the  afflrroative 
Bill  read  2*,  and  committed ;  The  Committee 
to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 

Registration  ( Occupation  Voters)  Act 
Questions,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ifay  21, 1036 

Begistration  (Occupation  Voters)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Sir  Charles  W.Dilke^Mr, 

Eibbert,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
c.  Order  for   Consideration,  as  amended,    read 
May  12,  367 
Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  a  Clause  providing  for 
the  repeal  of  so  much  of  any  Aot  or  Acts 
relating  to  Parliamentary   Registration   in 
Counties  and  Boroughs  as   makes  the  ex- 
penses of  Overseers  of  the  Poor  and  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  or  Town  Clerks  a  legal  charge 
upon  the  Local  Rates  "  {Sir  Mousey  Lopes) ; 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  258,  N.  280  : 
M.  22  (D.  L.  180) 
Bill  considered,  387  ;  after  long  debate.  Moved, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3®  ;  "  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3®  [Bill  140] 
I.  Read  I*  •{The  Lord  Chancellor)  May  15 
Read  2**  May  18  (No.  Ill) 

Committee  May  19,889 
Report*  ;  read  3*  May  20  (No.  120) 

c.  Lords  Amendts.  considered,   and    agreed   to 
May  20, 952 


U  Royal  Assent  May  21 
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Migistraiion  {Occupation   VQier&) — Medi- 
cal Relief ^ Mr.  Chamhtrlmn 
QueationSg  Sir  Frcrderick  MiJncr,   Mr»  Glbiotii 
Mr,  A.  J.    BaJlour,    Mr.  Rilchie  i  Answers, 
\lr»  CKamborlainj   Mr.  Spuaker,  Mr.  Glnd- 
atone,  Lord  Richnrd  Grosvonor  JuneBt  llOS 

EegiatratioE  of  Toters  (Ireland)  Bill 

(ifr,  Camplidl' Banner  man  f  Mi\S&licitor  Gmeral 

for  Ireland) 
e*  Or^er  Tor  Conaideration,  at  amended^  read 
MaM  13,441 
ArtEr*shart  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be 
recommitted  with  respeot  to  new  Claoioa 
regarding  tempo rar;  proirision  for  rem u aera- 
tion of  local  oSoiaJa,  and  contribution  to  co»t 
of  registration  in  borough  of  Dublin  by 
townships  of  Pembroka  and  Blackrock  '* 
[Mr.  Campbell- Banmrman] ;  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Bill  contiderod;  lifter  debate,  De- 
bate adjourned 
Debate  resumed  Ma^  H,  513;  after  long 
dobate,  Bill  ro-comniittcd  ;  Committee,  S62  - 
after  further  abort  debate,  Report ;  Con- 
Bidered;  read  3°  [Bill  15(1] 

I.  Read  1'  •  (77i^  Lord  President)  May  15 
Read  2' •  Jtfi?^  IS  (No.  116} 

Comiliittee  May  10,  90S 
Report  ♦  ;  read  3»  May  20  (No.  133) 

#.  Lords    Amendta.    oon^ldered    and    agreed  to 

May  90 
L  Roynl  A»5ent  Majf  31  [48  VieL  o.  17] 

Begifltratioti  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Advocate ^  Mr.  Soiiciior  General  for 

Scollmd) 
c.  Moved,    ''That  the   Bill    be   now   read  3'" 
May  12,434 
Amend t.  to  leave  out   "now    read    3°,"  add 
"re- committed"  {Mr.  Renderson)  v.;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  '  now  read  3°'  dfc. ;  " 
after  abort  debate,  Aniendt,  withdrawn 
Original  Question  ngain  proposed  ;  afttir  abort 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;   Bill 
read  3^  [Bill  151] 

I  Read  1-  »  (fAif  Earl  tf  Rasthry)  May  16 
Eead2»*3/dif  18  (No.  112) 

Committee ;  alter  abort  debate  Mmj  19,  Q03 
Report  •  ;  road  3»  May  20  (No.  121) 

e.  Lords    AmendtB.    eoneidered,    Rnd  agreed  to 

May  20,  970 
I  Royal  Assent  May  21  [18  Viet,  o.  16] 

Eeid,  Mr.  K  T.,  Menford 
Parliament — Adjournment^  1JSS4 
Registration      (Occupation      VoterB),     Lords 

Amend  ta.  Conaid.  965 
HegiBtmtion     of    Voters     (Ireland),    Gonsid. 

add,  cL  d44 

MeprsMentaiim  of  the  p€&pU  Act,  1884 
ImiruciUm  to  Clerka  sf  UnUns  and  Poor  Rate 
Collectors,  Queations,  Mr,  ll^irrlngton,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Aniwera,  Mr.  Cam  pbelU  Ban  Herman 
Nay  n,  H3 
Dutitia  ttf  Bmrdi  of  Onardifins,  Queationt,  Mr. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  fleftly  ;  AnawL^rs,  Mr.  C-^inp- 
Jjell-Paiinerman   May    13,    ^0  ;  —  Vloms 


RepreienmiQH  ofth^  Pt^pit  Aei,  1884 — eoat. 
Union,  Co.  Mona^han,  Queitiona,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr.  iJnrrington  ;  An^nerB,  Mr,  CampbcU- 
Bannerman  May  13,  359 
DulieM  of  Overseers,  Quest iona,  Mr.  Je«o 
Colling^,  Mr.  Finch- Elatton  ^  Aniweri,  The 
Attorney  General  May  If,  Ol£ 

Riprsimtation  of  the  People  and  R^gistrA- 

Hon  of  Voters  {Ireland)  Acts — Ihtiiu 

of  th9     CoUectQr  General  of  R^tu^ 

Buhiin 

Question,  Mr.  Senton  -  Answer,  The  SoOcitAr 

General  for  Ireland  May  IS,  7 IS 

Richard,  Mr.  H.,  Merihyr  Tydvil 
Intermediate  Education  tWalea),  358 

ElGHMOTTB   AKD   GoBDOIT,    Duke   of 

Egypt  and  the  iSouda^,  Motion  for  a  Eetarii« 

lU 
Glasgow  Corporation  Tramways,  3R.  1535 
Parliamentary      Elections       (RtdistribauoDli, 

Comm.  cL  33,  1383 
Ke^iBtration      (Occupation     Voters),     Comtt. 

cL  16,899,001 

{PriBidmt  of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R, 

1798 
Waterworks  Glauses  Act  (1347)  Ameodoifiit, 

2a.  1618 

EiPON,  Marquess  of 

Honorary    Freedom    of   Boroughs,  Gommoof 

Amendts^  Consid..  Amendt.  \&9i 
Parliament  ^  Adjournment  -^  ResifOAtida  ol 

Minister!,  1534 
Fai  iia  men  tary      E  leetioni     ( Redi<tribiitio&  % 

Comm.  Schedule  7>  1393 
Registration     (Oceufiatton     Voters),    Comm. 

cl.  13,  891 

BiTCHiE,  Mr.  C.  T.,  Tower  BamleU 
^gjpt   (Soudan),  Miniateriat  StateisQitt,   leo, 

I«l 
Parliamentary      Elofitions      (RediBCribiition), 

Lords  Amendts,  Consid,  !555 
Registration    (Occupation     Voten)  ^  Me^iaal 

Relie  f  —  M  r.  C  h  am  berl  ai  n ,  H 1 0 
Water  Companies  (Regulation  of  PowenK  tR- 

104 

{Secretary  to  tk^  Admiralty) 
Nawy^Royal  Marifies^Pensiona  of  Noa-CoA- 
miisioned  Officers,  1834 

Biver  Tliames  (ITo.  2)  Bill       (Mr.  Shr^ 

Ma^kfiiym,  Sir  Micha$t  ffitki^Btitck,  JCr. 

Eiion,  Mr.  JTaUer  James,  Mr,  S«U^,  (kimd 

Making t  Mr.  Moltoy) 
«.  Read  2«  *,  and  referred  to  a  Seleet  C^iii9ltt«« 

^fay  20  [BiU  »g] 

Select  Committee  nominaled  May  $1 
Report  of  Select  Comm  •  June  12  [N«-  Ili| 
Committee  •  (ou  re-c^mmi^R,r.  Jnf^f  € 

hill  n$) 
ContEoittet  (o»  rt-comm)  ;  Report /n^  T.  IMl 
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Bivers  Piiriflcation  Bill      (Mr.  EatUngM, 

Earl  Fircy,  Cohntl  Walrond) 
4.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"  •  ifoy  20  [Bill  100] 

Bill  withdrawn  *  Jufy  d 

E0BEBT8OX,  Hr.  H.,  Shrewsbury 
Dee  ConterTancy,  Rat.  1815 

E00ER8,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 
Metropolis      Management    Act    Amendment, 

Gomm.  el.  1 ,  878 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribation), 

Consid.  Schedule  6,  35 
Registration    (Occupation     Voters),    Consid. 

add,  el,  390,  404 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Revenae,  Ao.  1767 
Embassies  and    Missions    Abroad,    1759, 

1700 
Supreme   Court   of    Judicature— Salaries 
and  Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  1923 

B08EBERY,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal,  and 
First  Commissioner  of  Works) 

Earldom  of  Mar  Restitutior),  IR.  1  ;  2R.  880 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster — West- 
minster llsU  (Restoration),  999, 1000 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Couim.  Schedule  5,  1300,  1391 

Public  Offices  —  New  Admiralty  and  War 
Offices— The  Models,  1535 

Registration  of  Voters,  568 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  Comm.  903  ; 
d,  12,  904 

SecreUry  for  Scotland,  1 R.  567,  1670 

Women's  Suffrage,  2R.  1611 

Boss,  Major  A.  H.,  Maidstone 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— The   Boxley  Rifle 
Range,  21 

BossE,  Earl  of 
ParliamenUry      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Comm.  1369 

EouNDELL,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Grantham 
Employers'  Liability  Aet  Amendment,  937 

Boffal  Family,   Provision  for  the  —  j4 
Select  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Michael 
Uicks-Beaoh)  July  7,  1832 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  Bedistribn. 

tion  Bill  {Ths  Lord  rmidint) 

I  Royal  Assent  Maff  21  [48  Vtct  c.  12] 

BnssELL,  Mr.  C,  Dundalk 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Medical  Relief), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1590 

BussELL,    Mr.    G.  W.    E.    (Secretary 
to  the  Local  Oovernment  Board), 
AyUshury 
Metropolis    Mansgement    Acts    Amendment, 
Comm.  add,  cL  1327 

yOI^  COXOVIII.    [tH|BD  SWI|tS.]  [tfwU. 


RnssBLL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.— coii<. 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  91 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians — Maryle- 

bone  Union,  28 
Public     Ilealtb— SmalUPoz,     349 ;— Cholera 

Vaccination,  1148,  1400 
Vaccination  —  Small- Poz   Statistics  at  West 

Ham,  483 

Bussia 
Conicription  in  the  Caucatttt,  Question,  Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff:  Answer,   Lord  Edmond 

Fitsmaurice  May  8,  29 
Ofentive  Speeches  ( Lord  Randolph  Churehill), 

Quesiions,    Mr.    Labouchere,    Mr.    Picton  ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  July  6,  1704 

Russia  —  Circular  Despatch  of  Prince 
Oortchakoff,  1864 

Resolution,  The  Duke  of  Argyll  May  II,  109  ; 
debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  May  12,  302 

Moved.  *'  That  the  circular  despatch  addressed 
by  Prince  Gortchakow  to  Russian  Repre- 
sentatives abrortd,  dated  21st  November 
1864,  be  reprinted "  {The  Duke  of  Argyll)  ; 
after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

[See  Central  Atia—Rtutia  and  Afghanitian'] 

EusTON,  Mr.  J.,  Lincoln  City 

Burials— Nonconformist  Burial  at  Ilolmbeaob, 

121 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1173 

Bylands,  Mr.  p.,  Burnley 
Registration      (Occupation      Voters),     Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  955 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1276 

Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 

Exchequer,  Ac.  1309 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,  Ae,  1220 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Aet^Spwrioui 
Butters 
Questions,  Mr.  R.  II.  Paget ;    Answers,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  ifay  21,  1018 

SALisBxrRY,  Marquess  of 

Asia    (Central)— Rus8i.i    and     Afghanistan— 
Russo- Afghan  Frontier,  108  ;  Personal  Ex- 
planation, 301 
£gjpt— Suppression  of  the  '*  Bosphore  Egyp- 

tien  "—Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  5 
Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  690,  694 
n.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice— Message  from  the 

Queen,  300,  569 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Adjourn- 
ment,  950.  951 
Privilege— The   Marquess    of   Salisbury's 
Speech  at  Hackney — Personal  Explana- 
tion, 293,  295 
Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  Mo« 


tion,  1638 
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Saltsbdbt,  Marquess  of—eont. 

Parliament — New  Ministry — Statement  of  the 

Marquess  of  Salisbury,  1502,  1593,  IGSl 
Parliamentary       Elections      (KeiliKtribution), 

2K.  598 ;  Comm.  1371  ;  el  9,  1377  ;  el.  12, 

Amendt.  1378,1379  ;  el.  22,  Amendt.  1381, 

1382;    el.   28,    1385;    Schedule    5,    1388, 

1300  ; — Commons  Reasons  Consid.  Amendt. 

1596,  1597 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Comm.  cL  13, 

Amendt.   889,   890;  el.   15,  892;  Amendt. 

893,890;  el.  16,900 
Registration  of  Voters,  5G8 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  5, 

906 
Russia — Circular    Despatch  of  Prince   Gort- 

chakow,  1864,  Res.  113,  318,  320 
Suez  Canal  Commission,  1332 

(Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A  fairs 
— Prime  Minister) 
Lunacy  Bill,  1670 

Parliament— Adjournment— Statement  of  the 
Marquess    of   Salisbury  —  Arrangement  of 
Public  Business,  1652,  1664 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Rail'tray,  2R. 
1799. 1804 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Asia     (Central)  —A  (ghanistan — Arrangements 

with  the  Ameer,  712 
Customs  and     Inland    Rerenue — Spirit    and 
Beer  Duties— Income  Tax  Exemptions,  1016 
Supply— Vote  of  Credit,  1015 

SoLATBR-BooTH,EightHon.  Qi,fRant8,N. 
Army — Contracts  lor  Military  Clothing,  23 
Egyptian  Loan — The  Joint  Guarantee,  1153 
Parliament — Business    of    the     House- Kew 

Rules  of  Procedure,  720 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  40 
Registration     (Occupation      Voters),    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  966 
Supply — Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, (be.  1217.  1234,  1240 

Scotland  {Miseellaneous  Questions) 
Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwellings  [Scotland) 
Act— The  Leith  Improvement  :ieh^ne,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  A.  Grant ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Advocate  May  18,  707 
Ripresentation  of  the  People  Act,  1884 — 
Priming  the  Register  of  Parliamentfiry 
Voters t  Question,  Mr.  Preston  Bruce ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  ilf ay  11,  130 

Education  Department  {Scotland) 
Aberdeen    University,     Question,   Mr.    Craig 

Sellar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Afay  21, 1021 
School  Board    Examinations^    Question,  Dr. 

Cameron;  Answer,   Mr.  Mundella  ifay  11, 

128 

Law  and  Justice  {Scotland) 

Discharged  Prisoners ^  Question,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  11,  124 

Office  of  Auditor  of  the  Court  of  Session,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate June  8,  1390 

icont. 


Sea  Coast  Fisheries  —  Fishing   VeusU — 
Trawlers^  Lights 
Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain May  15,  632 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]        ( The  Earl  of  Dalhousis) 
I  Read  2%  after  debate  May  21,  987  (No.  102) 

Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Rosebery) 
e.  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Sir 

William  Uarcourt  May  8. 20 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  May  15.667     (No.  117) 
Observation,  The   Earl   of  Rosebery  July  6 , 
1670 

Selboexe,  Earl  of  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Agricultural  Iloldings    Act,    1883  —  Coantj 

Courts— Power  of  Bailiffs,  100 
Barristers  Admission  (Ireland),  2R.  i 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  836 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  879,  880 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Resigoatioa  of 

Ministers,  1516,  1534 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilonae — Adjoam- 

ment,  959,  951 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribatio&}, 

Comm.  el.  28,  1385 
Registration     (Occupation     Voters),     Comm. 

cL  13,  890,  891  ;  AraendL  892  ;  cl.  15,894, 

896  ;  el.  16,  898,  900 
Registration  of  Voters  Bills,  568 
Representative  Peer  for  Scotland,  1607 
South    Eastern  and   London,    Chatham,  and 

Dover  Railway  Companies  (Arbitration),  654 
Women's  Suffrage,  2R.  1611 

{After  Resignation) 
Lunacy  Bill,  1670 
Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  9R. 

1708 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 

2R.  1649 

Sellar,  Mr.  A.  0.,  ff adding ton^  ^0. 
Education  Department  (Scotland^— Ab 

University,  1021 
Parliamentary       Elections      ( RedistribntionX 

Lords  Amendti.  Consid.  el.  E  and  F,  1377 

Selwix-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.,  JSssex,  IF. 
Police  Superannuation  Bill,  1831 
Supply — Embassies  and  Minions  Abroad,  175S 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Royal  Irish  RiflM 

— Disturbance  at  Downpatrick,  127 
Army —  Small-Poz    at    Manchester —>  5U 

Dragoon  Guards,  622 
Barrington's  Hospital,  3R.  916 
Honorary     Freedom     of   Boronghs,    Comm. 
874  :  el.  1,  Amendt.  ib.  875  ;  Consid.  1135 
Ireland — Questions 

Collector  General  of  Rates,  Doblio — Col- 
lection of  the  Improvement  Rate,  17 
Commissioners  of   National    Edocatioo — 
Ballymote  National  School.  Co.  Slifo, 
1141 
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EducAtion— B.inagher  Rojal  School,  1143 
Evictions — Gweodore,  358  ; — Caio  of  Mary 

Mngec,  938 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Harbour  at 

Clogher  Head,  Co.  Louth,  1333 
Housing  of  tho  Working   Classes — Royal 

Commission,  355,  356 
Inflammatory  Lanj^uage — Mr.  W.Johnston, 
Inspector  of  Irish  Fisheries,  28,  134,  478 
Insolvent  Societies — The  Crown  Terminable 

Building  Society,  Dublin,  1334 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Colonel  King-IIar- 

man  and  his  Tenants,  491 
Law  and  Justice — Barbarilla  Murder,  1355 ; 

Tubbercurry  Prisoners,  27 
Magistracy— Mr.  Hamilton,  R.M.,  Armagh, 

134 
Piers  and  Harbours— Pier  at  Rosses  Point, 

Co.  Sligo,  118G 
Port     of    Baiiy shannon — Wreck    of    the 

"  Uockabill,"  469 
Representation  of  the  People  and  Registra. 
tion  of  Voters  Acts— Duties  of  Collector 
General  of  Hates,  Dublin,  713 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries— Trawiing  Ground 

at  Portstewart  Bay,  1 186 
Sligo    Harbour  Commissioners — Memorial 
for  Extension  of  Time  for  Repayment  of 
Loan,  476 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 

Dunfanaghy  Board  of  Guardians — The  Re?. 

Mr.  M»Fadden,  P.P.  1187,  1188 
Infirmary  at  Lifford,  Co.  Donegal,  16 
Law  and  Police  —  Robbery  at  the  House  of 

Commons,  949 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment,  2 R.  1938, 1939 
Merchant   Shipping  —  The  "  Marie  Brockel- 

mann,"  1334 
Papal  See  —  Diplomatic  Communication  with 
the  Vatican  —  Mr.  Errington,  32,  149,  150, 
361 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  631 ; — 
Ministerial  Statement,  1345 
Order — Course  of  Procedure — Registration 
(Occupation  Voters),  441 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  6,  34  ;  Amendt.  36  ;  Sche- 
dule 7,  55,  57.  72,  77.  84  ;  Schedule  8,  94, 
96,  99 ;  3R.  291 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1560 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters), Consid.  382 ; 

Lords  AmenUts.  Consid.  956,  9U8,  1037 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  442 ; 
add,  el.  444,  446,  447,  448,  449,  450,  459, 
463;  Amendt.  512, 51 4, 515  :  ei.  3,  Amendt. 
510  ;  cL  7,  Amendt.  16.  ;  el,8,  Amendt.  518, 
620  :  cl,  9,  Amendt.  ib,;  cL  17,  523  ;  cL  18, 
Amendt.     523,     525,    532  ;     Schedule    1, 
Amendt.  534,  536,  540,  511,  542,  543,  544, 
545,  547,  54S,  549,  551  ;  ^^chedule  2,  t6. ; 
Schedule    3,    5G0;      Rc-comm.    add,    cL 
Amendt.  502,  563  ;  3R.  504 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland).  3R.  435,  436 
Shannon  Navigation,  Comm.  1325 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  1269,  1270,  1271 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1297,  1299 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

779,788,  791,832,833,834 
Friendly  Societies  Registry,  1310,  1317 
Report  —  Admioi^ttration  of  Military  Law, 
1125,  1131 

[eont. 


Sextox,  Mr.  T. — eont. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, (be.  1222,  1231 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  —  Salaries 
and   Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund. 1934 
United   States  —  Mr.    Keely,   the   American 
Minister  at  Vienna,  27 

Shannon  Navigation  BHl        [Bill  171] 

{Mr.  Hibhert,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Committee  •  May  8  [No.  183] 

Committee  {on  re-comm)^n.v,  June  4,  1325 

Committee  *  {on  re-eomm) ;  Report  July  6 

Sheil,  Mr.  E.,  Ifeaih  Co, 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Lords' 
Amendts.  Consid.  954 

Shipping^    Quarantine    on  —  An  Inter' 
national  Scientific  and  Sanitary  Con- 
ference nt  Rome 
Question,  Mr«  Sutherland  ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitzmaurioe  May  14,  486 

SiDMOXTTH,  Viscount 

Imperial  Defences — The  Colonics — A  Colonial 
Navy,  11 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewilury 

Parliaroent.iry  Elections  (Redistribution). 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  43,  47  :  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  eU  E  and  F,  Amendt. 
15S0 

Sites  for  Places  of  Beligions  Worship 

BiU  {Mr,  Broadhurst,  Mr,  Borlase, 

Mr,  Burtt  Mr,  Alexander  M^Arthur,  Mr. 
Webtter) 
e.  Moved,  "  That  the   Bill  be  now   read   2* " 
May  20,  979 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  add  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months"  {Colonel  Makins);  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  Ac. ;  "  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  tho  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr,  Newdegate) ;  Question 
put,  an<l  negatived 

Original  (Question  again  proposed ;  Debate 
adjourned 

Slagg,  Mr.  J.,  Maneheeter 

Bunnah,  Affairs  of— Alleged  Treaty  with  Ger- 

many  and  Franco,  1038 
Channel  Tunnel   (Experimental  Works),   2R. 

333 
East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000).  2R.  1061 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  41 
Spiin  —  Failure  of  tho  Commercial   Negotia* 

tions,  703 

Small,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Wexford  Bo, 

Ireland  —  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882 — 
Firing  at  the  Person — Case  of  Mr.  VV.  R. 
Perceval,  014  j 

Parlirimentary      Elections      ( Redistributi^.^ 
Consid.  Schedule  \^h^\  Kw^kftv^^x.^"^      ^ 

\5ws0u. 
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Small,  Mr.  J.  F. — cont. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  add, 
cL5\3,  615;  Amendt.  516;  cl.  7,  Amendt. 
618;  c/.  8.  Amendt. 620;  c/.  18.527;  el.  2), 
Amendt.  633  ;  Schedule  1,  639»  645,  640  ; 
Schedule  3,  Amendt.  652 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 
Army — Defence  of  the  Coaling  Stations,  025 
National    Debt,  1 184  ;  —  Suspension   of    the 

SinkiiifT  Fund,  709 
Navy  —  Explosion  on   Board    II. M.S.    "  In- 
flexible," U13 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1669 
Post  OflSoe  Sites,  Comm.  1322 
Supply — Charity  Commission,  1287 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

768 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer,  1313 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statement — 
Ministerial  Statement,  1103 

{Secretary  of  State  for  War) 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Vote  of  Thanks 

to  the  Forces,  1830 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1871 

Solicitor  General,  The  [see  Her- 
scHBLL,  Sir  F.) 

South-Eastern  and  London^  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Companies  {Arbitra- 
tion) Bill 

I,  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 
same  Select  Committee  to  whom  the  said 
Bill  was  committed  '^  ( The  Earl  of  Milltovon) 
May  18,  660  ;  after  short  debate,  resolved 
in  the  negative 

Spain 

Failure  of  the  Commercial  Negotiations,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sljigg,  Mr.  Bourke,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
maurice  Majf  18,  703 

The  Treaty  of  Commerce^  Question,  Captain 
Ajlmer ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice 
June%,  1407 

The  Barque  "Mary  Mark*'  Questions,  Mr. 
Henderson;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice May  18,  710;  May  19,  946 

The  Derelict  Ship  "  Thessalos"  Question,  Mr. 
K.  N.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice May  19,  946 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  Arthur 
Wkllesley  Peel),  Warwick 

Asia  (Central)  —  Uusso-Afghan  Frontier  — 
Arbitration,  1035 

Barrington's  Hospital,  3R.  910 

Beer  Adulteration,  3R.  1937 

Channel  Tannol  (Experimental  Works),  2R. 
333,  842 

East  India  I^n  (£10.000,000),  2R.  1077 

Egvpt  —  Soudan,  Ministerial  Statement,  168, 
•       160 

Egypt  (War  in  the  Soudan)— SmUd,  165 

[eont. 


Spiakbr,  The^coiU. 

Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant — Colonel  Kiog- 
Harman  and  his  Tenants,  491 
Law  and  Justice — Barbavilla  Marder,  1346 
Medical  Act  (1868)  Amendment,  2K.  1090 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  CoDaid.  add, 

el.  026 
North  British  Railway,  Consid.  936 
*'PaIl  Mall  Gazette"— Objectionable  Articlcfl 

— Revelations  of  Gross  Immoralities,  1827 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  626,  629, 
1711 
New  Rules  of  Procedure^Rule  12.  721 
Order^ Course  of  Procedure — Registration 

(Occupation  Voters),  439,  440,  411 
Public  Business,  146 

Rules  and  Orders— Public  Bills  —  Notices 
of  Objections,  1010 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Resignation  of 
Ministers— Statement  of    Mr.   Gladstone- 
Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  1640 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoose,  Res.  1886, 

1887 
Parliamentary    Elections    (Medical     Rsliel), 

Motion  for  Leave,  1691 
Parliamentary    Elections    (\fr.     BrmdUogh), 

1600  ;   Res.  1676,  1677.  1699 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribatios). 
Consid.  Schedule  7.  91 ;  Schedule  8,    101  : 
3R.   284;   Lords  Amendts.    Consid.    1645, 
1664 
Pluralities,  Nomination  of  Selcet  Committee, 

1946 
Post  Office  Sites,  Comm.  1322 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Gonild.«U. 

cl.  413,  422,  423 
Registration  (Occupation  Voters) — llsdieal 

Relief— Mr.  Chamberlain,  1409,  1410 
Registration  of  Voters  ( Ireland),  Consid.  d.  18, 

626 
Scotland— Crofters'  Holdings,  1417 
Supply  —  Supreme,  Court   of   Jndiestve  — 
Salaries  and  Expenses  not  charged  on  tks 
Consolidated  Fund,  1934 

Sporting  Lands  Bating  (Seotlaad)  Bill 

{Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochran- Patriek,  Mr.Mumf' 
Ferguson,     Mr.   Maekintoih,    Dr.    FetrqU' 
harson) 
e.  Read  2«  May  14,  666  [BiU  S] 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Asia  (Central) — Russia  and    A firhaoistas— 

Diplomatic  Represenution  at  Cabal,  1010. 

1011 
Fgypt  and  the  Soudan,  Motion  for  a  Retnra,  7 
Registration     (Ucoupation     Voters).     Coma. 

cl.  13,  891 
Sues  Canal  Commission,  1329,  1382 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire ,  Mid 
{afterwards  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education; 
Asia  (Central) — (Question s 

Ameer  and    the    Vieeroj  of  Indta^Tbs 

Meeting  at  Rawul  Pindi.  1027 
Russo- Afghan  Frontier — Negotiations,  714 
Russo-Persian  Frontier,  138,  847 
East  India  Uan   (£10,000,00eX  9R.   IMU 
1064, 1076 
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Stakbopx,  Hon.  ^.—eotd. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Iloase,  629 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribation), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  el.  E  and  h\  1581 

Registration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid.  <uid. 
tl.  389,  391  :  Amendt.392,393:  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  433 ;  Sobedale  2,  431,  433  ; 
Lords  Amendts  Consid.  953,  965 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement — Pre- 
cedent for  tippropriating  Funds  of  Proxi. 
mate  to  meet  Deficit  in  Current  Year,  1413 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  F.  A., 
Lancanhirey  N, 
Egypt—Military  Expedition  —  Withdrawal  of 
Troops  from  Saakin,  625,  626 

{Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies) 
Supply— Colonial   Local    Revenue,  dsc.    1767, 
1788.  1769 
Cyprus  —  Grant  in  Aid,  1773,  1774,  1775, 

1776 
Orange  Ri?er  Territory,  (bo.  1770 

Stanley,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1885 
Parliament  —  Committees  —  Ascension   Day, 
Res.  438 

Stanley  of  Alderlby,  Lord 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1883  —  County 
Courts— Power  of  Bailiffs,  109 

Stansfeld,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1870 

Stationery  Department — Contracts 

Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  Uenry 
Uoltand)/u<y  7, 1833 

Steele,  Colonel  E.  F.,  Scarborough 
H.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice — Queen's  Message, 

608 
Royal  Commission  on  Trawling— Report,  137 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  Shields 
Supply— Public  Works  Commission,  1740 

Storeb,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamshire^  S, 
Beer  Adulteration.  2R.  1930 
Parliament-try     Elections    (Mr.    Bradlaugli), 
Res.  1604 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Hackney 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1178 

Law    and    Justice    (Kngland    and    Wales) — 

Unequal  Sentences.  1022 
Registration    (Occupation    Voters),    Consid. 
add,  el.  394  ;  Amendt.  415 

Stuart,  Mr.   H.  Villiers-,   JTaterford 
Co. 
Ubonrm  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill,  488,  1704 


Submarine  Telegraph  Cables  Bill 

{Th0  Lord  SudeUy) 
I.  Read  2%  after  debate  May  12,  301    (No.  104) 
Order  for  Committee  discharged  *  Juin*  9 

SuDELEY,  Lord 

Submarine  Telegraph  Cables,  2R.  302 

Suez    Canal — Internationalization  —  PrO' 

ceedings  of  the  Conference  in  Paris 

Questions,  Mr.   Ashmead- Bartlett ;    Answers, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurice    May  19,   946  ; 

Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  May  21,  1032 

Suez  Canal  Commission 
Questions,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Pulos- 
ton :  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimanrice 
May  8,  22;  Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  11, 
148;  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaurioe  May  12, 
357  ;  Questions,  Obserrations,  Earl  Stan- 
hope, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Reply, 
Earl  Granville  Jun€  5,  1320  :  Questions,  Sir 
II.  Drnmmond  Wolff.  Sir  R.  Assheton  CroM  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  8,  1410 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 

Ireland— Law   and   Justice  —  The   Barbarilla 

Murder,  1315.  1346,  1354 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Consid.  Schedule  7,  5 1,  S5,  64 ;  Schedule  8, 

98 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Term  of  Im- 
prisonment) Bill  {Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler,  Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Hareourt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  May  14  [Bill  180] 

SUPPLY 
Civil  Service  EelinaUs,  May  18 — Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill  and  Mr.  Oladstone,  Ques- 
tion, Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  21,  1040 

The  VoU  of  Credit 

Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert 
ifay21,1015 

Expenditure^  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Sir 
Michael  Ilioks- Beach,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  12,  354 

Military  Operations  in  Upper  Egypt  and  the 
Soudan,  Questions,  Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Brodrick.  Lord  Eusinoe  Cecil  ;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Uartington,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  14,  485 

Orant  to  O.R.H.  Princess  Beatrice,  Question. 
Sir  George  Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  5,  1343 

SUPPLY 
Resolutions  [7th  May]  reported  May  11,  291 
Second  Resolution  postponed  j 

Postponed  Resolution  oonsidered  ^aOOV  IC 
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ScppLY — eont. 

(2.)  •*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £38,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Mnjesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  for  the  Administration  of 
Military  Law,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1886"  May  21.  1125;  after 
short  debate.  Resolution  agreed  to  . 

Considered  in  Committee  May  18,  723--Civil 
Sbrvicbs  and  Revenue  Departments 

Moved,  **That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,300,500,  be  granted  on  account,  &o  " 

Moved,  "  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,360,500,  be  granted,  Ac."  {Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  ;  after  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  Motion  be  withdrawn  ; "  after 
further  short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  11, 
N.  74  ;  M.  63(D.  L.  195) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  768 ;  after 
long  debate,  original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  May  21 

Considered  in  Committee  June  4,  1194— Civil 
Service  Estimates  —  Class  11.  —  Salaries 
AND  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments,  Votes 
4  to  14 

Resolutions  reported  July  6 

Considered  in  Committee  July  6,  1712  — Civil 
Service  Estimates — Class  II. — Salaries 
AND  Expenses  op  Civil  Departments,  Votes 
15  to  42 ;  Class  V. — Foerion  and  Colonial 
Services — Votes  1  to  3,  5  to  9 

Resolutions  reported,  and,  after  short  debate, 
agreed  to  July  7,  1934 

Considered  in  Committee  July  7 — £80,000, 
Marriage  Portion  of  Her  Rotal  Highness 
THE  Princess  Beatrice  —  Civil  Service 
Estimates — Class  III. — Law  and  Justice 
— Votes  1,  3,  and  4 

Resolutions  reported  July  8 

SuEVBYOR  General  of  the  Ordnance 
{see  Brand,  Hon.  H.  E.) 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Greenock 

Quarantine  on  Shipping  —  An  International 
Scientific  and  Sanitary  Conference  at  Rome, 
486 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  UniverBity 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Consid. 
add,  cl  393  ;  Amendt.  394,  422 

Telegraph  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{5fr,  Shaw  Lefivre,  Mr.  Sibber t) 
c.  Questions,   Lord  John  Manners,  Sir   Stafford 
Northcoto  ;    Answers,    Mr.   Shaw    Lefevre 
May  14,  490 
Read  2o,  after  debate  May  22,  1154  [Bill  121] 

Tbnnant,  Mr.  C,  Peellesshire 

United  States  and  Cuba— Treaty  of  Commerce, 
1400 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Durham 

Railways — South  lletton  and  Seaham  Harbour 
Coal  Railway— Casualty  at  Seaham,  617 


Thornhill,  Mr.  T.,  Suffolk,  W, 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  43 

Thttrlow,  Lord 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875  —  Regi»tratioQ  of 
New  Societies,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1329 

Tithe  Eent  Charge  Eedemption  Bill 

{Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd ,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Monk, 
Mr.  Vivian) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I*  •  May  14  [Bill  181] 

Read  2o  July  7,  1940 

Tithe  Bent  Extraordinary    Limitation 

Bill  {Mr.  Daniel  Orunt,  Sir  Edward 

Watkiny  Mr.  Daekham,  Mr,  Borlate) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  May  13  [Bill  177] 

Tollemache,  Mr.  H.  J.,   Cheshire,  W, 
Registration     (Occupation    Voters),    Cootid. 
Schedule  2,  Amendt.  425 

ToMLiNSON.  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs,  Consid.  1135 
Pluralities,  2R.  979 
Registration    (Occupation     Voters),    Consid. 

add.  cl.  3S7  ;  Schedule  2.  Amendt.  431,  433 
Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1174 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Sutement — Spirit 

Duties,  480 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
(No.  1)  BUI 

c.  Report  •  May  21  [Bill  131] 

Considered  •  May  22 

Read  3»  *  June  4 
/.  Royal  Assent  Juutf  25  [48  &  49  Vtct.  c.xxx] 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill 

{Mr.  HohnSy  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
c.  Read  2»  •  Jfrty  8  [Bill  143] 

Report  •  June  12 

Considered  *  June  15 

Read  3«  •/««<?  19 
I.  Read  1*»  (Lord  Sudeley)  June  19    (No.  149) 

Read  2*  •  June  25 

Committee  *  July  0 

Report  ^  Julyl 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Holms y  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  May  8  [Bill  106] 

Read  2«  •  3%  10 

Report  •  JuM  23 

Considered  •  June  24 

Read  3"  ♦  June  25 
I.  Read  I*  •  {S.  Heaucliamp)  June  30   (No.  156) 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Holms,  Mr.  ChamberUim) 
e.  Ordered  :  read  1*  •  May  8  [BUI  167] 

Read  2»  •  May  19 

Report  *  June  23 

Considered  ^  June  24 

Read  3»  •  June  25 
I.  Head  i^*  {E.  Bemuhamp)  June  26    (No.  157. 
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Trawling^  Royal  Commission  on — The  Re- 
port 

Question,  Colonel  Stoble ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Ilarcourt  J/ay  11.  137 

Sea  Coast  Fisheries  —  Fishing  Vessels  — 
Trawler**  Lights,  Question.  Mr.  Birkbeok  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  15,  633 

Teeasury — First  Lord  {see  Gladstone, 
Eight  Hon.  W.  E.) 

Theisury — Lord  of  {see  Gladstone,  Mr. 
H.J.) 

Treasury — ^Lord  of  {see  Duff,  Mr.  E. 

W.) 

Treasury  —  Financial  Secretary  {see 
Hibbert,  Mr.  J.  T.) 

Treasury— Secretary  to  {see  Grosyenor, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.) 

Treasury— Lord  of  {see  Dalrymple, 
Mr.  0.) 

Treasury  —  Financial  Secretary  {see 
Holland,  Sir  H.) 

Trevelyan,  Et.  Hon.  G.  0.  (Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster)  Hawick^ 
ire. 

Agriculture — Commission  on  Ensilage,  23 
Contagious   Diseases    (Animals)    Acts— Foot- 

and.  Mouth  Disease — Outbreak  in  Yorkshire, 

045,  1148 
Parliamentary     Elections      (Redistribution), 

Lords   Amendts.   Consid.    el,    E.    and    F, 

Amendt.  1571 

Truro,  Lord 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Organisation  and 
Equipment,  Res.  680,  681 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 
Instruction    to    the    Select    Committee    {Mr, 
George  Russell)  May  8,  106 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill 

{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr,  Stuart-  JFortley) 
€,  Ordered  •  July  7 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  JTarwioh 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement  — 
Duties  on  Corporate  Property,  21 

United  States,  The 
Mr.  Keely,  the  American  Minister  at  Vienna, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitcmaurico  May  8,  27 
Treaty  of  Commerce —  United  States  and  Cuba, 
Question,  Mr.  Tennant ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
wond  Fitsouarice  June  8, 1400 


University  College — Indian  Candidates 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.J.  iC.  Cross  Afay  22,  1140 

Vaccination  —  Small- Pox     Statistics    at 
West  Ham 
Questions.  Mr.  Hopwood,  Colonel  Makins  :  An- 
swers, Mr.  Georgo  Russell  May  U,  482 

Valuation  of  Lands  (Scotland)  (Appeals) 

Bill  {Mr.  Henderson,  Mr.  Buchanan, 

Br.  Cameron,  Mr.  Stewart  Clark) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  May  20  [Bill  10 1] 

Vivian,  Mr.  A.  P.,  Cornwall,  W. 

Lighthouses — Telegraphic  Communication  with 
tho  Mainland,  93tS 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Tarliamcntary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1668  ;  cL  E  and  F, 
1680 

Wales — Intermediate  Education — Legisla- 
tion 
Question,  Mr.  Richard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella 
May  12,  368 

Walker,  Mr.  S.  (Attorney  General  for 
Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland— Questions 

Law  and  Justice — Barbavilla  Murder,  1361, 

1364; — Tubbercorry  Prisoners,  27 
Representation  of  the  People  and  Registra- 
tion of  Voters  Acts— Duties  of  Collector 
General  of  Rates,  Dublin,  713 
Sale  of  Oysters,  706 
I'arliament—  Ilouse  of  Lords — The  Appellate 
Court— Certificate   "in   Form&  Pauperis," 
357 
Parliamentary      Elections     (Redistribution), 

Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  el.  D,  1670 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid.  442  ; 
add.  el.  443,  445,  440,  418.  449,  460,  462  ; 
Amendt.  484.  514.  616;  cl.  7,  617;  cl.  8. 
620  ;e/  17,521,  623  ;  <;/.  18,624  ;  Schedule  1, 
634,  636.  637.  640  ;  Amendt.  641.  542.  643, 
645.  640.  547,  648.  649  ;  Schedule  2,  651  ; 
Scbedule3,  656,  661 
Supply— Ci\'il  Services  and  Rerenao  Depart- 
ments, 797,  800 

Wallace,  Sir  E.,  Lisburn 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  66 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Res. 
1607 

War  Department— Secretary  of  State 
{see  Hartinoton,  Eight  Hon.  Mar- 
quess of)  Digitized  by  V^jiJOV  iC 
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War  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {gee  Morley,  Earl  of) 

War   Department  —  Financial  Secre- 
tary {tee  Hayter,  Colonel  Sir  A.  D.) 

War  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.) 

War  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {tee  Btjry,  Viscount) 

Warton,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Bridport 

Army— Officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery,  1028 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Comm.  15S6 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2li.  1176 

Croflers' Holdings  (Scotland),  Motion  for  Leave, 
465 

Dee  Conservancy,  Res.  1822 

East  India  Loan  (£10,000,000),  Comm.  cL  4, 
1700 

East  India  (Unclaimed  Stocks),  SR.  202 

Honorary  Freedom  of  Boroughs,  Consid. 
Amendt.  1134 

London  Livery  Companies,  Motion  for  Leave, 
1791 

Merchant  Shipping  (Transfer  of  Registry,  Ac), 
2R.  1324 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment, 
Comm.  el,  I.  878,  1826 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Consid.  add,  el, 
925 

North  British  Railway,  Consid.  Amendt.  926, 
936 

Parliament — Adjournment,  1584 

Parliament— Adjournment  (Wbitsnntide  Holi- 
days), Res.  1084.1122 

Parliament— Wednesday  Sittings,  Res.  950 

Parliament— Rules  and  Orders — Public  Bills- 
Notices  of  Objection,  1039,  1040 

Parliamentary  Elections  (  Medical  Relief),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1590 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Redistribution), 
3R.  281 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1558 ; 
el.  A,  1565 ;  eU  13,  1568 

Pluralities,  2R.  Amendt.  978 

Regiiitration  (Occupation  Voters),  Consid. 
add,  el,  Amendt.  392;  Schedule  2,  433, 
433  :  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  969 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Consid,  add.  cl, 
444,  513;  0/.  17,  522;  Schedule  1,  535; 
Amendt.  540,  548  ;  3R.  564 

Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  3R.  487 

Supply— Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  1284. 1286 
Board  of  Trade,  1280 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1300 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

779 
Colonial  Office,  1265 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, dsc.  1201, 1202,  1208 

Telegraph  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1174 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
3R.  1136 

Water  Companies  (EegiQation  of  Powers) 

Bill  [H.L.]  {Mr,  Ritchie) 

e.  Read  2^  after  short  debate  May  8,  104 
Committee  •—K.p.  May  12  [Bill  161] 


Wateblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oravetend 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amendment, 
Comm.  el.  1,  Motion  for  reporting  Progrcsi, 
878 

Water  FrovisioxLal  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Solms,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 

e.  Report*  June  12  [BiU  142J 

Read3*»»/ttn«15 
I  Read  1*»  {Lord  SadeUy)  June  16  (No  137) 

Read  2*  •  June  23 

Committee  *  July  6 

Report  •  July  7 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr,  Daniel  Grant,  Mr, 
Torrent,  Mr.  Selater-Booth,  Mr.  Arthur 
Cohen,  Mr,  Sitehie,  Mr.  Aldermn  W,  Law 
renee,  Bron  Henry  De  JTormt) 

I.  Read  !»•  {Viteaunt  EnJleld)June  5  (No.  127) 
e.  Considered  May  8, 103  [Bill  152] 

Read3»  Jfay  21,  1136 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  taking  into  considera- 
tion Standing  Order  No.  93  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with  in  respect  of  a  petitioa 
or  petitions  of  the  MetropoliUn  Water  Com- 
panies praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel 
against  the  BiU  July  6,  1647 

Moved,  "  That  the  said  Sunding  Order  be  now 
considered  "  ( The  Lord  Bramweli) ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question  f  resoWed  in  Ibe 
negatire 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9* :  "  Mo- 
tion agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*,  and  referred  fo 
a  Select  Committee 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Bpthe 
Channel   Tunnel  (Kxperimental  Works),  SR. 

323,  338,  339,  348 
Customs  Department — ^Examination  of  Baggage 

at  English  Ports,  1030 

Watson,  Lord 
Registration  of  Voters  (SeotUnd),  Comn.  90S ; 
el,  12,  Amende.  904 

Wattgh,  Mr.  E.,  Cockerw^uih 

Parliamentary  Eleotions  (Redistribation), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  38,  39 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  {Qusttiom) 

Excite 

Rettrietiont  an  the  Seoteh  and  Irith  Spirit 
Trade,  Question,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kenaa ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Hibbert  May  18,  713 
The  Spirit  Dutiet— Unequal  Jneidamtt  I0M 
yris^  and  Seoteh  Tradert  eompartd  with  Smy- 
lith.  Question,  Sir  Joseph  M^Keona:  An- 
swer, The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exebe^ner 
May  14,  474  ;  Question,  Colonel  Nolan : 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  May  15, 617 
Refunding  the  Ina-eated  Duty,  Qaettiont,  Mr. 
Boord,  Mr.  J.  G.  l]ubbard,*Mr.  O^Snllivan: 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  BxebeqMr 
June  8, 1415 
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Inland  Revenm 
CustifffM  and  Inland  Revenue-' Tea,  Qaeation, 

Mr.  Biggar  ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  11, 

131 
Stamp  Duliet  upon  Foreign  Sonde,  Quettioo, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter :  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Excheqaer  May  14,  475 
The  Income  Tax— Schedule  B,  Qoettion,  Mr. 

Stanley  Lelghton  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Uibbert 

May  21,  1029 
Manufacture  of  Beer — Return  of  Brewers  and 

Brewers*  Licences,    Question,    Mr.  Hioks; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  June  4, 1185 

The  Financial  Statement 

Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  4, 1193 

Duties  on  Corporate  Property,  Questions,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Hibbert  May  8,  21 

The  Malt  Tax  and  Brewers'  Licence  Duty, 
Question,  Sir  Arthur  Bass ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Uibbert  May  8,  29 

The  Spirit  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  H.  S.  North- 
cote;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  if  ay  11,  124; 
Question,  Mr.  Orr  Ewing ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hibbert,  140 ;  Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  14,  480 

The  Wine  Duties,  Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote;  Anawer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  19, 
944 

Wine,  Spirit,  and  Beer  Duties,  Question,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Jfay  21,  1027 

The  Resolutions  —  The  Spirit  and  Beer  Duty, 
Ministerial  Statement,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  Questions,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  5, 1337 

The  Succession  Duties — Exemption  of  Uni- 
versities and  Colleges,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  May  11. 132 

Precedent  for  appropriating  Funds  of  Proxi* 
mate  to  meet  Deficit  in  Current  Year, 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  8, 1413 

Revenue  and  Expenditure — Incidence  of  Taxa- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  Pell;  Answer,  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  ifay  12,  351 

Websteb,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  General), 

Zaunceeton 
High  Court  of  Justice— Chancery  Difision, 

1832 
Law  Charges,  1913 
Parliamentary    Elections   (Mr.    Bradlaugh), 

1684 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  —  Salaries  and 

Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated 

Fund,  1930 

Wkmyss,  Earl  of 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Organization  and 

Equipment,  Res.  571,  586,  587,  596 
Earldom  of  Mar  Restitution,  2R.  889 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Occupation   of 

Suakin,  1011 

VOI^.  00:^0 VIII.  [tUIBD  series.]  [c:fit. 


Wimras,  Earlof— 0<mt. 

Egypt — Return  of  Expenditure,  Address  for 
a  Return,  908 

Egypt— The  Soudan^ Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  655,  680,  698 

Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster— West- 
minster Hall  (Restoration),  1000 

Public  Offices— New  Admiralty  and  War 
Offices- The  Models,  1535 

Regent's  Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,  2R. 
1802 

Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Amendment,  2R.  997 

Secretary  for  Scotland,  IR.  567 

Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
2R.  1649 

Wentwoeth,  Lord 

Egypt  (The  Soudan)— Abandonment  by  Eng- 
land, Res.  Amendt.  661 

JTeetem     pMcifie  —  The    Anglo- German 
Commission 
Questions,    Mr.    A.    M< Arthur,    Mr.  Gorst; 
Answers,  Mr.  ETclyn  Ashley  May  18,  702 

West,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Ipswich 

Supply — Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffii'  Ex- 
penses, Ac.  1914,  1917 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature— ^Salaries  and 
Expenses  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  1923  ;  Amendt.  1924, 1933 

Whitbbead,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1469. 
Dee  ConserTancy,  Res.  1821 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Merchant  Shipping — Transfer  of  Registry,  he, 
Comm.  cU  I,  1939 

Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  8L  Andrewt,  Sfc. 
Asia  (Central)  —  The  Ameer  of  Afghanistan, 
484 

Willis,  Mr.  W.,  Cohhester 

Criminal  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1179, 1180 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amendment, 
Consid.  cL  1,  Amendt.  103 

Wills,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Coventry 
Parliamentary    Elections    (Mr.    Bradlaugh), 
Res.  1702 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwiekehire,  8. 
Parliamentary      Elections      (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  39 

Wilson,  Sir  M.,  York,  W.  JR.,  N,  JHv. 
Parliamentary     Elections     (Redistribution), 
Consid.  Schedule  7,  Amendt.  43 

Windward  Islands,  The  ^  The  Proposed 
Confederation 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Answer,    Mr, 
Evelyn  Ashley  Miy  11,  143  _f^ 

^  ^  Digitized  by  VjUU^IC 


Parlmment — Adjournment — New   Biinfstry  — 
Na^  Writii  1G23,  1020 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  ParUmmth 

AflU    (G4?iitnil)— RuBiiA    and    Afghrinistan — 
Raasn-Afglmn  Frontier — Baandar/  Line  nt 
Ak  Te|ie»  717 
Coniolldnted  Fund  (No,  S).  ^El.  31 1 
Consular  Servioe — Consukto  at  Tiflis,  14& 
Egjpt— Fort i Heat ionii  of  Alox.indria,  944 
M  j  I  i  tarj  E  xped  i  tion^  Occ  u  pation  o  f  S  uaki  tt , 
103a 
Egyptian  La  An — Tlio  Joint  Guarantee,  1154 
Mercaniile  Marine — Statistics,  H04 
Pftfliamotitnrf      Election*      ( lied  istHTiut  ion), 
LordA    Amondta.   Conoid.    Hotion    for    Ad- 
journment, 1540,  1542  \  eL  A,  1564 
Rus^in — Conscription  in  ttie  Caucntui,  20 
>  SuQt  Ca^nl  ComitiifiSion,  1410,  1411 
Supply^ Stjcrctary  of  State  for  tho  Homo  De- 
pattmeati  1106 

Women's  Suffrage  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Denmmt) 

i.  MoTod,  '*  That  the  Bill  bfi  now  read  3* '' 
Jufte  23,  16U  ;  after  shorl  debate,  on 
Question  ?  Coat,  8,  Not-Coot.  36  ;  M,  23 
resolved  ia  the  uegatire  (No.  37) 


Wood  ALL,  Mr.  W,,  Stoke-m-Trmi 
Parlianaent  ^  Busiaeas  of  the    House, 
iSdl 


Rei. 


WoEKS— First  CommiBsioner  {tes  Boss- 
BEBT,  Earl  of) 

WoRica — Ft  rat  Commisaioner  (*w  lYmr- 
KET,  Eight  Hon.  D.  B.) 

WoETLEY,  Mr.  C.  B,  Stuaet-p  ShipM 

Effpt  (Soudanl,  MiniatcnnlStiitemeiit,  160 
FarUament— BaaineBS  of  the  IloQSP,  048 
Parlianiofitarj       Elections      ( Redistribution), 

Cenaid.  Schedule  7,  Amende.  40,  5^ 
Post  OfB CO— Parcel  Poilr— Temporary  Clerki, 

130 

{  JJnd^r  Seeretary  &/  State  for  the  Home 

Departmmt) 
Supply — Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs*  Ex- 
penses, <te.  1016.  ID 13 
Fiahery  Board,  Scotland,  1743 
Lunacy  Commission,  England,  1731 

WB0TTE3LE:y,  Lord 

Parliamefitary      E  lection  i      (RediAtribaUon), 
Comm.  Scliedulo  7j  Amendt,  1302 

Wyndham,  Hon.  p.  8.,  Oumhsrhnd,  W. 

Egypt  (Waf  io  Iho  Soudan)— Sumkin,  165 

YorkaMre  Begistries  Bill  [ml] 

[Ths  Lord  W^mkck) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1>*  Jane  15         (Na«  133) 

Read  2'  •  June  23 

Committee*;  Reporl  iW^ttf  3$ 
c.  Read  !**•  July  7  [BiO  211] 


END    OF    YOLUME    COXCVm.,    AND    SIXTH    TOLUME    OF 

SESSION    1884-$. 


taNpojf :  ogjciTBLnTa  buqe^  22,  fat'iswostbh  bow,  k^c. 


TOL.  CXJXGVIII. 


PART  VIL 


48  &  49 


HANSARD'S 


PAELIAi\rEMARY 
DEBATES. 


COMKMS. 


TITLE    AND    COKTEKTS, 

NEW    PEERS,   SA.T   FIRST,    KEW    WKITS    ISSl'^tD. 

NEW    MEMBERS   SWORN,    INDKX.    &,o. 


I'L'BLlSliED   KY  COHNKIH  Si   l^t  <  K- 

OFFICE    FOR   ••BANSAKlVi*  I'Alil.IAMKN  r.\i;Y    rn;.VtF.S. 

'2-2,     I'A'lKi;N^'^li''i^     li')\S'.     ;]•.<'.' 


.ptemi«r  10. 1886.  SESSIOiMAL  JS^o.  42. 


Under 


